City Council
Monday, August 14, 2017
Council Chambers
6:30 PM
WELCOME to our City Council meeting. In the interest of time efficiency, the following will prevail for comments by the public.
Each speaker will be permitted up to 3 minutes to state his/her case. Group presentations will be permitted 3 speakers
including the spokesperson - each being limited to up to 3 minutes. No speakers will be interrupted. Please silence all
electronic devices during the meeting. THANK YOU for participating in your City Government.

I.

Call to Order

II.

Invocation

III.

Pledge of Allegiance

IV.

Presentations
1. Retirement Resolution - Troy Smith, Inspector
2. Recognition - Michael Dabby
3. Stacie Larson, Director & CEO, Maitland Public Library

V.

Public Hearings
1. Ordinance - Amending Chapter 6 “Fire Protection and Prevention”
2. Ordinance - Downtown Maitland Zoning District - Density and Bonuses

VI.

Old Business

VII.

Consent Agenda
1. Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes of Monday July 24, 2017
2. Approve the Minutes of the July 17, 2017 City Council Budget Workshop Meeting.
3. Approve the Minutes of the July 18, 2017 City Council Budget Workshop Meeting
4. Receive the Lakes Advisory Board Meeting Minutes of June 21, 2017
5. Resolution – Opposing the Advanced Wireless Infrastructure Deployment Act
6. Extend Uber Pilot Program

VIII.

Public Period

IX.

Decisions
1. Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1)
2. Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (1)

X.

Discussion
1. LAB Recommendation - Shoreline Alteration Enforcement

XI.

City Manager's Report/City Attorney/Council Reports

XII.

Adjournment
Notice: Any person who desires to appeal any decision made at this meeting or hearing will need a record of the proceedings and,
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for this purpose, may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made which includes testimony and evidence
upon which the appeal is to be based. Persons with disabilities needing assistance to participate in any of these proceedings
should contact the City Clerk's office (407-539-6219) 48 hours in advance of the meeting.
Disclaimer: 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.
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MEETING DATE

AGENDA

August 14, 2017
Subject: Ordinance - Amending
Chapter 6 “Fire Protection and
Prevention”
Department/Office: Fire/Rescue

Section: Public Hearings
Item #: 1
AGENDA REPORT

Requested Action or Motion: Move to adopt an Ordinance amending Chapter 6 of the Maitland Code
of Ordinances - Fire Protection and Prevention.
Summary Explanation & Background:
The City of Maitland has submitted local amendments to the statewide Florida Fire Prevention Code
(FFPC) to the State Fire Marshal’s Office (SFMO) on March 22, 2017. This submittal process fulfilled the
established statutory obligations and the City has been authorized by the SFMO to adopt and readopt
these local amendments into its City code according to Florida Statute 633.202.
This ordinance update maintains and clarifies these local amendments, and aligns the City Code with the
FFPC. This ordinance must be re-adopted every three years.
Updates and changes to the Maitland City Code include:
1. The recognition of the new Florida Fire Prevention Code (FFPC), 6th edition, 2015 editions of
NFPA 1 Fire Prevention Code and NFPA 101 Life Safety Code adopted therein
2. Clarifying the process for notification and installation on existing facilities in need of exterior lock
boxes.
3. Coordinating long standing amended language dealing with exterior lock boxes, emergency afterhours contact information, and access gates with new sections in the recognized and adopted
edition of NFPA 1.
4. Clarifying gate width requirements to correspond with widths for Fire Department Access
Roadway in the Florida Fire Prevention Code (FFPC), 6th edition
5. Rewriting of City Code language for standpipe systems due to revised wording for the standpipe
requirements in 2015 edition of NFPA 1. The revised language is intended to maintain local
standpipe requirements for buildings constructed three (3) stories or more in height and parking
structures. The revised language matches the local amendment with FFPC wording.
6. Clarifying references for installation and maintenance of automatic fire sprinkler systems to
coordinate with new Florida Fire Prevention Code (FFPC), 6th edition.
7. Deletion of subsection 6-17 (m), addressing fire hydrant spacing around facilities; more stringent
requirements are now contained in the statewide Florida Fire Prevention Code (FFPC).
8. Re-lettering the remainder of the sections for continuity.
Adopted in the previous cycle and intended to be maintained are:
1. Standpipe requirements for buildings

Packet Pg. 3

5.1

2. Fire Sprinkler requirements for commercial and multi-family dwellings
3. Electronic monitoring requirements for fire sprinkler systems
The Ordinance was introduced to City Council for first reading on July 10th, 2017. City staff are
requesting the Council to adopt this ordinance.
This ordinance shall become effective January 1, 2018.
Fiscal Impact:
None
Exhibits: LOCAL ORDINANCE Chap 6 for Readoption
per FS 633... (DOCX)

Contact Person: Charles Van Camp, Asst. Fire
Chief

Commission/Board:

Phone #: 407-539-6225

Reviewed by City Attorney
X Yes

N/A
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA RELATING
TO FIRE PREVENTION AND AMENDING THE MAITLAND CITY
CODE; IMPLEMENTING THE FLORIDA FIRE PREVENTION CODE;
ADOPTING THE FLORIDA FIRE PREVENTION CODE BY REFERENCE
AND REFERENCED PROVISION OF NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED
CODES; PROVIDING FOR THE GENERAL REGULATION OF FIRE
PREVENTION ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE CITY OF MAITLAND;
READOPTING LOCAL TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS AS PRESCRIBED
BY FLORIDA STATUTE; REORGANIZING SECTIONS TO
COORDINATE WITH THE FLORIDA FIRE PREVENTION CODE;
PROVIDING FOR CLARIFICATIONS OF REQUIREMENTS IN REGARD
TO STANDPIPES; READOPTING
FIRE SPRINKLER SYSTEMS
REQUIREMENTS; READOPTING ELECTRONIC MONITORING
REQUIREMENTS FOR FIRE SPRINLER SYSTEMS; PROVIDING FOR
CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR
CODIFICATION AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, in 1998 the Florida Legislature passed enabling legislation creating the
Florida Fire Prevention Code; and
WHEREAS, the enabling legislation and Florida Statutes require the State Fire Marshal
to adopt a new edition of the Florida Fire Prevention Code every third year; and
WHEREAS, the new edition of the Florida Fire Prevention Code becomes effective
throughout the State of Florida on January 1, 2018; and
WHEREAS, the enforcement of the Florida Fire Prevention Code is the responsibility of
local governments; and
WHEREAS, any local amendment to the Florida Fire Prevention Code adopted by a local
government shall be readopted on a tri-annual basis in conjunction with the new edition of the
Florida Fire Prevention Code; and
WHEREAS, the City of Maitland actively participates in the enforcement of fire safety
regulations for the benefit of the public safety of its citizens; and
WHEREAS, the City of Maitland desires to preserve Chapter 6, Fire Protection and
Prevention, to maintain clarifications to Florida Fire Prevention Code requirements in regard to
standpipe systems; and
WHEREAS, the City of Maitland desires to maintain the local fire sprinkler and electronic
monitoring for fire sprinkler system requirements to provide for the safety and protection of our
Citizens and their property;

1
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ORDINANCE NO. ______

5.1.a

NOTE: Underlined words constitute the additions to the existing text of the Maitland Code
of Ordinances, strikethroughs constitute deletions to the existing text, and asterisks (***) indicate
an omission from the existing text which is intended to remain unchanged.
SECTION 1. Article II, “Fire Prevention and Protection Systems” of Chapter 6 of the
Code of Ordinances of the City of Maitland is amended to read as follows:

ARTICLE II.
FIRE PREVENTION AND FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS
***
Sec. 6-14. Codes and Standards.
(a)
The Florida Fire Prevention Code, 2013 6th Edition is hereby recognized and
incorporated by reference by the Maitland City Council for the purpose of prescribing regulations
governing conditions hazardous to life and property from fire or explosion.
(b)
Those nationally recognized Codes and Standards as referenced and listed in 69A60.005(2), Chapter 2, NFPA 1, 2012 2015 edition and Chapter 2, NFPA 101, 2012 2015 edition,
shall also be recognized and incorporated as part of the Maitland Code.

Sec. 6-15 Additions and Amendments to the Codes and Standards
The identified sections of NFPA 1 as adopted in the Florida Fire Prevention Code, 2013
6th Edition and the Codes and Standards as reference in Chapter 2, NFPA 1 and/or Chapter 2,
NFPA 101 as herein added, amended, or deleted as follows:
Exception: For those facilities and occupancies, which are governed under the Uniform
Fire Safety Standards pursuant to Section 633.022 of the Florida Statutes, the provisions of this
Section may not apply.

Sec. 6-16. Local Amendments to Florida Fire Prevention Code (NFPA 1).
(a) 10.11.1.1 10.10.3.1 is amended to read: Permits shall be obtained from the authority
having jurisdiction for all open fires. For the purposes of this section, open fires are defined as the
burning of materials wherein products of combustion are emitted directly into the ambient air
without passing through a stack or chimney from an enclosed chamber. Open fires do not include
road flares, smudge pots and similar devices. A chamber shall be regarded as enclosed when,
during the time combustion occurs, only openings, ducts, stacks, flues or chimneys necessary to
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED by the City Council of the City of Maitland,
Florida, as follows:

provide combustion air and permit the escape of exhaust gases are open. Burning of combustible
materials shall be contained in an approved manner. An approved manner shall include an outdoor
fireplace, a fire pit not to exceed 3 feet in width surrounded by non-combustible materials to limit
fire spread, commercially available fire containers, chimeras, or similar device(s) or methods
acceptable to the AHJ. Permits shall not be required for cooking and recreational fires which are
kindled in an enclosed chamber approved manner as defined herein. Whenever a permit is required
and issued, said permit shall be valid and in full force and affect for a period of up to one year six
months, provided that there is no material change to the circumstances under which it was
originally issued. During construction or demolition of any building or structure(s), no waste
materials or rubbish may be disposed of by burning.
(b) 18.2.2.1 is amended to read: All new commercial buildings protected with approved
fire sprinklers or a fire alarm system shall be equipped with an exterior key box to allow for access
by responding emergency personnel after normal operating hours. Existing commercial buildings
protected with approved fire sprinklers or a fire alarm system that are not already equipped with
an approved key box shall be provided with same within two (2) years from the date of the adoption
of this ordinance [Ord. No. 1101, adopted Jan. 10, 2005] a mutually agreed reasonable time frame
after notification in writing from the AHJ. For commercial buildings which operate on a 24/7 basis
and have documentable management, engineering, or security representatives on site, the key box
requirement may be waived by the authority having jurisdiction. The key box shall be a type
approved by the authority having jurisdiction and shall contain all keys, devices, or information
necessary to gain access as required by the authority having jurisdiction. The operator of the
premises shall immediately notify the authority having jurisdiction, and provide new key(s),
devices, or information, any time a lock is changed or rekeyed, or any other device or information
is changed for a facility that is equipped with the required key box.
(c) 18.2.2.3 is amended to read: All commercial facilities, including multi-family
residential, shall provide emergency contact person(s) who will be responsible for their assigned
building(s) after normal operating hours. Contact information about the individual responsible for
'after hours' emergencies may be provided through record at the Fire Alarm Supervising Station
facility monitoring the subject building's fire alarm system, may be posted at a location acceptable
to the Property Owner/Manager and the Department or may be provided to the Department in
writing for inclusion in the Emergency Contacts data base. The contact person shall arrive at the
facility within one (1) hour of notification by the Department.
(d) 18.2.2.2 is amended to read: All new power operated access control gate system
installations shall be equipped with an automatic activation system acceptable to the authority
having jurisdiction to allow for emergency access by responding fire/rescue apparatus. A keypad
and appropriate numerical code shall also be provided to allow access. A means of manual override
or back-up power shall be provided on all power operated gating systems to allow for access in
the event of loss of power.
(e) All new access control gates which are not power operated may be secured with any
appropriate locking device which will allow for emergency access by standard forcible entry
methods.

3
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(f) All access control gates, both new and existing, shall be continuously maintained in
proper operating condition at all times. Power operated gates shall be inspected by a competent
authority familiar with their operations at least once annually. Documentation of this inspection
shall be kept by the property owner, property management, or a responsible party and a copy of
the inspection report shall be forwarded to the Department via US mail, fax or e-mail within 30
days of the completion of the gate inspection.
(g) All new access control gates shall provide a minimum of twenty (20) feet of
unobstructed width to allow for proper access of fire/rescue apparatus as required per 3-5.2 of
NFPA 1, 2000 Ed. applicable provisions of Section 18.2.3, Fire Department Access Roads,
Chapter 18, NFPA 1 as adopted in the Florida Fire Prevention Code recognized in Section 16-14
(a) of this Section.
(h) 13.2.2.2 is amended to read: New buildings shall be equipped with a Class I standpipe
system installed in accordance with the provisions of this section and NFPA 14, Standard for the
Installation of Standpipe, Private Hydrant, and Hose Systems, where any of the following
conditions exist:
(1) More than three two stories above grade where the building is protected by an
approved automatic sprinkler system.
(2) More than two stories above grade where the building is not protected by an
approved automatic sprinkler system.
(3) More than 50 ft. (15 m) above grade and containing intermediate stories or
balconies
(4) More than one story below grade.
(5) More than 20 ft. (6.1 m) below grade.
(6) All new parking garages
Exception: Multi-family dwelling buildings with exterior egress arrangements and/or
townhouse style buildings shall be exempt from the requirements of this subsection.

(i) Automatic sprinklers shall be installed and maintained in full operating condition in the
occupancies specified in this Code, Section 6-16 of the Maitland City Code of Ordinances, or in
the codes or standards referenced in Chapter 2, NFPA 1 and/or NFPA 101 as adopted in the Florida
Fire Prevention Code recognized in Section 16-14 (b) of this Section.
(j) All new commercial buildings three (3,000) thousand or more gross square feet in area
shall be protected throughout by an approved automatic sprinkler system. Fire sprinkler systems
required to be installed per Maitland City Code shall be electrically monitored through a

4
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Exception: The provisions of this Code Section shall not apply to facilities which, in the
opinion of the authority having jurisdiction, house occupancies or operations where the
application of water as the extinguishing agent would increase rather than decrease the
hazard to life or property. The authority having jurisdiction shall approve the type of
protective system proposed for installation as an alternative to fire sprinkler protection.
Exception: Parking garages that meet the definition and criteria of "Open Parking Garage"
as contained in the Florida Building Code, current edition, shall be exempt from the
requirements of this subsection.
(k) All existing commercial buildings which were lawful before the effective date of this
ordinance and that are of three thousand (3,000) or more gross square feet in area shall be permitted
to continue in use as a nonconforming structure subject to the requirements of this section provided
the following conditions are met:
1. For buildings less than 3,000 square feet, its non-conformity is not extended in
size to greater than 3,000 square feet;
2. For buildings greater than 3,000 square feet, its non-conformity is not extended
at all;
3. It maintains its occupancy classification as defined by the Florida Fire Prevention
Code adopted herein by reference; and
4. No interior repair, renovation, modification, reconstruction, refinishing, or
replacement consisting of a dollar value equal to or greater than fifty (50) percent
of the current assessed property value as assessed by the Orange County tax
assessor's office. For the purpose of this section, to renovate, refinish or replace
shall not mean initiatives solely intended to be of a cosmetic, aesthetic, ornamental
or decorative nature.

Fire sprinkler systems required to be installed per Maitland City Code shall be electrically
monitored through a supervising station fire alarm system. The required fire alarm systems
supervising station agency shall be listed by a nationally recognized testing organization.
(l) Conversions of residential structures to commercial occupancy uses when such
conversion is a facility of three thousand (3,000) or more gross square feet shall be protected
throughout by an approved automatic sprinkler system. Fire sprinkler systems required to be
installed per Maitland City Code shall be electrically monitored through a supervising station fire
alarm system. The required fire alarm systems supervising station agency shall be listed by a
nationally recognized testing organization.

5
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supervising station fire alarm system. The required fire alarm systems supervising station agency
shall be listed by a nationally recognized testing organization.

(m) The number and type of fire hydrants and connections to other approved water supplies
shall be capable of delivering the required fire flow and shall be provided at approved locations.
Hydrants shall be spaced in accordance with the authority having jurisdiction, but in no case shall
the distance between installed fire hydrants exceed 1,000 feet. Maximum distance from the nearest
hydrant to the most remote exterior point of any building shall be 500 feet. If necessary, additional
hydrants shall be provided within 500 feet of a building in sufficient quantity to supply the required
fire flow for a building. Public hydrants are recognized as meeting all or part of the above
requirements.
(n)(m) All new fire hydrants shall be flow tested per the guidelines of NFPA 291,
Recommended Practice for Fire Flow Testing and Marking of Hydrants, prior to the acceptance of
the installation. The flow tests shall illustrate compliance with the required fire flow.
(o)(n) The body of public fire hydrants shall be painted silver in color. The body of private
fire hydrants shall be painted red in color. Color coding of the hydrants to illustrate available fire
flow amounts shall be accomplished per the guidelines of NFPA 291, Recommended Practices for
Fire Flow Testing and Marking of Hydrants.
(p)(o) The Fire Chief, or his designee, and the Public Works Director shall approve the size
of looped water distribution main extensions authorized in developed areas where existing water
mains do not conform to minimum requirements outlined in American Water Works Association
specifications, National Fire Protection Association Codes and Standards, and local City Code.
(q)(p) Fire hydrants shall be installed on looped mains that are interconnected to the water
distribution system.
Exception: Dead end mains may be installed within private property provided said mains
have a minimum eight (8) inch diameter and do not exceed a total length of six hundred
(600) feet. Engineering data in the form of plans and hydraulic calculations shall be
provided to show that the required fire flow water supply is available.
(r)(q) An approved water supply capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire
protection shall be provided to all premises upon which facilities, buildings, or portions of
buildings are hereafter constructed or moved into the jurisdiction as prescribed in the Florida Fire
Prevention Code recognized in Section 6-14(a) of this Section. The minimum accepted fire flow
for any existing single family dwelling shall be not less than 500 gpm; and 1000 gpm for exiting
residential duplex dwellings. Where hydraulic calculations are utilized to prove the required fire
flow is available, the minimum acceptable design pressure shall be not less than 25 psi. When
determined by the City that the adopted fire flow requirements cannot be met, the City shall have
the authority to accept alternative methods as it deems appropriate.
***
SECTION 2. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby
repealed to the extent of such conflict.

6
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SECTION 3. If any section, subsection, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance is for
any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, such portion
shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision and such holding shall not affect
the validity portion thereto.
SECTION 4. It is the intent of the City Council of the City of Maitland that the provisions
of this Ordinance shall be codified. The codifier is granted broad and liberal authority in codifying
the provision of this Ordinance.
SECTION 5. This ordinance shall become effective January 1, 2018.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Maitland, Florida, this ____ day of
____________________________, 2017.

CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA

________________________________
A. Dale McDonald, Mayor
ATTEST:
_______________________________
Maria Waldrop, City Clerk

7
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5.2

MEETING DATE
August 14, 2017

AGENDA
Section: Public Hearings

Subject: Ordinance - Downtown
Item #: 2
Maitland Zoning District - Density
AGENDA REPORT
and Bonuses
Department/Office:
Community
Development
Requested Action or Motion:
Move to adopt the proposed Ordinance amending the Land
Development Code to remove the Density/Bonus Program applicable to the DMZD.
Summary Explanation & Background:
On January 23, 2017, the City Council directed the City Manager to review the Land Development Code
related to multi‐family construction within our Downtown Maitland Zoning District (DMZD). The City
Manager conducted the review and reported the findings at the March 13, 2017, City Council meeting.
It was determined by City Council that it is in the best interest of its citizens and the general public, to
remove from the City Code development bonuses applicable to the DMZD. This determination came
following a review of the parcels in the Downtown that have the ability to redevelop at the Maximum
Site FAR/Density and potentially qualify for bonuses to exceed that maximum. The City Council
directed an ordinance to be prepared to effect changes to the DMZD density/bonus program. Multiple
sections of the City Code are included in the proposed amendment to address the bonus program.
Following the approval of this ordinance, it will be necessary to amend the Comprehensive
Development Plan to remove similar language. This amendment will be conducted as part of the
Evaluation and Appraisal process.
Also relating to density and intensity, City Code Section 21‐6 (11)(c) is included in the amendment to
clarify that the calculation of “development site on different sides of the street” applies only to
different sides of the street of Independence Lane (as it is extended North and South). The revision
would state:
c) Development density and intensity. Sites within the Downtown Maitland Zoning District
shall meet the following density and intensity requirements. For the purpose of calculating
density and/or intensity within the downtown core area, as defined in the comprehensive
development plan, a single development site may be on different sides of Independence Lane
the street within the same block as long as all other Code requirements (e.g. height, open
space, pervious area, etc.), with or without approved bonuses and/or incentives, are met on
each building site within the development site and conditional use approval is obtained.
Application Timeline:
Ø June 15, 2017 Planning and Zoning Commission (P&Z) public hearing
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P&Z unanimously recommended approval and voted forward to City Council following
DRC recommendation. (No changes to Ordinance)*
Ø July 13, 2017 Development Review Committee (DRC) recommendation
DRC unanimously recommended approval of the draft ordinance to amend the City Code
and forwarded the recommendation of approval to the City Council. (No changes to
Ordinance.)*
Note: Recommendations of approval include a finding of consistency with the
Comprehensive Development Plan.*
Ø July 24, 2017 - City Council
City Council introduced the ordinance as drafted and scheduled the public hearing date
for ordinance adoption as August 14, 2017.
Benefits:
· Removal of the bonus program as a tool will provide a specified cap for future developments,
restricting to those constraints identified within City Code Section 21-6. II. Matrix 2.
Downtown Maitland District Regulations for density and Site FAR, as well as height, with a
maximum of five (5) stories.
·

Provides clarification of code regulations to assist future development projects to
understand the intended code parameters.

Next Step:
After taking public comments, Council may choose to adopt, adopt with modifications or deny the
proposed ordinance.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends Council adopt the ordinance to remove the bonus program from the DMZD district.
Fiscal Impact:
N/A
Exhibits: Density Discussion
(PDF)
Bonus Ordinance For City Council (PDF)
DRC Report (July 13, 2017) (PDF)

Contact Person: Sara Blanchard, Chief Planner

Commission/Board: Planning and Zoning Comission

Phone #: 407-539-6214

Reviewed by City Attorney
X Yes

N/A
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Planning & Zoning Commission

FROM:

Sharon M. Anselmo, City Manager

DATE:

May 24, 2017

SUBJECT:

Downtown Maitland Zoning District – Density and Bonuses

On January 23, 2017, the City Council directed the Manager to review the land development
codes related to multi‐family construction within our Downtown Maitland Zoning District
(DMZD).
DENSITY AND INTENSITY
Currently, there are three multi‐family developments under construction in the DMZD, and no
additional development applications are under consideration in the DMZD. Below are the
projects under construction:
Project
Maitland City Centre
Uptown Maitland West (Metro Square)
Maitland Station
Total

Approval Date
10/2014
08/2004
04/2015

Units
220 / 30 LW
300
294
814 / 30 LW

Maitland City Code Section 21‐6, Schedule of district regulations, outlines the allowable
densities. Below is Matrix 2 from 21‐6, which relates specifically to Downtown Maitland (and
the footnote refers to Sec. 23‐2.7.2):
Parcel Size Maximum
(Acres)
Site FAR 1
0.001 ‐ <0.5
0.5 ‐ <2.00
2.00 ‐ <3.00
3.00+

0.30
1.20
1.40
2.00

Maximum
Residential
Density 1
19.8 DU/AC
36 DU/AC
45 DU/AC
55 DU/AC

Maximum Site
Maximum Residential
1
FAR with Bonus Density with Bonus 1
0.375
1.50
1.75
2.50

24.75 DU/AC
45.00 DU/AC
56.25 DU/AC
68.75 DU/AC

Density is scaled based on parcel size to a maximum of 55 units to the acre for parcels 3 acres
and larger. The Maitland City Centre project was able to obtain additional density through Code
Section 23‐2.7, Development incentives and bonuses which was adopted in 2012. Incentives are
1|Page
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After review of the parcels in the downtown that have the ability to redevelop at the Maximum
Site FAR/Density and potentially qualify for bonuses to exceed that maximum, staff is
recommending that development bonuses be removed from Sec. 23‐2.7 and 21‐6. The City
Code clearly specifies that bonuses are not entitlements, however removing them from the City
Code will help set expectations for future developers as they consider projects in Downtown
Maitland. Bonuses were utilized to encourage improvements above and beyond the standards
(undergrounding utility lines outside site requirements, public open space and amenities,
streetscape outside site requirements, and downtown capital projects), however removing
them will ensure future developments are restricted to 55 units per acre and five stories for
developments that are three acres or greater.
In Section 21‐6 (11)(c), the City Code define the density calculation within the downtown core
area for a single development site may be on different sides of the street within the same block
as long as all other Code requirements (e.g. height, open space, pervious area, etc.), with or
without approved bonuses and/or incentives, are met on each building site within the
development site and conditional use approval is obtained. The attached map (Exhibit A)
shows the core area as defined in “STANDARD 3.26.4: The City shall recognize the “Core Area”
within Downtown Maitland and the Cultural Corridor as that area bounded by George Avenue
on the north, US 17‐92 on the east, and Maitland Avenue on the south and west.” City Council
has requested clarification as to whether the calculation would allow a development site to
include parcels on either side of Horatio Avenue, Packwood Avenue, and Ventris Avenue. As
outlined on the map, staff is recommending that the language be clarified to indicate that this
calculation of development site on different sides of the street applies only to either side of
Independence Lane (as it is extended North and South).
At the Council meeting of March 13, 2017, the City Council directed the City Manager to draft
an ordinance to effect the above changes and present the ordinance to the Planning and Zoning
Commission for review and recommendation.
Attachments (1) –
C:

Exhibit A – Core Map

Mark Reggentin, Assistant City Manager
Dan Matthys, Community Development Director
Sara Blanchard, Chief Planner
Harris Berns‐Cadle, Planner III
2|Page
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outlined in Sec. 23‐2.7.1 and relate only to expedited review and application process or off‐site
infrastructure. Bonuses are outlined in Sec. 23‐2.7.2 and can include (1) building height, (2)
density and intensity and (3) drive through facilities. Maximum building height is five (5)
stories, however with bonuses height can be permitted up to eight (8) stories. With bonuses,
development can exceed the maximum density or intensity standards by up to 25% (as outlined
above). The drive through bonus relates only to the area bounded by Horatio (north),
Packwood (south), 17‐92 (east) and Maitland Avenue (west). This impacts only the Maitland
City Centre site and City Municipal Complex.

5.2.a

EXHIBIT A
DOWNTOWN MAITLAND CORE – BLOCKS AND ACREAGE

Attachment: Density Discussion (Ordinance - Downtown Maitland Zoning District)

5.77 Acres

8.12 Acres

5.18 Acres
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

WHEREAS, the Maitland City Council desires to encourage redevelopment of an
appropriate density and intensity within the Downtown Maitland Special District; and

20
21
22

WHEREAS, the Maitland City Council finds it periodically necessary to amend its Code
of Ordinances and Land Development Code in order to update regulations to implement municipal
goals and objectives; and

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA AMENDING
THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 23 “SPECIAL DISTRICTS,”
AMENDING SECTION 23-2.7 “DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES AND
BONUSES” AND SECTION 23-2.7.2 “BONUS PROGRAM,” TO
ELIMINATE DEVELOPMENT BONUSES; AMENDING CHAPTER 21
“ZONING,”
SECTION
21-5
“SUPPLEMENTAL
DISTRICT
REGULATIONS” AND SECTION 21-6 “SCHEDULE OF DISTRICT
REGULATIONS
ADOPTED”
ELIMINATE
REFERENCES
TO
DEVELOPMENT BONUSES; AND AMENDING CHAPTER 7.5
“PLANNED DEVELOPMENT,” AMENDING SECTION 7.5-53 “PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATION
PROCEDURES,”
REMOVING
REFERENCE TO DEVELOPMENT BONUSES. PROVIDING FOR
CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, City staff recommends approval of the proposed changes; and

24
25
26

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission, sitting as the Local Planning Agency
and Land Development Regulation Commission, advertised and held a public hearing on June 15,
2017 to take comment regarding the proposed amendments; and

27
28
29

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval of the
amendments to the City’s Land Development Regulations of the Maitland City Code, on June 15,
2017, and

30
31
32

WHEREAS, the Maitland City Council introduced this Ordinance on July 24, 2017 and
advertised and held a public hearing on August 14, 2017 to take comment regarding the proposed
Ordinance; and

33
34
35

WHEREAS, the Maitland City Council finds it necessary and appropriate to amend
provisions within the Code of Ordinances eliminating development bonuses available to
developers; and

36
37
38

WHEREAS, the City through its Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR) Based CDP
Amendment process, intends to eliminate references to “bonuses” for Downtown Maitland
following the adoption of the EAR in 2017; and

39
40
41

WHEREAS, Additions to the Code are identified herein by underline, deletions from the
Code are identified by strikethrough and portions of the Code remaining unchanged that are not
reprinted herein are identified by ellipses (***).
Ordinance xxxxxx
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23

ORDINANCE NO.: ______

42
43

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MAITLAND, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

44
45

SECTION 1. The findings set forth in the recitals above are hereby adopted as legislative findings
of the City Council pertaining to this Ordinance.

46
47

SECTION 2. Chapter 23, “Special Districts,” of the City of Maitland Code of Ordinances is
hereby amended as follows:

48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65

*

*

*

Sec. 23-2.7. - Development incentives and bonuses.
The city provides the following opportunities for development bonuses and incentives to
encourage development and redevelopment activity within the Downtown Maitland
Zoning District and the Downtown Maitland Special District. Within the DMZD the
maximum bonus densities and intensities are provided within the zoning district and can
be accessed through the procedures detailed in section 23-2-7.2. For planned developments
within the DMSD, the maximum bonus densities and intensities shall be accessed through
the planned development amendment process.
* * *
Sec. 23-2.7.2. – Bonus program.
(a) Procedure for approval of bonuses.
(1) The development bonuses identified herein are not entitlements of the DMZD or DMSD.
All potential development bonuses are subject to the planned development zoning
amendment review process with approval by the City Council. Bonuses may not be
appropriate in all situations.
(b) Types of development bonuses.

66
67
68
69

(1) Building height bonus. Development projects within the downtown may be eligible to
exceed the maximum building height limit allowed. Additional stories may be allowed
over the maximum permitted subject to planned development approval and compliance
with the maximum site FAR (with bonus) of the DMZD.

70
71
72
73

(2) Density and intensity bonus. Within the TOD Study Area A (see policy 3.24 of the
comprehensive development plan), an applicant may request that the city permit the
development to exceed the maximum density and/or intensity standards up to an
additional twenty-five (25) percent over the maximum allowed.

74
75
76
77
78
79

(3) Drive-through facilities. Drive-through uses within the geographic area bounded by
Highway 17-92 on the East, Maitland Avenue on the West, Horatio Avenue on the North
and Packwood Avenue on the South may be approved by city council. If approved, the
drive-through facility must be integrated into the overall project design and meet the
intent of ensuring traffic circulation (per section 23-2.4.2) and pedestrian activity and
safety in the downtown.
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5.2.b

5.2.b

(c) Improvements eligible for bonuses . Applicants may request development bonuses for
specific on-site improvements that facilitate the preferred form of development within
Downtown Maitland above and beyond the standards required herein. These improvements
include:

84
85

(1) Public parking garage . The development includes a structured parking facility that
provides parking for the general public and meets the design requirements of this chapter.

86
87
88

(2) Complete streets/streetscape . The developer modifies the design of the street along the
entire block, from intersection to intersection, to match the complete street design
specified in section 23-2.4.

89
90

(3) Downtown capital projects . The applicant volunteers to construct, or to contribute
financially to complete, capital projects identified by the city as needed in the downtown.

91
92
93
94
95
96
97

(4) Public open space and amenities . The development includes significant public open
space and amenities. Significant open space shall mean an area of at least eight hundred
(800) square feet for use by the general public, and amenities may consist of fountains,
sculptures, and/or seating areas. Outdoor seating areas, accessory to restaurants, may be
used to satisfy this requirement. However, should the tenant change, the seating area must
be preserved as such. Based on the size of the development, the city may require a larger
open space area or additional amenities to qualify for the bonus height.

98
99
100

(5) Transit support facilities . The project includes facilities to accommodate existing or
planned public transit. This may include, but is not limited to, bus turnouts, bus shelters,
bus lanes, and park and ride lots, otherwise not required in this code.

101
102

(6) Underground utility lines . Undergrounding of overhead utility lines leading into the
DMZD from the city limits.

103
104
105

(7) Other improvements . Other improvements the city council determines further the goals
of the Downtown Maitland Zoning and Special Districts and the comprehensive
development plan.

106
107

SECTION 3. Chapter 21, “Zoning,” of the City of Maitland Code of Ordinances is hereby
amended as follows:

108

*

*

*

109

Sec. 21-5. Supplemental District Regulations.

110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117

(XVI) Drive-through establishments located in the Downtown Maitland Special District .

Within the Downtown Maitland Special District area, drive-through establishments shall
only be allowed as conditional uses approved through conditional use review and shall meet
the following standards: …
(c) Site Design… (13) No drive-through uses shall be approved within the geographic area
bounded by Highway 17-92 on the East, Maitland Avenue on the West, Horatio Avenue on
the North and Packwood Avenue on the South except by the city council in association with
the approval of a bonus as provided in section [23-2.7.2], and only if the drive-through
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80
81
82
83

5.2.b

120
121
122

facility is integrated into the overall project design and meets the intent of ensuring safe
traffic circulation (per section 23-2.4.2) and pedestrian activity and safety in the downtown.
*
* *
Sec. 21-6. - Schedule of district regulations adopted. *

*

(II) Matrix 2—Downtown Maitland District Regulations .

123
124
125

(a) Applicability . Where any provision of section 21-6 is in conflict with any other standards
or regulations within the Downtown Maitland Redevelopment Plan, the standards
contained herein shall prevail.

126
127
128
129

(b) Flexibility in design standards . Administrative deviations from the dimensional
standards contained in this section may be requested per section 23-2.2. No deviations
from the density or intensity regulations may be considered, except in conjunction with
the bonus system (see section 23-2.7.2).

130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137

(c) Development density and intensity . Sites within the Downtown Maitland Zoning District
shall meet the following density and intensity requirements. For the purpose of calculating
density and/or intensity within the downtown core area, as defined in the comprehensive
development plan, a single development site may be on different sides of Independence
Lanethe street within the same block as long as all other Code requirements (e.g. height,
open space, pervious area, etc.), with or without approved bonuses and/or incentives, are
met on each building site within the development site and conditional use approval is
obtained.
MATRIX 2—DOWNTOWN MAITLAND DISTRICT REQUIREMENTS
Parcel Size Maximum Site
FAR 1
(Acres)

138

Maximum
Residential
Density 1

Maximum Site FAR Maximum Residential
with Bonus 1
Density with Bonus 1

0.001 <0.5

0.30

19.8 DU/AC

0.375

24.75 DU/AC

0.5 - <2.00

1.20

36 DU/AC

1.50

45.00 DU/AC

2.00 <3.00

1.40

45 DU/AC

1.75

56.25 DU/AC

3.00+

2.00

55 DU/AC

2.50

68.75 DU/AC

DU/AC = dwelling unit per acre
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118
119

5.2.b

139
140

1

141
142

(d) Minimum living area . Residential units shall have a minimum living area of five hundred
(500) square feet.

143

(e) Building height .

144
145

(1) Buildings shall not exceed five (5) stories in height. Buildings no more than eight (8)
stories may be permitted through the bonus process as provided in section 23-2.7.2.

146
147
148
149
150

(2) The minimum required building height for buildings within the downtown core, as
defined in the comprehensive development plan, shall be two (2) stories. All other
buildings may have a single story but a minimum building height of twenty-three
(23) feet. Building additions of less than two thousand (2,000) square feet in the
DMZD shall be exempt from this provision.

151
152
153
154

(3) For the purpose of this section, building height shall be measured in stories.
However, to ensure adequate floor-to-ceiling height, the ground floor of
nonresidential uses shall have a minimum clear height, measured from slab to slab,
of fourteen (14) feet. Other floors shall have a minimum clear height of nine (9) feet.

155
156

(4) Compliance to floor height regulations shall only apply to new buildings or where
the applicant is already proposing to modify the floor height of an existing building.

157
158
159

(5) Roof structures above eave line can vary in height up to a maximum of fifteen (15)
feet above eave line. Roof appurtenances are exempt from height regulations as
provided in section 21-5(VI).

160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168

(6) Buildings shall provide a horizontal step back along the street to ensure that multiple
storied building facades do not overwhelm the pedestrian orientation and scale of the
downtown. Therefore, all stories above the fourth story shall be stepped back a
minimum of an additional ten (10) feet from the build-to-line or edge of
arcade/gallery if one (1) is provided. This provision does not prevent developers from
using step backs on other floors or along other streets as long as the step backs are
only applied above the second story. Refer to section 21-6(II)(f)(6) for compatibility
standards adjacent to residential uses. and section 23-2.7.2 for bonus provisions
related to step backs.

169
170
171
172
173

(f) Setbacks .
(1) New development and redevelopment shall meet the following building setbacks.
For the purpose of this section, front refers to all sides of the site facing a public
right-of-way and shall be measured from the edge of the sidewalk as shown in section
23-2.4.1. Please refer to section 23-2.4 to identify the street type.

174

• Street Type I: eight (8) feet (required build-to-line for block frontage continuity)

175

• Street Type II: eight (8) feet (required build-to-line for block frontage continuity)

176

• Street Type III: eight (8) feet minimum to twenty (20) feet maximum
Ordinance xxxxxx
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Properties with the Downtown Maitland Zoning District may be eligible for a density or
intensity bonus per the provisions of section 23-2.7.2.

177
178
179

NOTE: Minor insets at the build-to-line of up to eight (8) feet in depth are permitted
for the purpose of providing facade articulation and architectural interest; the insets
added together shall not exceed fifty (50) percent of the length of the facade.

180
181
182
183
184
185
186

(2) Whenever an arcade is proposed along the front of a building, such arcade and floors
above may, under certain conditions, extend in front of the build-to-line as provided
for in sections 23-2.4.1 and 23-2.5.3. An arcade may extend over a sidewalk
easement area for use for the public, but in no event shall extend over public property.
The city and property owner shall execute an easement and maintenance agreement
to address requirements necessary to protect the city and the public regarding use of
the easement area.

187
188

(3) Should the required setback/build-to-line fall within a FDOT right-of-way, it shall
be shifted to the property line instead.

189

(4) See section 23-2.5.3 for development allowed within the setback/activity area.

190
191
192
193

(5) Except as provided in subsection (II)(f)(6) and section 23-2.5.6(e), there shall be no
minimum side or rear yard setbacks required. However, if a zero- (0)- foot side
setback is not proposed there shall be a minimum ten- (10)- foot separation between
the buildings on adjacent sites for fire safety. There is a seven and one-half- (7.5)-

194
195

foot minimum building setback required from the railroad right-of-way for
maintenance.

196
197

(6) Non-residential and multi-family developments abutting a residential zoning district
shall comply with the following requirements:

198
199
200
201
202
203

a.

Buildings with three (3) stories or more in height on property abutting a
residentially zoned district, unless abutting a railroad right-of-way, shall provide
an additional building setback of ten (10) feet for each floor above the equivalent
of two (2) stories for that portion of the building facing the residential area.
Developers may elect to apply the setback to the entire facade or just to those
floors above the second story.

204
205
206

b.

Nonresidential delivery and loading areas, dumpsters, and mechanical
equipment shall be located away from property lines abutting residential areas
(see design requirements in section 23-2.5.4).

207
208
209
210

c.

The planning and zoning commission and the city council may impose setbacks,
step backs and/or perimeter buffer requirements in excess of the minimum
required in other parts of this code to protect the privacy of existing abutting
residentially zoned areas.

211
212
213
214
215
216

(g) Open space . Development within the Downtown Maitland Zoning District shall provide
a minimum of fifteen (15) percent open space. If, after meeting the landscape
requirements on the site, the applicant is unable to provide the minimum required open
space due to site constraints, he/she may apply to the city to use/contribute to such
community open space system, as the city may establish from time to time, or a private
facility (see section 23-2.7.1 for application/approval requirements).
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217
218
219
220
221
222

(h) Pervious area . Development within the Downtown Maitland Zoning District shall
provide a minimum of twenty (20) percent pervious area. If, after meeting the landscape
requirements on the site, the applicant is unable to provide the minimum required pervious
area, he/she may apply to the city to use/contribute to a common pervious space system,
as the city may establish from time to time, or a private facility (see section 232.7.1 for
application/approval requirements).

223
224
225
226
227

(i) Stormwater management . Developments shall meet the requirements of chapter 20.
Developments within an area permitted for a regional pond shall connect to the regional
pond. If connecting to the pond requires improvements to the public infrastructure, the
developer shall be credited back the amount of the improvements, not including the tap
fee. See section 23-2.5.5 for design provisions.

228

*

229
230
231
232
233

*

*

SECTION 4. Chapter 7.5, Article VII, “Planned Development,” of the City of Maitland
Code of Ordinances is hereby amended as follows:
*

*

*

Sec. 7.5-53. - Planned development application procedures.
*

*

*

234
235
236
237
238
239

(V) Review by development review committee. Following a public hearing by the planning and
zoning commission, the Development Review Committee shall review the petition and any
testimony that was made at the hearing. Within sixty (60) days of the public hearing, the
development review committee shall make a recommendation for approval, approval with
conditions, or denial of the proposed petition. The development review committee shall
formulate its recommendation and make findings with regard to the following factors:

240
241
242

(a) Ingress and egress to property and proposed structures thereon, with particular reference
to automotive and pedestrian safety, connectivity and convenience, traffic flow and
control, and access in case of fire or catastrophe;

243
244

(b) Off-street parking and loading areas, where required, with particular attention to the items
in (a) above;

245
246

(c) The economic, noise, glare or odor effects of the proposed development on the city as a
whole and on the surrounding properties;

247

(d) Refuse and service areas, with particular reference to the items in (a) and (b) above;

248

(e) Screening and buffering with reference to type, dimensions, and character;

249
250

(f) Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic, safety,
economic effects, and compatibility and harmony with properties in the area;

251

(g) Required yards and other open space;

252

(h) General compatibility with adjacent properties and other property in the surrounding area;
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253
254
255
256

(i) Whether there is compliance with the applicable ordinances and regulations for the
proposed development; where compliance is not achieved, whether the development
adversely impacts adjacent and surrounding properties and unduly burdens city
operations and facilities;

257
258
259
260

(j) Whether the proposed development will lower the applicable levels of service below the
levels adopted in the city's comprehensive development plan, and whether the proposed
development is phased to be constructed at a time when the adopted service levels are
met;

261
262

(k) Whether the time frames proposed for development are consistent with requirements of
the comprehensive plan and other applicable regulations;

263
264

(l) Whether the phase of development in question can exist as an independent unit capable
of creating an environment of substantial desirability and stability;

265
266

(m) Whether there is substantial compliance with the purpose and intent of the planned
development district;

267
268
269

(n) Whether development bonuses are proposed and, if so, whether they have addressed
conditions under which they will be permitted; All applications for bonuses within
Downtown Maitland shall show that:

270
271
272
273
274

a.
b.

The improvement proposed by the applicant provides a significant public benefit in
light of the bonus requested; and
The proposed design, intensity, and any mix of uses relating to the requested bonus
will result in a superior product that is compatible with the surrounding
neighborhood.

275
276

(o) Whether off-site credits (incentives) proposed (if any) have been satisfactorily addressed,
if applicable;

277
278

(p) Whether mobility strategies for a transportation concurrency exception area (TCEA) are
required and have been satisfactorily addressed, if applicable;

279
280
281

(q) Whether the existing or proposed utility services and transportation systems are adequate
for the proposed development; whether all adopted levels of service have been or will be
adequately met; and

282
283

(r) Whether the proposed development plan is consistent with the comprehensive
development plan.

284
285
286
287

(s) Within the Packwood District of Downtown Maitland, a development project of
multifamily dwellings (apartments, condominiums, and townhomes); ; mixed -use
projects with residential uses on the ground floor; and projects including live/work unit(s)
as defined in section 21-21(III)(h)(2); shall also meet the following criteria:

288
289
290
291

1.

For projects with frontage on major commercial street Type I - U.S. 17-92 (Orlando
Avenue) and Horatio Avenue East of Orlando Avenue and street Type II secondary
commercial streets for Horatio Avenue between Orlando Avenue and Maitland
Avenue, and for Independence Lane, identified in Section 23-2.4.1, no less than fifty
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292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314

(50) percent of the ground floor square footage of a building or development site
shall be allocated to retail, office and/or other commercial uses (Parking garages and
any residential accessory uses such as leasing offices, clubhouses and exercise room
facilities shall not be considered commercial uses for the purposes of this section.)
For any allocation less than fifty (50) percent of the ground floor square footage of a
building or development site, approval may only be granted based upon evidence
that an allocation of fifty (50) percent or greater of the ground floor square footage
as retail, office and/or other commercial uses would not be viable use within the
development and evidence that the proposed allocation of residential uses will further
the objectives and purposes of the Packwood District described in section 21-21 and
section 23-3 of the Maitland City Code. However, in no case shall ground floor
commercial square footage be approved at less than twenty-five (25) percent of a
building or development site. Buildings fronting the above streets shall have a
minimum clear height, measured slab to slab, of fourteen (14) feet for the ground
floor. Other floors shall have a minimum clear height of nine (9) feet.
2.

For any allocation less than twenty-five (25) percent of the ground floor square
footage of a building or development site, for projects without frontage on Orlando
Avenue, Horatio Avenue or Independence Lane, approval shall only be granted based
upon evidence that an allocation of 25% or greater of the ground floor square footage
as retail, office and/or other commercial uses would not be a viable use within the
development and evidence that the proposed allocation of residential uses will further
the objectives and purposes of the Packwood District described in section 21-21 and
section 23-2 of the Maitland City Code.

315
316
317
318
319
320
321

(t) Within Sawmill and Waterhouse Districts, for properties fronting Street Type I - major
commercial streets U.S 17-92 (Orlando Avenue) identified in section 23-2.4.1, a
minimum twenty-five (25) percent of the ground floor square footage of a building or
development site shall be allocated to retail, office and/or other commercial uses. (Parking
garages and any residential accessory uses such as leasing offices, clubhouses and
exercise rooms facilities shall not be considered commercial uses for the purposes of this
section.)

322
323
324
325
326
327
328

1. For any allocation of less than twenty-five (25) percent of the ground floor square
footage of a building or development site, approval shall only be granted based upon
evidence that an allocation of twenty-five (25) or greater of the ground floor square
footage as retail, office and/or other commercial uses would not be a viable use
within the development and evidence that the proposed allocation of residential uses
will further the objectives and purposes of the Sawmill and Waterhouse Districts
described in section 21-21 and section 23-2 of the Maitland City Code.

329
330
331
332

(u) Development projects with ground-floor residential in any of the Downtown Districts that
fall within the parameters described in section 7.5-53 (V)(s)(2) and (V)(t)(1) above, shall
present evidence that the project furthers the purpose of sections 21-21, PD, planned
development district and 23-2, Downtown Maitland Special District purpose and intent.
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333
334
335
336

(c) Whether the existing or proposed utility services and transportation systems are adequate
for the proposed development; whether all adopted levels of service have been or will be
adequately met; and that any accompanying engineering plans have been approved by the
city; and

337

(d) Whether the proposed site plan is consistent with the comprehensive development plan.

338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372

If an applicant utilized Option 2, following approval of the planned development
application/zoning amendment ordinance, an applicant may proceed to the site permitting and
building permitting processes of the City of Maitland.
*

*
*
SECTION 5. SEVERABILITY. If any section, sentence, phrase, word or portion of
this Ordinance is determined to be invalid, unlawful or unconstitutional, said determination shall
not be held to invalidate or impair the validity, force or effect of any other section, sentence, phrase,
word or portion of this Ordinance not otherwise determined to be invalid, unlawful or
unconstitutional.
SECTION 6. CONFLICTS. In any case where a provision of this Ordinance is found
to be in conflict with a provision of any other ordinance of this City, the provision which
establishes the higher standards for the promotion and protection of the health and safety of the
people shall prevail.
SECTION 7. CODIFICATION. It is the intent of the City Council of the City of Maitland that
the provisions of this Ordinance shall be codified. The codifier is granted broad and liberal
authority in codifying the provisions of this Ordinance.
SECTION 8. Effective date. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon adoption as
provided by the Charter of the City of Maitland.
PASSED ON FIRST READING THIS _______ DAY OF ______________, 2017.
PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS ___________ DAY OF _________, 2017.

CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA
CITY COUNCIL
__________________________________
_____________________, Mayor
ATTEST:
___________________________________
Maria Waldrop, City Clerk
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7.1

City Council
Monday, July 24, 2017
Council Chambers
6:30 PM

CALL TO ORDER
Attendee Name
Dale McDonald
Joy M. Goff-Marcil
John P. Lowndes
Bev Reponen
Mike Thomas

Title
Mayor
Vice Mayor
Councilman
Councilwoman
Councilman

Status
Present
Present
Present
Present
Present

Arrived

Mayor McDonald called the meeting to order at 6:33 P.M. City Manager Anselmo, City Attorney Shepard
and City Clerk Waldrop were also present.

II.

INVOCATION
Mrs. Sue Book delivered the Invocation.

III.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor McDonald led the Pledge of Allegiance.

IV.

PRESENTATION
1. Jeff Aames, Executive Director, Maitland Area Chamber of Commerce
Mr. Jeff Aames, Executive Director Maitland Area Chamber of Commerce, provided an update on the
Chamber and its upcoming activities.

V.

PUBLIC HEARING
1. Ordinance - Rezoning from Orange County R-1AA to City PD - St. Anthony
Coptic Orthodox Church
The City Clerk read by title, an ordinance of the City of Maitland, Florida, amending the official
zoning map, a part of Chapter 21 of the Maitland Code of Ordinances, by changing the Zoning
Classification of property generally located south and west of Wymore Road, further described
herein, from Orange County R-1AA to a Maitland Planned Development; permitting an addition of a
300 seat sanctuary, containing approximately 7,388 square feet; renovation of the existing 3,441
square-foot chapel; construction of a new two-story multi-purpose building of approximately
19,601 square feet; and construction of a new 802 square-foot administrative office; and approvals
for the Planned Development District Classification; and providing for an effective date.
Mr. Dan Matthys, Community Development Director, noted this is the second and final reading of the
ordinance. He stated the Development Review Committee (DRC) unanimously recommended
approval of the project subject to a reduction in the height of the tower and dome; however, the
Planning and Zoning Commission (P&Z) recommended approval of the project as submitted by the
applicant. Staff recommends Council adopt the ordinance, and associated plan, consistent with the
P&Z recommendation.
Mayor McDonald opened the Public Hearing. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the Public Hearing.
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A motion was made to adopt Ordinance #1321 amending the zoning district from Orange County R1AA (Single Family Residential District) to a Planned Development (PD) zoning district and
associated development plan for 1185 N Wymore Road, Maitland (St. Anthony Coptic Church).
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

ADJORN COUNCIL MEETING CONVENE CRA MEETING
Mayor McDonald adjourned the Council meeting at 6:41 P.M. for the purpose of convening the
Community Redevelopment Agency meeting.
Upon adjournment of the Community Redevelopment Agency meeting, Mayor McDonald reconvened the
Council meeting at 8:08 P.M.

VII.

OLD BUSINESS
The City Manager stated the Tuscarora sidewalks are 65% complete and the Uptown East Lot 2 sidewalk,
on Sybelia Parkway, is now complete.

VIII.

CONSENT AGENDA
Vice Mayor Goff-Marcil requested public comments for Item #3. There being no one who wished to be
heard, Vice Mayor Goff-Marcil closed the public comment period.
A motion was made to approve the Consent Agenda as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
Mike Thomas, Councilman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

1. Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes of Monday July 10, 2017
2. Receive the Parks & Recreation Advisory Board Meeting Minutes of June 7,
2017
3. Resolution - Restated Interlocal Agreement with Orange County-Community
Development Programs
Adoption of Resolution #8-2017 approving the Restated Interlocal Cooperation Agreement between
Orange County, and the City of Maitland, for Community Development Programs under the Urban
County Program; and, authorize the Mayor to execute said agreement.

IX.

PUBLIC PERIOD
Mayor McDonald opened the Public Period. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the Public Period.

X.

DECISIONS
1. Set Rolled Back Millage Rate for 2017 Tax Year
The City Manager stated City Council is being asked to set the proposed millage rate as discussed
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ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas
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during the City budget workshop and that these are the rates that will be distributed on the tax bills
to residents. She stated the budget was developed with a millage rate of 4.1500. She further added,
when staff last met with Council, the transfer from fund balance was at 1.6M; however, it is currently
at $769,000. She noted staff is still working to reduce the transfer amount and provided
recommendations for such. She added that, to eliminate a transfer from fund balance in the amount
of $800,000, the millage rate would be calculated at 4.4870. In addition to the rolled back millage
rate, tonight's meeting also sets the proposed operating millage rate; the proposed voted debt
millage rate; and, sets the public hearing date in September. She stated staff will continue to review
the budget for further reductions prior to Council's August budget workshop. The City Manager
answered questions posed by the Council.

A motion was made to set the rolled back millage rate for the 2017 tax year as 3.9584.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
Joy M. Goff-Marcil, Vice Mayor
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

2. Set Proposed Operating Millage Rate for 2017 Tax Year
A motion was made to set the proposed operating millage rate for the 2017 tax year as 5.00.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:
NAYS:

ADOPTED [3 TO 2]
Joy M. Goff-Marcil, Mike Thomas
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Reponen
Lowndes, Thomas

3. Set Poposed Voted Debt Millage Rate for 2017 Tax Year
A motion was made to set the proposed voted debt millage rate for the 2017 tax year as 0.3500, for a
total of 5.3500 mills; and, set the date, time, and place for the public hearing, on the tentative budget
for the fiscal year 2017-2018, as Monday, September 11, 2017, 6:30 P.M., in the City Hall Council
Chambers.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:
NAYS:

ADOPTED [3 TO 2]
Joy M. Goff-Marcil, Vice Mayor
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Reponen
Lowndes, Thomas

4. Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1)
The City Clerk stated that the term of Vance Guthrie on the Planning and Zoning Commission expires
on August 2, 2017. Mr. Guthrie is eligible and wishes to be reappointed. The Council is requested to
reappoint Mr. Guthrie, effective August 3, 2017, for a three year term.
A motion was made to reappoint Vance Guthrie to the Planning and Zoning Commission, effective
August 3, 2017, for a three year term.
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RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

July 24, 2017

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
Joy M. Goff-Marcil, Vice Mayor
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

Mr. Dan Matthys, Community Development Director, stated this request is for a permitted conditional
use (PCU), located at 635 N. Maitland Avenue, to incorporate 24 additional parking spaces to be used
by clients at the facility. The Development Review Committee (DRC) reviewed the application and
finds it consistent with Section 7.5-83 of the Maitland City Code; consistent with the Comprehensive
Development Plan (CDP); compliant with applicable ordinances and regulations; that the
development will not lower the applicable levels of service below the levels adopted in the CDP; and,
satisfactory provisions and arrangements have been made concerning the findings subject to the
applicant submitting an application for a Site Permit for finalization of technical items prior to
issuance of the Site or Building Permits.
Mayor McDonald requested public comments. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the public comment period.
A motion was made to approve Petition 2017-01 (PCU) 635 N Maitland Avenue to allow construction
of additional parking on the subject property.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

6. 2035 Summerland Ave Waterfront Structure Variance Request
Mr. Rick Lemke, Public Works Director, stated Mr. Kevin Wendelburg submitted a Waterfront
Structure Permit application to construct a dock at his property located at 2035 Summerland
Avenue. Upon staff review, it was determined the length of his property could not accommodate the
proposed dock due to set back requirements; and, a wider dock would require a variance by City
Council. Mr. Wendelburg is requesting that City Council grant a variance to the setback requirement
of the current ordinance. He additionally stated, as required by ordinance, letters were sent out to
eight adjoining property owners; of which, five of the eight responded in opposition to the proposed
dock. Staff is recommending that the application be denied.
Mr. Wendelburg stated he would love to have a dock that would allow for a boat. He added that his
two immediate neighbors have solid docks with surrounding greenery that would prevent them
(immediate neighbors) from seeing his dock; and, a dock on his property would not stymie his
neighbors view in any way. Mr. Steve Siegfried, Aja Group Inc. Marine Contractor, PO Box 1291,
Winter Park, provided dimensions necessary for the construction of a dock for Mr. Wendelburg. Mr.
Cliff Shepard, City Attorney, provided the standards for denying a permit and provided an
explanation for the use of the word variance.
Mayor McDonald requested public comments. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the public comment period.
A motion was made to deny the application for variance to Section 11-80 (1) for the property located
at 2035 Summerland Avenue.
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RESULT:
MOVER:
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AYES:

July 24, 2017

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

The City Clerk read by title, an ordinance of the City of Maitland, Florida amending the Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 23 “Special Districts,” amending Section 23-2.7 “Development Incentives and
Bonuses” and Section 23-2.7.2 “Bonus Program,” to eliminate development bonuses; amending
Chapter 21 “Zoning,” Section 21-5 “Supplemental District Regulations” and Section 21-6 “Schedule
of District Regulations Adopted” eliminate references to development bonuses; and amending
Chapter 7.5 “Planned Development,” amending Section 7.5-53 “Planned Development Application
Procedures,” removing reference to development bonuses. Providing for conflicts; providing for
severability; providing an effective date.
The City Manager stated that, on January 23, 2017, City Council directed her to review the Land
Development Code related to multi-family construction within the Downtown Maitland Zoning
District (DMZD) based upon feedback regarding height and density. She conducted the review and, at
the March 13, 2017 Council meeting, reported a quick way to set expectations was to remove the
bonuses that allow greater than five stories or the density bonus of 25%. The draft ordinance has
been reviewed by the City Attorney, the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Downtown Review
Committee and is being presented tonight for its first reading. She noted, if Council would like to look
further than removing just the bonuses, it would be a bigger task than what is being presented
tonight; and, stated the ordinance leaves in the incentives that relate to infrastructure and have
nothing to do with height or density.
Mayor McDonald requested public comments. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the public comment period.
A motion was made to introduce on first reading an ordinance amending the Downtown Maitland
Zoning District; and, set the Public Hearing date for August 14, 2017.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

INTRODUCED [UNANIMOUS]
Next: 8/14/2017 6:30 PM
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
Mike Thomas, Councilman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

8. Ordinance - Establishing a Temporary Moratorium on the Establishment of
Medical Marijuana Treatment Center Dispensaries
The City Clerk read by title, an ordinance of the City of Maitland, Orange County, Florida, establishing a
temporary 180 day moratorium within the City of Maitland prohibiting the establishment and operation of
medical marijuana treatment center dispensaries during the 180 moratorium period; providing for findings;
providing for severability; providing for conflicts; and providing an effective date.
Mr. Mark Reggentin, Assistant City Manager, stated, as discussed at the July 10, 2017 City Council
meeting, the Governor signed a bill adopting regulations for the production, sale and dispensing of medical
marijuana. Based on the parameters from a local government regulatory standpoint, and the fact that the
legislative session is beginning early. Council determined the most prudent approach would be to enact a
moratorium in an effort to determine how to best approach any new local regulation while monitoring the
situation in the Capital. He stated, to accomplish this, the City Attorney drafted an ordinance to establish a
180 day moratorium prohibiting the establishment and operation of medical marijuana treatment center
dispensaries. Additionally, as the moratorium deals with land use, following the introduction of the
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ordinance, it will be forwarded to the Planning and Zoning Commission for review and comment prior to
holding the adoption hearing.
Mayor McDonald requested public comments. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the public comment period.

RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

INTRODUCED [UNANIMOUS]
Next: 8/28/2017 6:30 PM
Bev Reponen, Councilwoman
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

9. Downtown Revitalization/Master Plan Approval
The City Clerk read by title, a resolution of the City of Maitland, Florida, relating to Community
Redevelopment; making findings; approving an update to the Community Redevelopment Plan for
the City of Maitland Community Redevelopment Area; authorizing and directing the Community
Redevelopment Agency to implement the plan; providing for conflicts and an effective date.
Mr. Charles Rudd, Community Redevelopment Agency Manager, stated the effective date of the
adoption of the Resolution would be immediate upon its approval by the Orange County Board of
County Commissioners.
Mayor McDonald requested public comments. There being no one who wished to be heard, Mayor
McDonald closed the public comment period.
A motion was made to adopt Resolution #9-2017 adopting the Downtown Revitalization/Master
Plan Update.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

XI.

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
John P. Lowndes, Councilman
Joy M. Goff-Marcil, Vice Mayor
McDonald, Goff-Marcil, Lowndes, Reponen, Thomas

DISCUSSION
There were no Discussion Items.

XII.

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT/CITY ATTORNEY/COUNCIL REPORTS
The City Manager stated the Maitland City Centre advised staff today that the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) is requiring them to extend the left-hand turn lane south of 17-92 onto Packwood
as a condition of their permit.
Mayor McDonald raised the topic of staging quarterly Council workshops at lunchtime.

XIII.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting adjourned at 9:32 P.M.
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Lakes Advisory Board
Wednesday, June 21, 2017

Mr,

o

Council Chambers

MAITLAND

A

6: 30 PM

CALL TO ORDER
Attendee
Kathleen

G. McIver

Member

Present

Maureen

McCabe

Member

Present

Member

Present

Chair

Present

Vice- Chair

Present

Member

Excused

Gary

P. Bosses

Josie Marston
Marc Walch
Heidi U.

Barry

c
2

N

Present

Member

Robert C. Allen

Arrived

Status

Title

Name
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I.

a`
w

Others Present:
Patti Ritter, Staff Liaison
Director

Rick Lemke, Public Works
Noel Cooper, Assistant

S

Public Works Director

c

Officer Raymond Link, Maitland City Police Department
Ana Jimenez,
Cliff Tate, 150

c

Recording Secretary
Nottoway Tr., Maitland

a

0.

Drew Smith, 2300 Maitland Center
Vance Guthrie, 1504 Druid

Amy

Giannotti,

Glen Jaffee,

Q

Isle Rd., Maitland

Winter Park Lakes Management Division

391 W. Trotters

a

Dr., Maitland

c
M
t0

ti

II.

PLEDGE
The Pledge

N

OF ALLEGIANCE
of Allegiance

was

led

by

Josie Marston.

N

c

III.

READING

OR DESPOSITION

Lakes Advisor..
y Board -

1.

OF MINUTES

Regular- May 17, 2017 6: 30 PM

d

Minutes of the May 17, 2017 meeting of the Lakes Advisory Board were read. Marc Walch made the
motion to accept the minutes as read with minor changes and Maureen McCabe seconded the motion.
The minutes were unanimously

approved

as amended

AS AMENDED[

with minor corrections.

c
t°

UNANIMOUS]

RESULT:

ACCEPTED

AYES:

McIver, McCabe, Bosses, Marston, Walch, Allen

EXCUSED:

Barry

CL

Q

E

d

2.

WELCOME

OF NEW LAB MEMBER BOB ALLEN

Josie Marston welcomed Bob Allen to the Lakes Advisory Board. He gave a brief background on his
career. He has been in central Florida for 50 years and 40 years in Maitland. Worked for the Orange
County

School

system

for 30

years.

He had served

on Maitland

citizen

boards

in the past and is

looking forward to getting involved again.
IV.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

Vance Guthrie: He asked about sending out letters to landscaping companies to remind them about the
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He reminded

properties.

the board

members

2017

that

they could include items of concern into the agenda. He thanked the board for all its work and feels that
this board is one that gets many things accomplished in the City.
Glen Jaffee: He spoke in regard to the Wetlands Protection Ordinance and the effect it had on his property
Packwood

He stated that the ordinance

Ave.

wetlands caused by development.

requires

on site mitigation

for disturbance

or loss of

He believes this has taken his land and made it impossible for him to

develop it as he intended. His property would not be able to be purchased by other entities for mitigation
of other site development. He said he has come before this board with proposals to avoid building in the

wetlands and only build boathouses. He stated that the LAB had nearly unanimously approved putting in
boat dock 3 or 4 times in the past. However when it was brought before City Council it was denied due to
public opposition to additional boat docks. He stated that this puts a hardship on him because he can' t
build

Comprehensive

plan

the

on

structure

principal

callshis

him for using his property

prevents

Multi-

property "
as

he

and

property

can'

sell

and

Family

designated.

t

it to

anyone

Conservation".

asked that the

He

build

to

He

Ordinance

be

He

on.

believes

the
to

revised

said

the

ordinance
allow

for a

mitigation bank so that his property could be sold as mitigation for other development.
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L
4-

0

No further comments

from the public were heard.

c

V.

NEW BUSINESS
No

business

new

was

before

brought

0

board.

the

0

VI.

OLD BUSINESS

a
a

Q

A.

STAFF

REPORT

a

Paul Ritter gave an

update

on

CIP projects.

Maitland

0

The Lake Minnehaha Dredging project has been changed to remove the sediment treatment box due
to

the

lack

of

end

causing

additional

Tomahawk

The Mohawk/

the

location

serviceable

include

to

expanded

a

flooding

shoreline

installation.

of

area

of

dredging

has

O

been

c
The existing

replacement:

The pipe and discharge

Mohawk.

The

area.

Pipe

stormwater

on

feasibility

and

pool

pipe

will

be

is

3/

blocked

4

at the

cleaned and the

pipe

lower

lined

N

N

to create more discharge capacity. The baffle box was removed from the planning due to costs.
Monroe Ave Drainage project: City Hall and the developer are still working on the financial
Once

agreement.

1.

complete

the

move

will

project

0

forward.

Staff Report

c

B.

WINTER PARK LAKES REPORT

Amy Giannotti presented a report from Winter Park. Several Hydrilla treatments around Ft. Maitland
boat

and

ramp

complaints

Maitland,

lakes
not

about

being

Nina

able to

and

Minnehaha.

Low

through

canals.

travel

the

water

The

had

levels
recent

resulted

rains

have

in

numerous

brought

water

levels back up and access is now restored. Another issue had been the machine at Dinky Dock that
boats

could

get a

day

developing

They

are

Josie

asked

for the lakes.

pass

an

I-

phone

The machine has been malfunctioning

app for the

and

is

being

replaced.

e

m

Q

r

passes.

c

in house.

1.

C.

She

said

the

it

lakes

portion

reduced

call

of

the

volumes

Park

Winter

by

80%

section

of

the

web

page.

Amy

said

it

was

done

with people able to get answers on line.

Winter Park Lakes Report

PARKS&
The Parks&

1.

about

RECREATION

ADVISORY BOARD REPORT

Recreation Advisory Board meeting in May was cancelled so no report was available.
Recreation Advisory Board Liaison Report

Parks&
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MAITLAND WATER PATROL REPORT

Raymond Link, Maitland City Police Department presented an update of the lake patrol efforts. April

May had 25 hours of patrol time on the lakes. There are enough staff for patrols every weekend. In
that time period they made 85 boat stops; issued 58 Safety Check Decals'( meaning the boat had all
the necessary

equipment

safety

sent four boat back to shore for violations that could not

board);

on

citations nor made any arrests; and assisted four boats in returning to shore due to breakdowns.
Gary asked if boater are getting the passes. Ray said that yes most people are getting them but a few
had

be

to

sent

Bob Allen asked about weekday

back to get them.

Ray

patrols.

that

said

is less

there
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be resolved on the water; issued 60 violations, some boats had multiple violations; issued no

c

boat traffic to justify patrol time.
1. Maitland Water Patrol Report

N
3

E.

REPORT ON CITY COUNCIL ACTION ON WETLANDS PROTECTION ORDINANCE

d

Drew Smith
Council

was

the

on

Wetlands

board

by

requested

Protection

Marc Walch

member

to

give

Drew said the

Ordinance.

an

on

update

adopted the

council

the

of

actions

ordinance

City

without

a`

c

the compensatory mitigation section due to the difficulty in determining how much the mitigation fee
be for

would

wetland

zone

protection

the limited

and

areas

wetland

protection

acreage.

The limited

3

area and amount of money recovered determined that it would be of minimal income for the overall
effort.
1/

has about

Mr. Jaffee stated that his property

4 of an

of

acre

consists of

that

upland

20- 40 foot wide

a

C

strip of land. He said the ordinance takes most of that land out of consideration.
Bosses ask if a

Gary

Drew Smith

bank has

mitigation

responded

it does

that

not

been

set

is a landowner

what

up,

development.

not prohibit

to

The idea of the

do for development.
ordinance

minimizes

a
C

impacts on the wetland Protection Zone.

Gary

the

said

if

and

Marc

ordinance

possible

not

Walch

to

Drew

asked

impact

for minimizing

called

if

the

council

development

of

on

wetlands

within

a

property

still

LAB

the

wanted

g

a

Trust Fund.

the Environmental

engage

to

pursue

B

option

with

the

M
D

Environmental
Drew said the
the

limited

City

and

funds

ordinance

the

ti

being limited area of wetland protection
difficulty is applying a dollar value to

impediments apply, those

same

potential

Marc said the
to the

Trust Fund.

City

to

be

calls

received

and the

for the developer

would then

negotiate

to provide

the amount

an

impact study

environmental

fees to

of mitigation

zone
those

acreage,

areas.

to

present

c
N

N

c

charge.

Drew stated that there are no negotiations. The City must set the amount and be able to justify that
amount.

The city must have the expertise to decide

Mr. Jaffee

said that

the

City

needs

hundreds

of

and

acres

to

debate

the

of the

merits

the

replace

lost

impact

wetlands.

o

study.

m

He said it should

include properties thousands of feet from the lakes because they all impact the lakes.
Drew

said

that the

ability

to

compel

someone

to

pay

into

the

fund

is the original

problem.

The

SJRWMD has the ability to determine wetland impacts. This is the problem of` Double Dipping".
Marc Walch asked to go back to council for more direction on the Environmental Trust Fund.
Paul

Ritter

stated that

Mr. Jaffee' s property

is not buildable

due

to

the

existing

50 ft

setback

construction, the Wetlands Ordinance does not come into play.

era

forCL
U

F.

SHORELINE

ALTERATION

VIOLATION

a

LETTER AND INFORMATION

d

Shoreline Alteration:

Paul presented the draft of the letter to be sent to shoreline property owners who are in violation of
the Shoreline

Protection

Ordinance.

Josie Marston said that she felt the board was going from cold to hot by sending this letter and asked

that they step back and educate the homeowners about lakefront management before we ask them to
spend a lot of money on these improvements. Many people don' t know this is prohibited and want
the sand beach front. This letter will be very costly effort by the city due to the follow- up of each
letter. She asked that a letter be sent to educate the homeowners before notice of violations.
Paul said the amount of man- hours needed to pursue this effort would be a full time position.
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Bob Allen asked if a person purchases

June 21,

Board

Advisory

a lakefront property, is there any mechanism

2017

that explains to

them what they can and cannot do on the lakefront. Paul said there is no method for doing this.
Kristine Campbell, FWC, spoke and said that she works with HOA' s to educate the public on lakefront
She said owners should tell their neighbor if they are violating the statutes.

is, better than enforcement.
state does not differentiate
there

are

plant

She tries to work on a friendly basis with homeowners.

between native and exotic plants beyond the access corridor as long as

take up the

to

plants is more harmful

Education

She said the

from

nutrients

the

green

nice

lawns.

Leaving an area without any

to the lake and allows the non- native plants to take over.

Proper waterfront

management increases the property value.
Marc Walch said there are about a dozen violators on Lake Sybelia who constantly remove or spray
the

on their

vegetation

so that

waterfronts

ever

nothing

there.

grows

The

City has

an ordinance

c

m

against this and the City needs to enforce it or void it. When one owner sees the neighbor clearing

c

it is OK to do this.

the shoreline, they think

Kristine Campbell talked about how she has dealt with violators.
She

owners.

can

only

take

have a valid

must

vegetation

if

action

FWC office in Ocala to

regional

report

sees

she

the

while

violation

This

a violation.

in hand

permit

will

doing

this

She tries first to work with the
She

occurring.
get the

state

or they

work

suggested

can call

the

calling

People removing

involved.

law

a
o

w

enforcement.

Paul showed the board a list of plants that can be replanted to improve the look and value of their
lakefront.
Josie

asked

of

the

document

can

be on the web site as link for public information.

c

Paul suggested putting an article in the City newsletter with education and links to additional
information.

0

Marc

suggested

Gary

reminded

sending

letters

him that it is

to

not

on

violators

letters

the

Sybelia, Catherine, Nina and

Lakes

but the

that

aftermath

a

Charity.

takes staff time.

Q

Josie asked about getting the list of lakefront property owners for the mailing list. She said the letter
should

be

educational

benefits

the

about

of

waterfront

proper

management

and

subsequently

a

property values. State the in 60 days a survey will be done the locate violators allowing owners to
comply

with

ordinance
A list
Paul

of

the permit

that

a

violator
was

the

said

major

time

requirement

is in enforcing

the

io

owners.

is not

owners

Josie asked if there

Josie

requirements.

on no- conforming

lakefront

said
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management.

from

available

first goes to code
a staff

member-

the

Orange

enforcement

Co.

then

to take on this task.

to

Property

N

Appraiser' s web site.

a special

magistrate

Paul said the current

for
staff

enforcement.

is working

N

full

c

3

time to maintain the City systems.
Kathleen

said

education

Marc said lakefront

is the

owners

key

have

to
an

getting

to

people

arrogance

about

manage
what

their

their

o

lakefronts.

property

should

look like

and

don' t

4)

care about the ordinance.

c

Josie suggested a test case on Lake Sybelia with an educational letter first then notifying violators.
Marc said he estimated several thousand linier feet of cleared shoreline around just Lake Sybelia.

Paul summed up the discussion saying that there is a direction to send out a friendly educational
letter to the homeowners
web

site and article

in the

around
news

Lake Sybelia as a first effort along

side

of

posting

links

on the

City

a
m

letter.

Vance Guthrie came to speak about talking to neighbors who are doing detrimental actions.

Q

N
CD

He spoke with one neighbor who' s car was leaking oil onto the street.

He went and got a new car.

Another neighbor' s car was leaking and he had it repaired. He showed of a picture of a shoreline that
has been completely denuded and has two abandoned car near the lakefront. He agreed with the
stepwise process of education then enforcement.

Kathleen asked if new waterfront

construction

projects are notified of the shoreline alteration

requirements. Currently there is no mechanism for this but it could be included in the permitting
review process. Could this be included in the issuance of a dock permit? Again it could be included
in the permit review process.
Josie asked

if code

enforcement

responds

to shoreline
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Mayor McDonald stated how the process works and said that it is a complaint driven system.

The board felt doing just Lake Sybelia as a test run in a step- wise fashion to get cooperation from
homeowners.

Marc Walch proposed a motion to send a letter to the violators on Lake Sybelia. Kathleen McIver

sending the friendly letter first to get neighbors involved. Paul felt it would be capable to do that
many letters. The members felt that the friendly letter first and then follow up with those who do not
cooperate.

Kathleen said most people just don' t know' there are laws against clearing the shoreline.

Marc modified his motion to include the two letter process.

c

Bob asked how much this would cost to replant a show line. Kristine Campbell said it could be 1- 3
thousand dollars depending on the amount of plants needed.

Members asked if the City could facilitate the replanting by providing plants. Paul and Kristine said it
be impractical to do

would
show

what

is

this.

However,

could

we

have
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seconded the motion for discussion. Gary suggested only doing one lake at this time. Bob suggested

available at the

them

Earth

Day

event

to

c
d

available.

6.

CL

Josie

1.

asked

for a

vote

on

the

motion

and

it was

Shoreline

o

unanimous.

a

Letter& Information

Alteration Violation

c

VII.

ANY OTHER BUSINESS THE BOARD DEEMS ADVISABLE

0

Other- Business:
Marc Walch
with

the

Kathleen

a news

mentioned

City

article

regarding fertilizer

ordinance

and

how Orange

Co

ordinance

c

works

a

ordinance.

McIver

she got

said

an

email

from a group that

opposes

the

Orange

Co

Q-

ordinance.

a

Paul said a homeowner on Lake Maitland has artificial turf on his waterfront lawn. He asked if LAB could
request

board
Council

City

the

felt it

Council

was

to

within

not

recommend

their-

Planning &
and

purview

Zoning to look into this and encouraging its use. The

recommended

that

the

homeowner

bring

it before

City

a
0

io

himself.

ti

Mayor McDonald

gave a

legislative

update

N

from Tallahassee.

vz

Josie Marston asked

who

would

be

available

for the

July

1911,

LAB meeting.

Paul will

not

be

present.

Rick

c

Lemke said he could staff the meeting.

0

VIII.

ADJOURNMENT

Marc Walch moved to adjourn the meeting, Maureen seconded the motion and all
approved.

W017
Chairperson

16ate

Attest

Date
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3
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MEETING DATE
August 14, 2017

AGENDA
Section: Consent Agenda

Subject: Resolution – Opposing the
Item #: 5
Advanced Wireless Infrastructure
AGENDA REPORT
Deployment Act
Department/Office:
Administration
Requested Action or Motion: Move to approve a resolution opposing the Advanced Wireless
Infrastructure Deployment Act.
Summary Explanation & Background:
The Advanced Wireless Infrastructure Deployment Act ("Act") (HB 687/SB 596) became effective July
1, 2017. It amends Section 337.401, Florida Statutes, to address broadband infrastructure in the
public rights of way by service providers and infrastructure companies. It provides for access to
public rights of way for various facilities, including: 1) collocation of small cell facilities on
government-owned poles, 2) installation of new poles to accommodate facilities; 3) installation of
ground mounted equipment; and 4) installation of micro cells.
The Act preempts local government control of taxpayer-owned rights of way for placement of “small”
or “micro” wireless antennas and equipment. Among other various provisions, the Act bars local
governments from prohibiting or regulating the placement of “small” or “micro” wireless facilities on
or next to existing cellphone towers and utility poles within municipally owned rights of way.
The Act requires a local government to approve or deny an application for permit to collocate small
wireless facilities within 60 days of receipt of the application. An additional 30 days is provided to the
local government after the date of the permit request to negotiate an alternative location for the
equipment facilities, and if the application is not processed within that time frame, it is deemed
approved.
Local governments are also prohibited from imposing minimum distances between small wireless
equipment. This “micro” equipment/infrastructure can be as large as six cubic feet in volume (for
instance, 2 feet by 3 feet). All other wireless equipment associated with the facility cumulatively can
be as large as 28 cubic feet in volume (the approximate size of a small refrigerator).
The Florida Department of Transportation, deed-restricted retirement communities that have more
than 5,000 residents and have underground utilities for electric transmission or
distribution, and municipalities that are located on a coastal barrier island that has a land area of less
than five square miles and fewer than 10,000 residents are exempted from all provisions of the Act.
In addition, height of a small wireless facility is restricted to no more than 10 feet above the utility
pole. Unless waived by the local government, the height for a new pole is limited to the tallest existing
utility pole located in the right of way. If there is no utility pole within 500 feet of the proposed
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location, then the new utility pole can be no taller than 50 feet. An applicant seeking to collocate small
wireless facilities can file a consolidated application and receive a single permit for the collection of no
more than 30 small wireless facilities.
The Act allows for some minimum design standards and for the wireless communications provider
and the local government to negotiate those design standards at the local level and sets a price cap of
$150 per attachment per year.
Local governments may require registrations addressing bonds, insurance, abandonment and other
matters by ordinance. Further, the Act provides several limited bases to deny applications, including
public safety. The Act provides that local governments “shall” by the “later of January 1, 2018, or 3
months after receiving a request to collocate its first small wireless facility,” make available, through
ordinance or otherwise, rates, fees and terms for the collocation of small wireless facilities which
comply with the Act.
Earlier this month, the Orange County Council of Mayors directed the drafting of the attached
resolution, calling for a unified voice in opposition to the Act. The resolution was drafted by City
Attorney Drew Smith and circulated to all Orange County Council members for their governing body's
consideration and approval.
Fiscal Impact:
n/a
Exhibits: OCCOM Communications Bill Resolution
080817
(DOCX)
Commission/Board:

Contact Person: Sharon Anselmo, City Manager
Phone #: 407 539-6221

Reviewed by City Attorney
X Yes

N/A
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA,
OPPOSING THE EROSION OF HOME RULE AUTHORITY
EFFECTED
BY
THE
ADVANCED
WIRELESS
INFRASTRUCTURE DEPLOYMENT ACT; SUPPORTING THE
HOME RULE AUTHORITY GRANTED AND GUARANTEED
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS BY THE FLORIDA CONSTITUTION;
ENCOURAGING THE FLORIDA LEGISLATURE TO RETURN
FULL HOME RULE AUTHORITY TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
WITH RESPECT TO WIRELESS FACILITIES IN THE PUBLIC
RIGHTS-OF-WAY; EXPRESSING SOLIDARITY WITH OTHER
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS OF ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, IN
SUPPORTING TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENT WHILE
PRESERVING THE AUTHORITY OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
TO ENACT REGULATIONS THAT PRESERVE AND PROTECT
LOCAL COMMUNITY VALUES AND INTERESTS; PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, the Advanced Wireless Infrastructure Deployment Act (the “Act”) was signed
into law by Governor Rick Scott and became effective July 1, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the Act was a lobbyist and wireless industry led initiative intentionally crafted
to circumvent the authority of local governmentsto set rules, regulations and rates with respect to
wireless facilities in the public rights-of-way that are in their constituents’ best interests; and
WHEREAS, no evidence was presented to establish that local government regulations or
actions had in any way prevented or significantly delayed the deployment of advanced wireless
communications infrastructure; and
WHEREAS, no evidence was presented to establish that local government involvement
would impair the ability of wireless telecommunications providers to improve their wireless
telecommunications networks; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Maitland recognizes the importance of and
encourages the technological advancement and effective infrastructure in the field of wireless
telecommunications; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Maitland acknowledges that small cell wireless
facilities is the next generation of wireless telecommunications technology; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Maitland recognizes that the advancement and
facilitation of wireless telecommunications infrastructure consistent with the approvals, projects
and local government investments related to their rights of way, is in the best interest of the City’s
constituents; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Maitland recognizes that the wireless industry
finds it critical that the speed with which next-generation wireless technology is deployed is
material and vital to business success of that technology; and

1
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WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Maitland also appreciates the critical role local
governments play in ensuring technological progress is consistent with the vision and values of
the communities they represent and to protect the community’s investments in their community;
and
WHEREAS, the City Council opposes a one-size-fits-all approach to the installation of
wireless telecommunications facilities within public rights-of-way, especially considering the great
flexibility that exists in the potential size, type, location and installation methods for the types of
facilities covered bythe Act and the unique characteristics of each local government; and
WHEREAS, certain local governments have expended enormous resources on making
their rights of way safe, attractive and functional in reliance on their ability to exercise their home
rule authority over their rights of way; and
WHEREAS, cities, towns and villages are voluntarily created and chartered by their
citizens as the embodiment of local self-determination; and
WHEREAS, no other level of government is more available or responsive to the voices of
their constituents than local government; and
WHEREAS, it is widely accepted that government closest to the people is most
representative and effective; and
WHEREAS, in recognition of the critical role local governments serve Florida voters in
1968 amended the state constitution to confer broad "Home Rule" powers to municipal
government, under Article VIII, Section 2(b); and
WHEREAS, the Florida Legislature adopted the Home Rule Powers Act in 1973, which
recognizes the broad Home Rule authority of cities and countiesto adopt ordinances in the
interests of the public health, safety, and welfare; and
WHEREAS, local government is the most effective level of government to address the
needs of individual communities during the roll-out of rapidly evolving technology; and
WHEREAS, it is good practice and policy to allow local governments to enforce their
existing, and adopt new rules, regulations and rates that meet the demands of their constituents
so as to protect the community investments and maintain the uniqueness of their own
communities; and
WHEREAS, it is good practice and policy to encourage wireless telecommunications
providers to engage with local governments to ensure that the installation of wireless facilities
within public rights-of-way is conducted in a manner consistent with the uniqueness of each local
community and the values of local communities, rather than to circumvent local involvement in
such a critical field; and
WHEREAS, the Act significantly adversely impacts the authority of local governments to
enforce existing and adopt effective rules, regulations and rates that encourage continued
advancement in the field of wireless communications while protecting the values of their
communities; and
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WHEREAS, the Act significantly impairs the ability of local governments to work with
telecommunications providers to ensure installation of wireless technology within rights-of-way is
conducted in a manner consistent with the values of the community; and
WHEREAS, the Orange County Council of Mayors has called upon the local governments
of Orange County, Florida to express a unified voice in supporting technological advancement
that benefits their constituents while opposing continued state action that erodes their “Home
Rule” powers.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MAITLAND, FLORIDA, THAT:
SECTION 1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are hereby ratified and confirmed as
being true and correct and are incorporated herein by this reference.
SECTION 2. The City Council of the City of Maitland urges the Florida Legislature to
reconsider its position on local government involvement in the field of wireless
telecommunications infrastructure installation as enacted in the Advanced Wireless Infrastructure
Deployment Act and amend the Florida Statutes in order to restore “Home Rule” powers to local
governments with respect to wireless facilities in the public rights-of-way.
SECTION 3. The City Council of the City of Maitland expresses its solidarity with the other
local governments of Orange County, Florida, in supporting measures that advance wireless
technology without eroding the ability of local governments to protect the best interests of their
communities and constituents.
SECTION 4. The City Council of the City of Maitland calls for the wireless
telecommunications industry to work collaboratively with local governments to promote effective
technology infrastructure consistent with the community values of their customers. Specifically,
the Council supports the collaborative development of design standards and specifications that
empower local governments to devise customized wireless solutions that fit local conditions and,
at the same time, provide for the rapid deployment of next-generation technology.
SECTION 5. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its passage and
adoption.
PASSED and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Maitland, Florida this _____
day of August, 2017.
CITY OF MAITLAND, FLORIDA

___________________________________
A. DALE MCDONALD
MAYOR
ATTEST:

___________________________________
MARIA WALDROP
CITY CLERK
3
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MEETING DATE

AGENDA

August 14, 2017
Subject:
Program

Extend

Uber

Section: Consent Agenda
Pilot

Item #: 6
AGENDA REPORT

Department/Office:
Administration
Requested Action or Motion: Move to authorize the Mayor to execute the first amendment to Pilot
Project Agreement with Uber Technologies, Inc.
Summary Explanation & Background:
The Uber Pilot Project commenced on July 1, 2016 and concluded on July 5, 2017. The pilot project
provided a 20% subsidy to riders on all Uber trips that began and ended within the city (to a maximum
of $5.00 per trip). All riders with trips that started or ended at the City’s SunRail station received an
enhanced subsidy of 25% (to a maximum subsidy of $6.25 per trip). The City of Altamonte Springs
originally conceived of the pilot program and offered participation to other similarly situated cities. In
addition to Altamonte Springs and Maitland, the cities of Sanford, Lake Mary and Longwood participated
in the pilot program.
The original budget established for the program was $9 thousand and at the conclusion of the initial
term, a balance of $1,192.84 is due to Uber for pilot project fees. Throughout the program, the
Municipal Mobility Working Group (established via interlocal agreement on May 23, 2016) continued to
evaluate the pilot program and discuss concerns about congestion and multimodal alternatives
collectively.
Through this pilot program, it is clear there is a value in ride sharing and transportation options
throughout the region. As result, the MMWG worked with Uber to amend the original pilot to promote
inter-city travel among the participating cities and to continue for an additional year (through July 5,
2018).
Staff is recommending approval of the first amendment to extend the Uber Pilot Program.
Fiscal Impact:
Sufficient funding remains from the phase I Pilot Progarm budget.
Exhibits: Maitland Pilot Project Amendment 8.8.17
Contact Person: Sharon Anselmo, City Manager
(PDF)
Commission/Board:

Phone #: 407 539-6221

Reviewed by City Attorney
X Yes

N/A
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO PILOT PROJECT AGREEMENT COVER SHEET
This First Amendment to Pilot Project Agreement Cover Sheet (“First Amendment”) is entered into as of July 6, 2017 (“First
Amendment Effective Date”), and is subject to the Pilot Project Agreement Cover Sheet dated as of _______ 2016 (“Cover Sheet”) by
and between UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., located at 1455 Market Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 (“Uber”) and the party
listed below (“City”), as amended by the First Amendment to Pilot Project Agreement Cover Sheet dated as of _______, 2016 (“First
Amendment”). Undefined capitalized terms used herein shall have the meanings set forth in the Cover Sheet, as amended, unless
otherwise expressly provided herein.

City Name:

City of Maitland

City Address:

Maitland Municipal Complex
1776 Independence Lane
Maitland, FL. 32751

City Contact:

Sharon M. Anselmo, City Manager
sanselmo@itsmymaitland.com
407-539-6221

Uber Contact:

Kasra Moshkani
General Manager, Uber Florida
kasra@uber.com

In the Cover Sheet, and as part of a Pilot Project, City agreed to provide subsidized transportation to Uber users who use the Uber App
to arrange for transportation for rides that begin and end within the Map Area.
The parties wish to amend the Cover Sheet upon all of the same terms and conditions of the Cover Sheet, as follows:
Pilot Project Details:
Pilot Project Overview:

st

The 1 paragraph in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
“The Pilot Project involves City providing subsidized transportation to Uber users who arrange
for transportation for rides that (i) begin and end within Maitland or (ii) begin within one of the
“Participating Areas” and end within Maitland as set forth on the map attached hereto as
Attachment 1 (“Map Area”) and as more particularly described below. For purposes hereof, the
“Participating Areas” shall mean Altamonte Springs, Lake Mary, Longwood and Sanford.”
The other bullets in this section remain unchanged and in full force and effect.

Pilot Project End Date:

The Pilot Project shall expire on July 5, 2018.

City Obligations:

The 1 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:

st

•

There will be three different types of subsidized trips in connection with the Pilot Project:
SunRail Completed Trip, Participating Area Completed Trip, and Citywide Completed Trip.
o SUNRAIL COMPLETED TRIP: During the Pilot Project, City agrees to pay 25% of
the fee for any rides that (i) are requested and completed through the Uber App
using the In-App View and (ii) begin at the City’s SunRail Station and end within
the area designated as the city wide area within the modified boundary for Uber
on the Map Area (“Citywide Map Area”) during the Active Hours or begins inside
the Citywide Map Area and ends at the City’s SunRail Station during the Active
Hours (each, a “SunRail Completed Trip”). Notwithstanding the foregoing, City
shall be responsible for a maximum of 25% of the first $25 (“SunRail Maximum”)
per SunRail Completed Trip; if a SunRail Completed Trip cost exceeds the SunRail
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City Information:

o

o

Maximum, the Uber user who received such ride will be billed for the amount
over the SunRail Maximum.
PARTICIPATING AREA COMPLETED TRIP: During the Pilot Project, City agrees to
pay 20% of the fee for any rides that (i) are requested and completed through
the Uber App using the In-App View and (ii) are not deemed a SunRail Completed
Trip and (iii) begin within one of areas designated as a Participating Area on the
Map Area (“Participating Area Map Area”) and end inside of the Citywide Map
Area during the Active Hours (each, a “Participating Area Completed Trip”).
Notwithstanding the foregoing, City shall be responsible for a maximum of 20%
of the first $25 (“Participating Area Maximum”) per Participating Area
Completed Trip; if a Participating Area Completed Trip cost exceeds the
Participating Area Maximum, the Uber user who received such ride will be billed
for the amount over the Participating Area Maximum.
CITYWIDE COMPLETED TRIP: During the Pilot Project, City agrees to pay 20% of
the fee for any rides that (i) are requested and completed through the Uber App
using the In-App View and (ii) are not deemed a SunRail Completed Trip or a
Participating Area Completed Trip and (iii) begin and end within Citywide Map
Area during the Active Hours (each, a “Citywide Completed Trip”).
Notwithstanding the foregoing, City shall be responsible for a maximum of 20%
of the first $25 (“Citywide Maximum”) per Citywide Completed Trip; if a
Citywide Completed Trip cost exceeds the Citywide Maximum, the Uber user
who received such ride will be billed for the amount over the Citywide Maximum.

nd

The 2 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
•

SunRail Trips, Participating Area Completed Trips and Citywide Completed Trips are
sometimes hereinafter collectively referred to as “Completed Trips”.

rd

The 3 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
•

SunRail Maximum, Participating Area Maximum and Citywide Maximum are sometimes
hereinafter collectively referred to as “Maximum”.

th

The 4 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
•

Uber will calculate the costs to be invoiced to the City as follows: All SunRail Completed
Trips and all Citywide Completed Trips shall be billed to the City of Maitland and all
Participating Area Completed Trips that end within the City's geo-fence will be billed to
the City. Such billings shall be consistent with the discount structure herein.

The other bullets in this section remain unchanged and in full force and effect.
Other Terms

st

The 1 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
•

On a monthly basis during the Term of the Agreement, Uber will provide an anonymized
report to City detailing the total amount billed to City during the Term of the Agreement,
including the following categories of data: (i) date, (ii) total trip count, (iii) average
duration, (iv) average distance, (v) aggregate total fares, (vi) aggregate total SunRail
Completed Trip fares, (vii) aggregate total Participating Area Completed Trip fares, (viii)
aggregate total Citywide Completed Trip fares and (ix) aggregate Total Pilot Project Fees
(collectively, “Trip Data”). All Trip Data provided by Uber to City shall be submitted in a
form similar to the letter attached hereto as Attachment 2 (“Trip Data Letter”) and any
such Trip Data (including the Trip Data Letter) are confidential and proprietary trade
secret information shall be treated as confidential and exempt from public disclosure
pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 815.045.
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nd

The 2 bullet in this section of the Cover Sheet is hereby replaced in its entirety, as follows:
•

Uber will provide an invoice to the City at the conclusion of the Pilot Project. At the City’s
option, it may request periodic estimates of cost during the Pilot Project.

This First Amendment consists of this First Amendment, the Cover Sheet, Uber’s Pilot Project Terms and Conditions (“Pilot Project
Terms”) and the First Amendment to Pilot Project Terms and Conditions (“Pilot Project Terms First Amendment”). In the event of a
conflict between this First Amendment and the Cover Sheet, the Cover Sheet shall control. An authorized representative of each party
has caused this First Amendment to be duly executed as of the date set forth below.
IN WITNESS HEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this First Amendment as of the First Amendment Effective Date.
UBER

CITY

By: ____________________________________

By: ____________________________________

Name: ____________________________________

Name: ____________________________________

Title: ____________________________________

Title: ____________________________________

Date: ____________________________________

Date: ____________________________________
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“Map Area”

Citywide Map Area
Maitland
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Participating Areas
Altamonte
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Lake Mary
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Longwood
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Sanford
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MEETING DATE

AGENDA

August 14, 2017

Section: Decisions

Subject: Appointment - Planning
and Zoning Commission (1)

Item #: 1
AGENDA REPORT

Department/Office: City Clerk
Requested Action or Motion: Council Decision.
Summary Explanation & Background:
The term of Michael Dabby on the Planning and Zoning Commission expired on August 2, 2017. Mr.
Dabby is not eligible for reappointment due to the consecutive term limitations.
The following applicants reflect the Commission as their:
First (1st) Choice
Timothy F. Ayers
Stephen P. Ball
Doris H. Houck
Dimitra K. Sokos

Copies of their appointment information forms are attached for your review and information.
The City Council is requested to make one (1) appointment to the Planning and Zoning Commission
effective August 3, 2017, for a three year term.
Fiscal Impact:
Exhibits: Ayers P&Z 081417
Ball P&Z 081417
(PDF)
Houck P&Z 081417 (PDF)
Sokos P&Z 081417 (PDF)

(PDF)

Contact Person: Maria Waldrop, City Clerk

Commission/Board: Planning and Zoning Commission Phone #: 407-539-6219
Reviewed by City Attorney
Yes

X

N/A
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Attachment: Ayers P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.a
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Attachment: Ayers P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.a
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Attachment: Ayers P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.a
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Attachment: Ayers P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.a
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Attachment: Ayers P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.a
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Attachment: Ball P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.b
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Attachment: Ball P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.b
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Attachment: Ball P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.b
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Attachment: Ball P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.b
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Attachment: Houck P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.c
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Attachment: Houck P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.c
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Attachment: Houck P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.c
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Attachment: Houck P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.c
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Attachment: Sokos P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.d

Packet Pg. 73

Attachment: Sokos P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.d
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Attachment: Sokos P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.d
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Attachment: Sokos P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.d
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Attachment: Sokos P&Z 081417 (Appointment - Planning and Zoning Commission (1))

9.1.d
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9.2

MEETING DATE

AGENDA

August 14, 2017

Section: Decisions

Subject: Appointment - Board of
Zoning Adjustment (1)

Item #: 2
AGENDA REPORT

Department/Office: City Clerk
Requested Action or Motion: Council Decision.
Summary Explanation & Background:
The term of Joseph Hegedus (Alternate Member) on the Board of Zoning Adjustment expired on July
28, 2017. Mr. Hegedus is eligible and wishes to be considered for reappointment.
The following applicants reflect the Board of Zoning Adjustment as their:
First (1st) Choice
Joseph F. Hegedus
Second (2nd) Choice
Todd N. Zimmerman
Copies of their respective Appointment Information Forms are attached for your review and
information. The City Council is requested to make one (1) appointment to the Board of Zoning
Adjustment (Alternate Member) effective July 29, 2017, for a three year term.
Fiscal Impact:
N/A
Exhibits: Hegedus BZA 081417
(PDF)
Zimmerman BZA 081417 (PDF)
Commission/Board: Board of Zoning Adjustment

Contact Person: Maria Waldrop, City Clerk
Phone #: 407-539-6219

Reviewed by City Attorney
Yes

X

N/A
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Attachment: Hegedus BZA 081417 (Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (Alternate Member))

9.2.a
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Attachment: Zimmerman BZA 081417 (Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (Alternate Member))

9.2.b
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Attachment: Zimmerman BZA 081417 (Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (Alternate Member))

9.2.b
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Attachment: Zimmerman BZA 081417 (Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (Alternate Member))

9.2.b
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Attachment: Zimmerman BZA 081417 (Appointment - Board of Zoning Adjustment (Alternate Member))

9.2.b
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10.1

MEETING DATE

AGENDA

August 14, 2017

Section: Discussion

Subject: LAB Recommendation Shoreline Alteration Enforcement

Item #: 1
AGENDA REPORT

Department/Office: Public Works
Requested Action or Motion:
Summary Explanation & Background:
During the June 21, 2017 Lakes Advisory Board meeting, discussion was initiated regarding actions
that the City could take to address lakefront property owners who have over-harvested the aquatic
vegetation along their shoreline. Lakes Advisory Board members have observed that many of our
lake's shorelines have been groomed to the waterline either with lawn or with the import of sand to
create a "beach."
The LAB suggested greater enforcement of the City's shoreline protection ordinance. After
considerable discussion, it was recommended that the City send letters to lakefront property owners,
notifying them of the code requirements, providing information on best management practices, and
indicating that a follow-up survey would be conducted to determine what properties were not in
compliance with the Code. After the survey is completed, notices of violation could be issued. The
Lakes Advisory Board believe such a program could be initiated gradually, and suggested that Lake
Sybelia be targeted as the first area to receive letters as a test case. A draft introductory letter is
attached.
During the July 19, 2017 LAB meeting, the board voted to forward this recommendation to Council
with the following motion:
"Request the City Council to address enforcing the Wetlands Protection and Shoreline Protection
Ordinances. We (LAB) prepared a draft solution to send introductory letters to Lake Sybelia
homeowners but (are) seeking the City Council direction on any other actions that they'd like us to
consider for the health of our lakes."
Based upon discussions at Lakes Advisory Board over the last several months, Communications staff
has worked with the Public Works Department to build a public information campaign to inform
residents of the importance of proper lake management that included social media posts as well as
well as a two-page spread in the Maitland Express which was sent to all utility customers.
Fiscal Impact:
Exhibits: Lakefront Homeowners Letter1 (DOCX)

Contact Person: Rick Lemke, Public Works
Director
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10.1

Commission/Board:

Phone #: 407-539-6216

Packet Pg. 85

10.1.a

Home Owner
Address
Maitland, FL 32751
Date

City Manager
Sharon Anselmo, CPA
407 539-6221
Fax 407-539-6283
City Clerk
Maria Waldrop, MMC
407 539-6219
Fax 407-539-6283
Assistant City Manager
Mark Reggentin
407 539-6220
Fax 407-539-6283
Community Development
Director
Dan Matthys, AICP, CPM
407 539-6211
Fax 407-539-6275
Finance Director
Jerry Gray, CPA
407 539-6201
Fax 407-539-6283
Fire Chief
Kimberly Neisler
407 539-6229
Fax 407-599-0858
Parks & Recreation Director
Jay Conn, CPRP
407 539-6264
Fax 407-539-6283

The City of Maitland has 21 lakes within its borders and these lakes are the jewels
of the city. They provide recreational opportunities, relaxing aesthetics and
natural beauty. The quality of the lakes is exceptional for being within an urban
environment. The City is monitoring the water quality and working to keep the
lakes clean and healthy. We are asking those who are fortunate to live along the
shores of the lakes to help in maintaining this high quality by maintaining and
improving the shoreline in front of their property.
Native aquatic plants are very beneficial to the lake’s health and longevity. They
provide habitat for fish and wildlife, capture and remove excess nutrients from the
water and provide a buffer to the shoreline reducing erosion. Each lakefront
homeowner is encouraged to manage the aquatic plants along their property. An
“Access Corridor” of 50 feet or 50% of the shoreline length, whichever is less, is
allowed to be completely cleared of vegetation from the shoreline to open water.
This can be done without a permit being issued.
To clear more than the allowed access corridor, a “Shoreline Alteration Permit”
is required. This will provide a plan for removing any exotic or invasive plant
species and re-planting the shoreline with native species that will benefit the
lake. The City web site provides a link to the one page permit form and
additional information to assist you in maintaining your shoreline as a natural
habitat. The information shows a basic plan for an access corridor and a
vegetation removal and replanting plan. Also included is a list of some of the
native plant species that can be used to enhance the look and value of your
lakefront.

At your service,

Paul Ritter
Stormwater & Lakes Management Coordinator
Public Works - City of Maitland
1827 Fennell St.
Maitland FL 32751

(Link to City Web Site)

Police Chief
Dave Manuel
407 539-6243
Fax 407-539-2712
Public Works Director
Rick Lemke, P.E.
407 539-6252
Fax 407-600-1677
City of Maitland • 1776 Independence Lane • Maitland, Florida 32751 • www.itsmymaitland.com
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Attachment: Lakefront Homeowners Letter1 (LAB Recommendation - Shoreline Alteration Enforcement)

Dear Lakefront Resident,

