REGULAR MEETING OF THE LADY LAKE TOWN COMMISSION

DATE: Monday, January 5, 2015
TIME: 6:00 p.m.
PLACE: Town Hall Commission Chambers

409 Fennell Blvd., Lady Lake, Florida

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE CORDIALLY INVITED TO ATTEND THIS PUBLIC MEETING
AGENDA*
CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Ruth Kussard

PROCEDURAL: Citizens are encouraged to participate in the Town of Lady Lake
meetings. Speakers will be limited to three (3) minutes. Additional time may be granted
by the Mayor. Citizen groups are asked to name a spokesperson and the Mayor, at
his’her discretion, may allow longer than three minutes. Upon being recognized by the
Mayor, please approach the dais, state your name and address, and speak into the
microphone. The order of agenda items may be changed if deemed appropriate by the
Town Commission. Please be respectful of others and put your cell phone on silent
mode.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Mayor Ruth Kussard

INVOCATION': Rev. Carolyn J. Thomas, Lady Lake United Methodist Church
ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENTS>

CONSENT’:

1. Minutes — December 15, 2014 — Special Commission Meeting
— December 15, 2014 — Regular Commission Meeting

2. Budget Amendment to Move Budgeted Computers Items from Capital to Operating
Expense (Jeannine Michaud)

3. Renewal of Client Services Agreement Between the Town of Lady Lake and
Attorney Mark L. Van Valkenburgh, P.L., for Labor and Employment Legal
Services (Tia O’Neal)

4. Consideration of Approval to Host the Town’s Spring Art-in-the-Park Event on
January 31% and February 1%, 2015 (Mike Burske)



I. OLD BUSINESS:
J. NEW BUSINESS:

5. Consideration to Utilize Funds from the Sale of Surplus Property to Assist with the
Purchase of One Additional Unmarked Police Vehicle (Chris McKinstry)

K. TOWN ATTORNEY’S REPORT:

6. Ordinance No. 2014-11 — Second/Final Reading — A Request for Voluntary
Contraction (Deannexation) of the Town Boundary by Deannexing +/- 3.18 Acres
of Real Property — Generally Located South of Lake Griffin Road and East of
Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place (Thad Carroll)

L. TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT:

M. MAYOR/COMMISSIONER’S REPORT:
N.  PUBLIC COMMENTS*

0. ADJOURN

*Back up for agenda items is available on the Town’s website at www.ladvlake.org or
contact the Town Clerk at (352) 751-1571.

This public hearing is being conducted in a handicapped accessible location. Any handicapped person requiring an interpreter for the hearing
impaired or the visually impaired should contact the Clerk's Office at least two (2) days prior to the meeting and an interpreter will be
provided. To access a Telecommunication Device for Deaf Persons (TDD), please call (352) 751-1565. Any handicapped person requiring
special accommodations at this meeting should contact the Clerk's Office at least two (2) days prior to the meeting.

Advice to the Public: If a person decides to appeal a decision made with respect to any matter considered at the above meeting or hearing, he
may need a verbatim record of the proceedings including the testimony and evidence, a record of which is not provided by the Town of Lady
Lake. (F.S. 286-0105)

Please be advised that one or more members of any other Town Board or Committee may be in attendance of this meeting.

NS/Word/Town Clerk/Agendas - Commission Meeting — 01-05-2015

lAny invocation that may be offered before the official start of the Commission meeting shall be the
voluntary offering of a private citizen, to and for the benefit of the Commission. The views or beliefs
expressed by the invocation speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by the Commission,
and the Commission is not allowed by law to endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, or any other
speaker.

2 This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. It is not
limited to items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.

3 All items listed under consent are considered routine by the Town Commission and will be enacted by
one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Town Commissioner so
requests, in which event the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered in its normal
sequence.

* This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. It is not
limited to items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING
OF THE LADY LAKE TOWN COMMISSION G-1
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA
December 15,2014

The Special Meeting of the Lady Lake Town Commission was held in the Commission Chambers at
Lady Lake Town Hall, 409 Fennell Blvd., Lady Lake, Florida with Mayor Ruth Kussard presiding.
The meeting convened at 4:30 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL: Tony Holden, Commissioner Ward 2
Dan Vincent, Commissioner Ward 3
Paul Hannan, Commissioner Ward 4
Jim Richards, Commissioner Ward..5
Ruth Kussard, Mayor/Commissign

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: Kris Kollgaatd;
Growth Management Director; C.T. Eagle, Public W
and Nancy Slaton, Deputy Town Clerk

had Carroll,
2own Planner;

Others Present:

3. Public Commient

Mayor Kussard asked if the
questions at this time.

4. Conceptual Pre
(Sit-Down) Restaurant

Sam’s Club and north of the Lady Lake Town Hall Municipal
received Major Site Plan approval back on August 4, 2008 by the
struction of 16,100 sq. ft. of retail under the project name of Sam’s
Qutparcel. The proj Heavy Commetcial (HC) zoning designation, which allows for the

proposed restaurant la;

Mr. Carroll stated that under the Sam’s Outparcel development, the applicant was granted site plan
approval for five ft. building and landscaping buffers along the north and south elevations. He
stated that after the approval of the Site Plan by the Town Commission on August 4, 2008, the
Landscaping Buffer Codes changed in 2009; however, the applicant would like to still pursue a five
ft. landscaping buffer for the north and south elevations on this project primarily to accommodate a
five ft. concrete sidewalk on both sides.

Mr. Carroll reviewed the following waivers/variances which the applicant will be pursuing:
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Special Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

» Two landscaping waivers in accordance to Chapter 10, Section 10-3. b).1).:

»  North elevation/Buffer 3 - waive four canopy trees due to existing off-site landscaping.
»  West elevation/Buffer 2 - Substitute the required six canopy trees for understory trees
due to overhead utility line conflict along N. Hwy 27/441.

¢ As per LDRs- Chapter 20-Section 20-3C.10.L) - Parking lots with two or more double rows
will have a continuous landscaped strip between the sections. This landscaped strip will run
parallel to the circulation flow and shall be a minimum of six feet wide.

e Administrative variance as per Chapter 3, Section 13-3).b).4).

dress parking deficiency
in the amount of 10% or less of required parking spaces. '

Prior to
submitting the major site plan application, the appli would like to showe ¢ development
proposal and exterior building elevations for the Tk mmisst n’s feedback. ilding does

€hapter 20, Section 20-3C). 3).
f the proposed building will be
-by-case basis. The building
ors. A similar product is the
y 27/441.

not exhibit one of the four preferred architectural styl
has provisions to submit elevations where the compa
reviewed for consistency with adjacent architecture on
elevations will not exceed the maximunt ed three exterts
Longhorn Steakhouse within the Villages ds Plaza across

The developer has submitted an introduction letter, following items (included in the

packet):

ark Group is a real estate development company out of Buffalo,
istence for 32 vears. He stated they have had the pleasure of

Lake Crossing. He ithis will complete the Sam’s development with this proposed outparcel
use for a national restautant. Mr. Dellebovi stated that Kimley-Horn will do the engineering as they
did with the Sam’s stfucture, and Greenberg Farrow will be the architect for the restaurant, He
stated that Benchmark will be developing the site and will build the infrastructure, and will own the
site and the restaurant. He stated the tenant will build the restaurant and will be responsible for the
permits for the building. Mr. Dellebovi stated the site conditions include all the utilities for water
lines and reuse already stubbed in, and the capacity for drainage is already in place with storm
drainage stubbed into the site; this will be tied into the current storm system for water and retention.
Electric will be coordinated with Duke Energy as the process moves forward.

Mr. Dellebovi reviewed aerial views of the site showing that traffic can access the site from two
different directions; from Veterans Way to the north and from US Hwy 27/441. He stated there is

Page 2 of 7
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Special Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

already a crosswalk in place from the Sam’s parcel to this outparcel. He reviewed the site plan
showing 137 parking spaces to include six handicapped spaces, a dumpster area enclosed behind the
building, and a loading zone which will double as parking spaces as any deliveries will be done
before the operating hours of the restaurant which are normally from 3:30 p.m. to 10 p.m. Mr.
Dellebovi stated new sidewalks will be around the perimeter and will tie into the existing sidewalks.
He stated they are proposing a monument sign that may need a variance due to the location of the
proposed sign falling within the 100’ setback from the existing Sam’s sign as it appears to be the
best location and will not interfere with sight lines. He stated it makes sense to install a directional
sign with the restaurant’s logo on it from the north side of the site from Veterans Way, as well, to
direct customers in and keep them from missing it and having to turn around by US Hwy 27/441.

ain,%‘as a themed elevation
of the Town. He stated

Mr. Dellebovi stated the building for the Texas Roadhouse, a nation

that is attractive, but it does not fall with the architectural design

there is a stone alternative to the wood elevation that has bee uple of other locations,

and the tenant would consider it if the Commission so desir that Benchmark has an
ious approvals and perinitti

there were any questions,

Commissioner Hannan stated he is excited abouf
Ocala restaurant. He stated he would prefer it if the re
highway, and if the building was flipped to the other side
allow some parking in the front,

was® pushed back more from the
e, site closer to Sam’s, which would

6

Mayor Kussard confi
20’setback from the rig

Mayor Kussard con d that there will be a tree border between the proposed restaurant and
Town Hall,

Town Manager Kris Kollgaard stated she has heard no complaints from employees about this
restaurant coming in; just questions about when it will open.

Commissioner Hannan agreed there may need to be directional signage from the north. He asked if
anyone other than himself and Commissioner Holden wanted the restaurant pushed back.

Commissioner Richards stated that the plan meets existing code.

Page 3 of 7
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Special Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

Commissioner Holden stated since the 20° setback meets code, he will go along with whatever is
best for the business.

Mr. Dellebovi stated that Growth Management staff keeps them in line and he feels the setback is
fine as is, but they would be able to push it back another 10 if they put in a 4’ retaining wall along
the back of the property due to the grade, which would mean additional costs to the developer.

Ms. Kollgaard asked if there would be a visibility problem if the restaurant was pushed back
another 10 feet, as Town Hall is a large building.

Mr. Dellebovi replied they would be okay, but he would have to
currently has an approved site plan as presented.

back to the tenant as he

presented, by a vote of 3-2 (Hannan/Holden). It was
were in favor of utilizing the stone facade elevation.

Development _og“ihe QOutparcel
27/441 (Thad Carroll)

such as Kohl’s, Kirk
well as Tire Klngdo

0 sq. ft. of new retail space is proposed to be built on the
cre outparcel located between McDonalds and Tire Kingdom, the
building.

elevations, discuss Commercial Design Standards and minor modifications to the PUD Ordinance,
and/or potential variances. The following information was included in the packet:

Conceptual Site Plan

Planned Unit Development Memorandum of Agreement under Ord. No. 2006-04
Landscaping Plans

Exterior Building Elevations

. & & »

At the time the applicant submits a full site plan application, Town staff will conduct a
comprehensive review regarding the site plan, commercial design standards, parking, landscaping,
and signage requirements. This phase will be built following elements of the Mediterranean

Page 4 of 7
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Special Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

Architectural Design Style in conjunction with the existing exterior elevations of the buildings in
Lady Lake Crossings and the Villages Crossroad Plaza. Any landscaping waivers will be brought
before the Parks, Recreation, and Tree Advisory Committee, and any commercial landscaping
waivers will be brought before the Town Commission for final consideration.

Mr. Carroll introduced Martin Dellebovi of Benchmark to talk about this proposal.

Mr. Dellebovi stated that Benchmark feels that Steinmart will be a great addition to this retail space.
He stated that Kohl’s and Bed, Bath & Beyond have waived the restrictions to allow this. He stated
that Steinmart will use 32,000 sq. ft. of the retail space and there will be 20,000 sq. ft. of additional
retail space available adjacent to them, although there are no 31gned le or this space yet, which

permit and Kimley-Horn will be updating all the engineering
place, as well as the site conditions and traffic impact. Mr. De he elevations proposed
stoads and Lady Lake
Crossing. He stated that Steinmart is interested in putting a'sign elevation of the
building because of the traffic coming down from d this will be

brought back before the Commission at a later date

Mr. Dellebovi stated that they will be building a retail ba
although there is no tenant currently in place and the cle
the outparcel where the Vitamin Shoppeta
landscaping and lighting will also remain
well from the Village Crossroads to Lady L
Steinmart and any other tenants will be goin,
asked if there were any questic

n theé outparcel néar McDonald’s,
:will match the elevation themes of
with awnings etc He stated the

the one by McDonald’s and the one by Tire
down if the overpass comes down.

t they were in favor of advancement of the conceptual
as presented.

Proposal for a Mah:
Egress Drive on West Lady Lake Blvd.; Proposal to Change the Planned 12 Mini-Storage
Buildings Totaling 41.000 Sq. Ft. to Two Proposed Indoor Motor Vehicle/RV/Boat Storage
Buildings Totaling Same; Proposal for an RV Sewage Dump Station Approximately 40° Inside
the Gate at the Secondary Egress Drive; and Cancellation of Proposed Phase 3 of the Project
(Thad Carroll)

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary from the agenda item
cover sheet which is on file in the Town Clerk’s office. He stated that on December 16, 2013, Tree
Tops Golf Inc., received site plan approval for the construction of a development consisting of three
phases with 32 buildings on a 12.65-acre parcel located at 175 S. Rolling Acres Road (referenced
by Alternate Key # 3250290). He stated the Development Order for the first phase of MISP 10/13-
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Special Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

003 was issued on December 17, 2014, consisting of eight buildings being 110,289 sq. ft. of mini-
storage space.

Mr. Carroll stated the Memorandum of Agreement of Ordinance No. 2013-10 was approved for the
property by the Town Commission on September 18, 2013 (Ordinance No. 2013-10 with MOA
attached). He stated that at this time, the applicant is seeking to amend the Memorandum of
Agreement to propose the following changes:

e A manager’s residence was not constructed in Phase 1. This is now proposed in Phase 2 in
an existing building near the secondary egress drive on West Lady Lake Boulevard,
approximately 763 sq. ft. in size.

s Phase 2 changes the originally planned 12 mini storag

totaling 41,000 sq. ft. to
two proposed Indoor Motor Vehicle/RV/Boat Storage Buildin i

ling same.

net reduction of 9,548 sq. ft. from the o
building coverage on-site was 162,000 sq.

being proposed today.

The Future Land Us

Executed Deve prilent Order for Phase I

Mr. Carroll turned the presentation over to Mr, David Springstead of Springstead Engineering, as
project engineer, to review the proposed changes.

Mr. Springstead stated he represents Tree Tops/Rolling Acres Mini-Storage. He stated the
manager’s residence proposed in Phase 1 in the front building was made into mini storage units
instead, and they are proposing that the current storage shed by the back entrance be renovated into
a manager’s residence, He stated the two proposed indoor storage buildings instead of the 12 unit
mini storage buildings would be designed to meet the building codes for restrooms, fire protection
and alarm systems, as these were issues that popped up during the first phase. Mr. Springstead

Page6 of 7
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commented that the proposed driveways are wide enough for two-way traffic all around and allow
for backing into the facilities. He stated the idea for the RV storage and dump station is that it
would be a self-contained site to allow for clean-out and storage, and there would be a second
connection to the Town’s sewer system to allow for a small 1ift station to insure that the flow for the
dumyp station would not effect the plant’s operation.

Mayor Kussard clarified that the site would not have its own stand-alone system, but would hook up
to the Town’s system, and that samples could be taken to insure that nothing that should not be
going into the system would go into it.

Mr. Springstead confirmed this and stated the lift station could provide
stated that the site drainage has already been designed to meet the saih
that was previously proposed, although there will be a slight mo
for the piping and transmission. Mr. Springstead stated that E
down past the second entrance in this phase, and that the entr,
coded and monitored closely.

ample if need be. He
amount of impervious area
n to the St. John's permit

- Minutes transcribed by Nang

Kristen Kollgaard, Town Cl
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE LADY LAKE TOWN COMMISSION
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA
December 15, 2014

The regular meeting of the Lady Lake Town Commission was held in the Commission Chambers at
Lady Lake Town Hall, 409 Fennell Blvd., Lady Lake, Florida with Mayor Ruth Kussard presiding.
The meeting convened at 6:00 p.m.

A, CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Ruth Kussard

B. PROCEDURAL: Citizens are encouraged to particip
meetings. Speakers will be limited to three (3) minutes.
the Mayor. Citizen groups are asked to name a sp
discretion, may allow longer than three minutes. &
please approach the dais, state your name and

the Town of Lady Lake
nal time may be granted by
d the Mayor, at his/her

D. INVOCATION: Mayor Kussard
the North Lake Presbyterian Churc

E. ROLL CALL: Tony Holden, Comr 831

Town Manager; Derek Schroth, Town Attorney;
Director; C.T. Eagle, Public Works Director; Jeannine
McKinstry, Police Department; Patricia Rule, Animal

3

johe in the audience had any questions or comments. There were no
questions or comment

Town Manager Kris Kollgaard introduced Patricia Rule as the Town’s current Animal Control
Officer and announced that she will be retiring after eight years and will be missed. She stated Ms.
Rule has presented a gift to the Town of a painting she did herself of her Italian greyhound, and it
will be hung in the lobby. Ms. Kollgaard commented that Ms. Rule did all the illustrations and set-

up of the Animal Control pamphlet a few years ago, which saved the Town the cost of the printing
the pamphlet.

G. INTRODUCTION: Lady Lake Chamber of Commerce’s New Executive Director — Susan
Kelly

Page 1 of 14
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Commission Mecting
December 15, 2014

Mayor Ruth Kussard introduced Susan Kelly as the new Executive Director of the Lady Lake
Chamber of Commerce, beginning January 1, 2015, and reviewed Ms. Kelly’s background. Ms.
Kelly was welcomed by those present, and was introduced to the Commissioners and Town
Attorney Derek Schroth.

Ms. Kelly stated she was excited to join Lady Lake’s Chamber and that it will be fun to expand the
businesses around town.

H.  CONSENT®;

1. Minutes - December 1, 2014 — Regular Commission M

2. Consideration of Approval to Renew the Lease Agf '
the Scout Hut (Mike Burske)

The background summary for this agenda item is o
Troop 244 desires to renew their lease agreement f6
of part of the indemnity clause are the only changes
approved the insurance and lease.

Upon a motion by Commissioner Ric
Commission approved Consent Items #H-

L. CLD BUSINESS:

director Mike Burske’s absence. She stated that the Lady
ion to install quality lighting for their exhibits if they are
funded by a gra
the efforts to im

Ms. Kollgaard stated there is currently overhead fluorescent lights which are harmful to the artifacts
and historical items, and if the grant is awarded, they will buy pendant and track lighting for all of
the exhibits. She stated staff recommends approval.

Mayor Kussard stated she wanted to thank Dr. Brenda Weaver for her assistance to Dr. Norma
Delaney in writing the grant for the lighting, and also Judith Martin, Chapter Regent of the Puc
Puggy Chapter of the DAR. She also thanked all of their members for their donation of $1,000.00
toward the lighting project.

Page 2 of 14



—
[ Bt Re IR B NRT E

W W W W W W W W W W NNMNMNNNNENEDND /= = /== = =
&ﬁaﬁ-’:g\och\mLMMHO\DOO\IG\M-BUJMF—‘O\OOO\JQM-&MNH

PN
&

N
o0

Commigssion Meeting
December 15, 2014

Upon a motion by Commissioner Richards and a second by Commissioner Hannan, the
Commission approved for the Historical Society to Install Museum Quality Lighting if Funded

Through a Grant from the Daughters of the American Revolution as presented, by a vote of 5 to
0.

4. Consideration of Sewer, Water, and Reuse Utility Agreement for the Pain & Spine
Centers of Florida — MJSP 08/14-002 — For Multi-Tenant Medical Complex — Located at 800

Highway 466 (Thad Carroll)

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summa
file in the Clerk’s Office). He stated that the developer, Bridge Hous
the fee simple owner of approximately 1.27 +/- acres of real
Florida. He stated that the developer has requested connection g
(Utility), and reuse distribution facility (“Reuse Facilities”
reserves sufficient capacity in these facilities to serve and

for this agenda item (on

erty s1tuated in Lady Lake,
wn water and sewer facilities

three equivalent
sed multi-tenant

ill consist of a medical complex
s central water, central sewer, and
800 Highway 466. The Pain &

evelopment and to the use of the water, sewer,
ma_fter set forth in the attached agreement, as

provided by Utﬂitf
Wednesday, Dec

Upon a motion by issioner Holden and a second by Commissioner Vincent, the
Commission approved-the Sewer, Water, and Reuse Utility Agreement for the Pain & Spine
Centers of Florida — MJSP 08/14-002 — For Multi-Tenant Medical Complex — Located at 800

Highway 466 as presented, by a vote of 5 to 0.
K. TOWN ATTORNEY’S REPORT:

5. Ordinance No. 2014-10 — Second/Final Reading — An Ordinance Adopting Corrections.
Updates, and Modifications to the Capital Improvements Schedule of the Town of Lady Lake
Comprehensive Plan (Thad Carroll)

Derek Schroth, Town Attorney, read the ordinance by title only.

Page 3 of 14
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Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s Office). He stated that this is a request to adopt the Town’s annual update of the
Capital Improvements Schedule, which is part of the Town’s Comprehensive Plan. The Capital
Improvement Plan update process and the corresponding requirements are no longer required to be
processed by a Comprehensive Plan Amendment, but may be adopted by local ordinance. As
required by Chapter 163.3177(3)(b): "The CIE must be reviewed by the local government on an
annual basis. Modification to update the 5-year capital improvement schedule may be accomplished
by ordinance and may not be deemed to be amendments to the local Comprehensive Plan.”

Mr. Carroll noted that there has been one correction to Table 8.2 sinc

irst reading as noted by
Commission Hannan at the December 1™ meeting.

The Town must annually update the Five-Year Schedule
Florida Statutes. The purpose of the Capital Impro
Schedules is to identify the capital improvements that

e, drainage, parks and recreation,
ie. Town does not have financial
facilities, there is still the
hedules from other entities.
r the dates of construction of
ital Improvement Program are not
fance.

responsibility or accountability regardi
requirement to incorporate the five ye )
Corrections, updates, and modifications conce

ination as mandated by Chapter 163 of the Florida
sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, under ownership and
m.private utility. Map references and public requests are

and analysis accomplished within an element of the
by Chapter 163, F.S.

on:Congurrency, Mandatory) -- Public facilities and services exempt from
concurrency determination-but which are inventoried and analyzed within a mandatory element of
the Comprehensive Plan required by Chapter 163, F.S. These facilities include parks and
recreation, roads, housing and conservation improvements, including governmental services and
facilities necessary to administer and implement the Comprehensive Plan.

B) Category B

C) Category C (Non-Concutrency, Non-Mandatory) -- Public facilities that are exempt from
concurrency requirements (i.c., level of service standards) and which are not analyzed and identified
within a mandatory element of the Comprehensive Plan are classified as Category C. Such
municipal services include, but are not limited to, law enforcement, fire protection, library services,
and public buildings.
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Commission Meeting
December 15, 2014

D) Category D (Non-Mandatory, Concurrency) -- Per the Community Planning Act of 2011, the
Public School Facilities Element is no longer mandatory. The Town of Lady Lake has opted to
retain and update this optional element and require concurrency per its existing interlocal agreement
with the Lake County School District.

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance No. 2014-10 as presented to the Town Commission for
their motion to adopt as presented or amend. This ordinance serves to update the Capital
Improvements Schedule as required under F.S. 163.3177(3)(b). The attached "Exhibit A" reflects
the proposed improvements for the Five Year Planning Period of 2014/15 to 2018/19. Also
attached is Ordinance No. 2013-15 to document the prior 5-year Capital. Improvement Schedule of
2013/14 - 2017/18, which is being replaced by this ordinance.

The members of the Technical Review Committee individual
Ordinance No. 2014-10 and provided all comments by Tue
report was included in the packet. At the November 10
Board voted 4-0 to forward Ordinance No. 2014
recommendation of approval.

iewed the application for
ber 4, 2014, The TRC

Mr. Carroll stated that he and Public Works Dire
questions. He stated that this is the second and fin
submitted to the state and will update the

Bagle are available*to answer any
g, and upon approval, it will be

Mayor Kussard asked if there were any ques
motion.

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

— First Reading — A Request for Voluntary Contraction
Boundary by Deannexing +/- 3.18 Acres of Real Property —
of Lake Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place

6. Ordinanc
(Deannexation} of the
Generally Located So
{Thad Carroll) :

Derek Schroth, Town Attorney, read the ordinance by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda jtem (on
file in the Clerk’s Office). He stated that the applicants, Richard and Christine Stine, owners of
property addressed as 224 Moore Place, have filed a request to voluntarily deannex their property
from the Town of Lady Lake, which includes 3.18 + acres of property. He stated the present and
proposed use of the property is a single family residence. Mr. Carroll stated staff recommends
approval of this ordinance.
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Commission Meefing
December 15, 2014

Aerial views of the property were shown, as well as photos of the propetty.

Mr. Carroll stated that the nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake Griffin Road is .66
miles away; the nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is .44 miles, and from Lake
Griffin Road via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. He stated the applicants have provided a
letter of justification, dated November 20, 2014, outlining their reasons for the request to deannex
(see attached).

The Town annexed a portion of the subject property by Ordinance No. 84-18-(120) on December 3,
1984 and the remainder by Ordinance No. 90-28 on November 5, 1996z In 1990, the previous
owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one of owners was in poor health
and was concerned about ambulance response. The property wa the Stine’s in 2003, and
they requested that the property be deannexed in 2004 becau paying Town taxes but
receiving no Town services. The Town denied the request
setting precedent for subsequent deannexation requests;

plans to extend
Town of Lady

would have to be a referendum vote to deannex the propet it criined by Town
Attorney Derek Schroth that no referendum vote is requires i
instead of the 15% of qualified voters requi

(¢} Itis so develope least 60 percent of the total number of lots and tracts in the area at the
time of annexation are-ised for urban purposes, and it is subdivided into lots and tracts so that at
least 60 percent of the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the time of annexation for
nonresidential urban purposes, consists of lots and tracts five acres or less in size. In accordance
with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent properties are not used
extensively to qualify under this definition.

E.S. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,

commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmental purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelt areas.

Page 6 of 14
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(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may include
in the area to be annexed any area which does not meet the requirements of subsection (2) if such
area either:

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so that the
area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary or cannot be
served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines through such sparsely
developed area. There are mo municipal services of water and sewer lines to the east,
unincorporated lands of the property, nor are there areas developed for urban purposes
anticipated to be developed.

(b) Is adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external bound
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas develop
in subsection (2). Urban purposes are not in existence along
are no abutting adjacent properties to the subject property; jacency is only being
met via a water body. :

to any combination of the
urban purposes as defined

The Town is not currently servicing the Stine’s pro
utilities ever be extended along Lake Griffin Road, t
required by the Land Development Regulations to conn

1d not be within the 200 feet
, the Stine’s are getting no police
ear their property. Additionally,
e belief that the subject property
was unincorporated. Upon evaluation of
agreement with the applicants that the property ex tics that are consistent with
unincorporated areas. :

The Future Land Use ang:

Zoning

Subject Property griculture Residential AG-1

Zoning of Adjacent Properties
West Lady Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)
East Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
North Lake County -- Rural Residential (R-1)
South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

It was the consensus of the Town Commission after discussion at the November 17, 2014 meeting
that they would be in favor of this deannexation. On November 26, 2014, Town Attorney Derek
Schroth approved Ordinance No. 2014-11 as to form as prepared.

Page 7 of 14
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M. Carroll stated that the application was received on Thursday, November 20, 2014. Notices to
inform the surrounding property owners (12) within 150” of the property of the proposed ordinance
were mailed by certified mail return receipt on Monday, December 1, 2014 and the property was
posted this same date. To date, one phone inquiry was received regarding the application.

Mr. Carroll reported that the Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application for
deannexation and Ordinance No. 2014-11 individually and there were no comments received. It
was determined that the application was complete and ready for transmittal to the Planning and
Zoning Board. At the December 8, 2014 meeting of the Planning and Zoning Board, they voted 5-
0 to forward Ordinance No. 2014-11 to the Town Commission he recommendation of
approval. The Town Commission is scheduled to consider Ordin 0. 2014-11 for second and
final reading on Monday, January 5, 2014.

Mr. Carroll stated the Stine’s are present if there are any ¢

Mayor Kussard asked if there were any questions the Commissioners ot the audience, and

hearing none, asked for a motion.

by Commissioner Holden, the
ing — A Regquest for Voluntary
ing +/- 3.18 Acres of Real
ulgar Road at 224 Moore

Upon a motion by Commissioner Hannan and a
Commission approved Ordinance No
Contraction (Deannexation) of the Tov
Property — Generally Located South of La
Place by the following roll call vote:

. First/Final Reading — Plaza Professional Center — A

5= Authorize the Removal of Two Historic Trees in
ection 10-4).F)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land Development
ed by Brian W. Warwick, Janet R. Varpell, and Ellen R.
Grande Blvd., within the Plaza Professional Center (Thad

Robards — Located at 316 1
Carroll

Derek Schroth, Town ey, read the resolution by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s Office). Ile stated that on February 3, 2014, Fran Dann-Akin, on behalf of
property owners Brian W. Warwick, Janet R. Vamell, and Ellen Robards, submitted an application
for a variance in accordance with Chapter 10, Section 10-4).f). of the Land Development
Regulations (LDRs) which states that on all properties, the removal of historic trees shall require a
variance from the Planning and Zoning Board and then the Town Commission. He stated staff
recommends approval of this resolution to accommodate a new office building at the Plaza
Professional Center.

Page 8 of 14
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Mr. Carroll reported that the original variance proposal was for the removal of one historic tree on
the property, and at the March 17, 2014 Commission meeting, the Town Commission requested that
an alternative plan be presented to determine whether that tree could be saved if the building or
parking configuration were changed. At the April 7th meeting, Resolution No. 2014-02 was again
continued to the April 21st meeting, and at the May 5, 2014 meeting, the item was tabled
indefinitely to a date uncertain.

Mr. Carroll stated that the property owners, Brian W. Warwick, Janet R. Varnell, and Ellen
Robards, have submitted an alternative proposal for the development of new buildings in the Plaza
Professional Center, which proposes the removal of two historic trees in lieu of the prior proposal to
remove one historic tree. He stated the property owners have electe opose a change of the
location of the building which requires the removal of a 45" live and a 42" live oak. The
owners also reassessed the size of the prior tree, finding that it iss with a 60" diameter. Brian
Warwick, property owner, has submitted a revised Just1ﬁcat10 to why the removal of
the trees is necessary (included in packet). '

Acrial views of the site, drawings of the proposed sit
were reviewed.

rty and the trees

and %oning Board and the Town
ria according to Chapter 3, Section

When reviewing an application for a Varlance the P
Commission shall consider the following

any applicant may be considered grounds to Just1fy
cretlon of the Town Commission,

ationl for the site is Commercial General-Retail Sales & Services
(RET) and is Zot mercial (CP). The subject property is located at 316 La Grande
Blvd. within the

Town of Lady Lake,

riance resolution, if granted, the applicant will have to undergo the Site
Plan application process for approval of any improvements proposed; two buildings are proposed at
this point. All landscaping buffer requirements and plantings would have to be satisfied during this
process.

Mr. Carroll reported that notices to inform the surrounding property owners (19) within 150° of the
subject property of the proposed variance were mailed by certified mail return receipt on
Wednesday, November 26, 2014. In addition, the property was posted on Monday, December 1,
2014. He stated that to date, staff has received one phone call in opposition to this proposed

Page 9 of 14
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variance request, and this same person spoke at the Planning and Zoning Board meeting on
December 8, 2014,

Mr. Carroll reported that at the November 18, 2014 special meeting of the Town Commission, it
was the consensus of the Commission that they were in favor of advancement of the conceptual
presentation of alternative historic tree removals for the Plaza Professional Center as presented.
The Technical Review Committee reviewed the application for Resolution No. 2014-102 and
returned no comments regarding this application on Monday, December 1, 2014. On Monday
December 8, 2014, the Planning and Zoning Board voted 3-2 to forward Resolution No. 2014-102
to the Town Commission with the recommendation of denial.

y owner Janet Varnell has

Mr. Carroll stated that Brian Warwick is not present, but that pr

it and pass it on to
about a lawsuit

property owners’ rights and the needs of the communit;
are great stewards of the enwronment and practice that on:

: wn property. She stated tonight’s
dy Lake and for posterity.

building that will have golf cart access and
Villages. She stated that although the trees o
that fairly with the property.gWwi

iat there is no way for them to have their
oposed and by taking down the two trees to
. Varnell made an impassioned plea to the

cut on other properties and that is why there is mitigation. She
come back to the Commission, and there is no hazard, and since

Commissioner Hannan sstated he is against cutting down trees, and that it does not make sense to
allow two trees to be cut down instead of one. He stated a resident came forward at the Planning
and Zoning Board meeting and was so passionate about the trees that she offered to purchase the
property. Commissioner Hannan stated he did not see anything in the meeting minutes that would
indicate why three of the Commissioners were in favor of this alternate proposal. He stated that he
would not like to create a concrete jungle in Lady Lake and that our trees are impottant.
Commissioner Hannan stated he agrees with the Planning and Zoning Board’s recommendation of
denial.

Page 10 of 14
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Commissioner Richards stated he has not changed his opinion for his no vote, with the reason being
that the 4,000 sq. ft. of open area was not used for the building, but instead they are proposing to
take more parking lot away, and then making more parking area. He stated he feels there is another
way to develop the property.

Commissioner Holden stated that although he respects the members of the Planning and Zoning
Board, he will stand by his decision to approve the removal of these two trees as this property has

more than its proportionate share of trees compared to other properties that have been developed.

Commissioner Vincent stated that he will also approve the removal of these two trees.

Town Attorney Derek Schroth suggested that public comment be reqiiésted on this variance request.

property often, and that it is a small
s should be allowed to be removed
as they are getting in the way ofa b
sign!

- Robert Riendeau of 828 Silver Oak
practitioner in the ar

her that this is the only'way to configure adequate parking spaces, Ms. Varnell stated she was told
that it would be insane to reduce the amount of parking spaces by variance request, as the parking is
extremely burdened already. She referred to a letter by Anita Valdez, who is a commercial resident
of this area, and who stated it would be a disservice to reduce the required number of parking
spaces. Ms. Varnell also stated that her liability insurance on this property is high because there
have been a number of people who have slipped from all the leaves that fall in this parking lot from
the trees, making it a safety hazard.

In reply to Commissioner Hannan’s comments, Ms. Varnell replied that she was more than willing
to consider another offer to buy the property from Ms. Lennox, but she only offered $215,000,

Page 11 of 14
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Commission Meeting
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which is not close to fair market value. She stated it is a commercial property, not a park, and it is
her family’s retirement investment.
Commissioner Hannan did agree that Ms. Varnell made a good case regarding the parking.

- Ms. Lennox denied that she made a $215,000 offer for the property.

Commissioner Hannan asked how often the other Commissioners travel through this area, stating he
does not believe they have the feel for the neighborhood that he and Commissioner Richards have.

Mayor Kussard asked for a motion.,

Upon a motion by Commissioner Vincent and a second by ommiissioner Holden, the

Center — A Resolution Granting a Vanance to Authori
Accordance with Chapter 10, Section 10-4).F)., of the
Regulations, on Property Owned by Brian W. Wa
Located at 316 La Grande Blvd., within the Plag
vote:

Janet R. Varnell, anﬂ -

HOLDEN

VINCENT
HANNAN
RICHARDS
KUSSARD

L. TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT:

_ County has requested that municipalities report
iiided by the penny sales tax. She asked the Commissioners if
her than the ones she outlined in her e-mail to them

and benefits the Town:i
park for families.

Ms. Kollgaard explained that this is the renewal for the penny sales tax which sunsets in 2017-2018
and may be on the ballot in 2015 or 2016, She explained that this is a user tax and anyone traveling
through the county pays it, with one third going to the municipalities, one third goes to the county,
and one third goes to the School Board. She stated it has helped with a lot of infrastructure around
Town such as the library and the wastewater treatment plant,

Ms. Kollgaard stated one of her suggestions is a nice passive park where people can grill, have a

playground for children, and perhaps build a building where people can have family reunions or
weddings. She stated that another suggestion is to install the fiber optic connections for businesses.
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Commissioner Hannan commented that at one time the Town was looking at the property on the
corner of Lake Griffin Road behind Lady Lake Realty, although it was pricey.

Ms. Kollgaard agreed that it was pricey, and stated that the Town could possibly get a match grant
to bundle with the penny sales tax monies for some projects.

Commissioner Richards stated his two suggestions are the extension of Lady Lake Boulevard going
out to Rolling Acres, and the extension of Clay Avenue to the back of the shopping center.

Ms. Kollgaard stated that the Town may shortly be in a position to sit down with residents regarding
the extension of Clay Avenue,

Commissioner Holden and Commission Vincent both comme
renewal of the penny sales tax.

hat they are in favor of the

Mayor Kussard commented that there was also talk at
to CR 25.

Ms. Kollgaard stated that staff looked into that when
Central. She stated she will prepare the list that is due t
send it to the Commissioners to review b

Ms. Kollgaard reported that Lake County ks
them to 25% of the original fees, but have
She asked the Commissioners if they wanted

reccived the latest monthly financial report from staff today, and
has not received a final answer regarding the Communication
of Revenue. He stated closure is needed one way or another.

Ms. Kollgaard stated the:Finance Director received some information from the Department of
Revenue today which will be forwarded to the Town Attorney, and it will be forwarded to the
Commussioners after he reviews it. She stated there is no date set, but the information received was
in reply to staff’s request for an update.

Mayor Kussard reported that she attended both the Christmas Parade, which was great, and Light
Up Lady Lake, which was a spectacular display. She thanked Town staff who makes this happen
every year, and she wished everyone happy holidays.

Commissioner Hannan commented that he has heard that many Villages have defibrillators in their
yards, and that it may be a great idea to have them in the wards, strictly funded by residents.
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Ms. Kollgaard stated she believed the AEDs are very expensive, and would be hard to fund.

Chief McKinstry offered from the audience that the AEDs are approximately $1,000.00 each, and
the batteries are $300 each.

Commissioner Vincent commented that the Water Oak community tried having the AEDs in their
community, but the batteries were a big problem. He stated they relied on an AED, but it did not
work because the battery was no good, and the batteries need to be checked on a regular basis.

Commissioner Hannan stated he believed one of the clubs spearheaded this, and that residents paid

for them.
N.  PUBLIC COMMENTS"

Mayor Kussard asked if anyone in the audience would J m. There were no
comments,

0. ADJOURN: There being no further discussion; 1p 7:00 p.m.

Kristen Kollgaard, Town Clerk

Minutes transcribed by Nancy 81

ihe beneflt of the Commission [h
Commission, and the Commission is n

WA itemns
discussion
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM G-2

REQUESTED REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING DATE _ January 5, 2015

SUBJECT:  Budget Amendment to move budgeted computers items from Capital to Operating
expense.

DEPARTMENT: Finance Department

RECOMMENDED MOTION: Staff recommends approval of BT15-001 to increase General
Operating expense and decrease Capital Equipment expense.

SUMMARY: Amendment BT15-001 increases General Operating and decreases Capital Equipment
in both the General Fund and the Utility Fund. These computers were budgeted in Capital
Equipment because they were over $1000 each. $1000 is the threshold for a Capital/Fixed Assets
purchase. Our IT director has found better pricing (less than $1000 each) therefore these computer

purchases no longer meet the Capital purchase threshold. This budget amendment moves the budget
for the purchases only to General Operating.

FISCAL IMPACT: None [ ] Personal Budget
[ X'] Operating Budget
[ X'] Other Capital Qutlay

ATTACHMENTS: [ ]| Ordinance [ ] Resolution [ X] Budget Resolution
[ X] Other (Budget Transaction FT15-001)

[ ] Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office

DEPARTMENT HEAD ﬁf( Submitted 1z {z112¢iY Date 1/5/2015

FINANCE DEPARTMENT )(Q m Approved as to Budget Requirements Date 2|5 |2¢14
y

TOWN MANAGER ‘\_) Approved Agenda Item for:Date \ - <- \5

COMMISSION ACTION: [ ] Approved as Recommended [ ] Disapproved

[ ] Tabled Indefinitely [ ] Continued to Date Certain

[ ] Approved with Modification

Reviewed by: kil |



TOWN OF LADY LAKE
BUDGET TRANSACTION FORM FY2015

TO: Town Manager DATE: 12/17/2014
FROM: Finance TRANS NO : BT15-001
FUND ACCOUNT DEPT ACCT DESCRIPTION INCREASE (DECREASE)
REV
EXP
001 1601-516-6410 IT Equipment $13,560
001 1601-516-5210 IT General Operating $13,560
401 3301-533-6410 Water Equipment $7,987
401 3301-533-5210  Water General Operating $7,987
JUSTIFICATION: Computers were budgeted in Captial Equipment for over $1000 each. IT Director found computers less

than $1000 each therefore they are no longer Capital Expenses/Fixed Assets. This BT moves the budget to Operating Expenses.

Required Authorization/Approval
® Town Commission Action Required
From Fund Balance
Transfer of Budget Between Funds
Transfer of Budget Between Departments - Anything
Within Department - Capital
Increasing total revenue and expenditure bottom-line budget

O Town Manager
Transfer of Budget Within Department
- Operating & Personal Services

TOWN COMMISSION ACTION: O Department Heads
[0 Approved Transfer of Budget Within Operating
[0 Disapproved DATE: - Not Capital or Personal Services
Agenda Item # - With Town Manager Approval

)

2N Lenl 12—18-1y

Department Head Signature and Date

Town Manager Signature and Date

Finance Dept. Action:
[:]Amendatory Required

Disapproved
Approved Finance Director Date

DATA ENTRY ACTION:
Accounting Period:

Posted by:

Data Entry Date:




INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 001-1601-516

F
b
%
TOWN OF LADY LAKE il
PROPOSED FY2015 BUDGET E
EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT -
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
Operating Expenditures
Total Account Number & Description Quantity Amount  Sub-Total
- 3110 Other Professional Svcs
- 4000 Travel & Per Diem
2,040 4100 Telephone, Cell, Pagers
Cell Phone 12 115 1,380
Share of T-1 Line 12 50 600
Long Distance 12 5 60
1,040 4610 Vehicle Repairs 1,040
9,500 4620 Repairs & Maintenance
Barracuda Backup 490 Annual Maintenance 1 1,996 1,996
Barracuda Message Archiver 350 Annual Maintenance 1 2,395 2,395
Cisco 2800 Router Annual Maintenance 1 530 530
Microsoft Incident Support Pack (5) 1 1,289 1,289
Netmotion Annual Maintenance ¥ 2000 5 1 1,940 1,940
SonicWall Maintenance %150 4u55 3 450 1,350
300 5100 Office Supplies 300
17,835 5210 General Operating
Airwatch MDM — § i 1 1,600 1,600
Barracuda Backup Cloud 1 2,345 2,345
GIS ESRI Enterprise License Agreement ( ¥z sp!-+ Wwab <) 1 12,500 12,500
Hostmonster Backup Pro 0 il 20 20
Hostmonster Website Hosting: |\ Y\ i 120 120
Misc. Hardware & Peripherals 1 1,250 1,250
3,360 5260 Gas & Diesel Expense 3,360
175 5410 Bks, Pub, Subs, Membrshps
FLGISA Dues 200 1 175 175
- 5500 Training
34,250 Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay
Total Account Number & Description Quanity  Amount  Sub-Total
59,163 6410 Equipment
Adobe Acrobat Software 8 282 2,256
ArcPad, Trimble Positions & VRS Now A 1 1,945 1,945
Cisco Meraki MX80 Firewall and Splunk SIEM Solution? “%1 24 1 8,995 8,995
Cisco Router 2 1,180 2,360  No+— F A
4 % L 00O Dell Optiplex 7010 Workstation Computers 8 1,050 8400 Moo
@ueln  DellLatitude e6520 Notebook Computers - move 405210 5 1,520 10,640~ G5
Dell R720 Server Computers ‘§ (b5H0 M5 i 6,500 6,500 $ 7 }:
Microsoft Server Software Agreement (3/3) 1 15,721 15,721
Microsoft CIS Server License 1 1,029 1,029
Symantec Verisign SAN Digital Certificate 1 1,317 1,317

59,163 Total Capital Outlay

93,413  TOTAL EXPENDITURES Move +o

210 \\\\\

IS Tuy

26-1




WATER UTILITY 401-3301-533

TOWN OF LADY LAKE
PROPOSED FY2015 BUDGET

EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT
WATER UTILITY
Operating Expenditures
Total Account Number & Description Quanity Amount Sub-Total
4,200 5250 Bank Fees & Service Chrgs
Bank charges Split with Gen. Fund 12 250 3,000
Add'l Cost of Positive Pay 12 100 1,200
9,500 5251 Convenience Fee Costs
Cost to take credit card payments in Utility billing 9,500
28,000 5260 Gas & Diesel Expense 28,000

Fuel for Vehicles
Diesel Fuel for Generators
Diesel Fuel for Equipment

3,330 5270 Uniform Expense
Weekly Uniform Service for 7 Employees 52 40 2,080
Safety Boots for 7 Employees 7 150 1,050
Shirts for Customer Service & Staff Assistant 200
984 5410  Bks, Pub, Subs, Membrshps
American Waterworks Assoc. Membership 270
Florida Rural Water Assoc. Membership 495
Sam's Club Membership - Leland 45
Notary Renewal for Staff Assistant ' 174
2,000 5500 Training
Backflow Certification 500
Misc Stafff Training 1,500

411,449 Operating Expenditures

Capital Outlay

Total Account Number & Description Quanity Amount Sub-Total
19,800 6410 Equipment -
Enclosed Service Trailer 7[ S062 6,000
Trimble Handheld Meter Reading Device £ 5 3S o 5,400
Dell workstation computer (HW Lifecyle Maint Pgm) 8 1,050 8,400
= 6420 Vebhicles Z $\000 each -

2014 F250 4x4 Ext Cab Diesel For Pickup
Replacement Plan
19,800  Total Capital Outlay

Meye 41ag7 +o 5210

Total Account Number & Description Quanity Amount Sub-Total
62,500 9101 Transfer To General Fund 62,500
Portion of Costs at Public Work Facility
Portion of Town Manager, PW Director, GIS/IT Tech
128,637 9199 Transfer To Reserve
To Build Up Reserve For Future Replacement Costs 128,637
191,137  Total Interfund Transfers & Other Uses

622,386 TOTAL EXPENDITURES

50-3




PURCHASE REQUISITION

AfE T

Town of Lady Lake

‘Delivep to:

$7,986.80

$7,986.80

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
Total Requisition $15,973.60

Purchasing Mgr:

Finance Dept:

Town Manager:

. Entered by: '
Date:

P.O.#:




‘ PURCHASE REQUISITION
Vendor No: | : Town of Lady Lake

Deliver to:

$1,224.95

$2,633.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
Total Requisition $3,857.95

Requested by:

Department Head:

Purchasing Mgr: -

Finance Dept

Town Manager:




T PURCHASE REQUISITION
Town of Lady Lake

vendor Name: 7 Deliver to:

$1,714.93

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
Total Requisition $1,714.93

Purchasing Mgr: l

. f
Finance Dept: |

Town Manager: |

L

) Entered by: |
Date:
‘ P.O. #!




G-3

TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 5, 2014

SUBJECT: Renewal of Client Services Agreement between the Town of Lady Lake and
Attorney Mark L. Van Valkenburgh P.L. for Labor and Employment Legal
Services

DEPARTMENT: Human Resources

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION: Authorize the Town Manager to sign a one year client
services agreement with Mark L. Van Valkenburgh for labor and employment services.

SUMMARY: Mr. Van Valkenburgh currently is and has been working as the Town’s legal
counsel for labor and employment purposes. The proposed contract for legal services has not
changed from the previous year and the $3,500 retainer has been included in the 2014-2015
budget under Town Attorney Professional Services, The agreement is attached for review.

FISCAL IMPACT: $3,500 Capital Budget

Operating

[ ]
[ ]
[ X ] Other 001-1401-514-3110

ATTACHMENTS: [ ] Ordinance [ ] Resolution | | Budget Resolution

[ X] Other- Mark Van Valkenburgh Client Services Agreement 2014/2015

Pl

DEPARTMENT HEAD Submitted /& Date | Z-15 -~ "L{
FINANCE DEPARTMENT [/?’ ﬁw‘ Approved as to Budget Requirements Date ;2]axsjiy
TOWN MANAGER V@ Approved Agenda Item for: \- 45 M\é} Date \Z} - 40 -if
COMMISSION ACTION:

[ 1 Approved as Recommended | 1 Disapproved [ ] Tabled Indefinitely

[ ] Continued to Date Certain [ 1 Approved with Modification



CLIENT SERVICES AGREEMENT
This Client Service Agreement effective as of November 1, 2014, between the TOWN
OF LADY LAKE (hereinafter referred to as “Client”), and MARK L. VAN
VALKENBURGH, P.L. (hereinafter referred to as “Van Valkenburgh”).

TERM OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement shall begin on the date noted above and shall remain in force for
a period of one year from that date (the “Initial Term™). Affer the Initial Term, this
Agreement shall automatically renew unless one of the parties notifies the other of a
desire to terminate thirty days prior to the end of the Initial Term.

SERVICES & PRICING

A. Base Services. Van Valkenburgh shall provide to Client certain human resources
consulting and counseling services relating to employer/employee matters as follows:

1. Unlimited telephone and e-mail consultations with Lady Lake’s
management personnel regarding labor and employment issues unrelated to civil
actions in which Van Valkenburgh is representing Client. This shall also include
furnishing written or verbal legal opinions on said issues when requested to do so;

2. Prepare for and represent the Town in all unemployment compensation
telephonic hearings. If bearings are to be held in person, the Town will be billed
only for travel time at a discounted hourly rate of $150.00;

3. Review and respond to all pre-suit demands received from or on behalf of
employees and former employees threatening employment related claims;

4, Assist with the review and revision of employee handbooks, Police '
Department manuals and other personnel related policies and all newly created or
modified personnel related forms and job descriptions to insure compliance with
federal and Florida laws,

5. Review and revise personnel or employment related documents such as
disciplinary write-ups, termination letters and release and waiver agreements as
needed;

6. Periodic newsletters or e-mail updates on cutrent employment law matters
as are published by Van Valkenburgh,

The Base Services do not include services related to litigation in which Van Valkenburgh
has made an appearance or representation at internal ot exiernal hearings or grievances
with the exception of unemployment hearings as stated above.




TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 5, 2015

SUBJECT: Consideration of Approval to Host the Town’s Spring Art-in-the-Park Event on
January 31% and February 1%, 2015

DEPARTMENT: Parks & Recreation

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION: Approval to Host the Town’s Spring Art-in-the-Park
Event on January 31 and February 1%, 2015

SUMMARY: The Lady Lake Chamber of Commerce and the Parks and Recreation Department
are once again seeking permission to host an arts and crafts show at the Log Cabin/Veterans Park.
TNT Events Inc. will coordinaic the planning for the event while paying a percentage of the
proceeds to the Chamber. Vendors will begin setting up on January 30® around 4 p.m. The crafts
will be sold on the January 31% and February 1*. There will be a security trailer on site for both
evenings sponsored by T.N.T Events. As always, Parks and Recreation and the Police
Department will be assisting with this event.

FISCAL IMPACT: Estimated cost of salaries for employees and police estimated at $2,000.00.

| ] Capital Budget
[X] Operating
[ ] Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ | Ordinance | ]| Resolution [ ] Budget Resolution
{] Other [ ] SupportDocuments

DEPARTMENT HEAD 7%@ Submitted D=, =45 ~¢ Date > .,

HR Approved as to form Date

TINANCE DEPARTMED Approved as to Budget Requirements Date

TOWN MANAGER \" J Approved Agenda Item for: { - 9 A\ Date \ R -FO-\'t

COMMISSION ACTION:

[ 1 Approved as Recommended [ 1 Disapproved [ ] Tabled Indefinitely

[ 1 Continued to Date Certain { 1 Approved with Modification
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 5, 2015

SUBJECT: Consideration to utilize funds from the sale of surplus property to
assist with the purchase of one (1) additional unmarked police vehicle to more
closely maintain the PD vehicle rotation plan.

DEPARTMENT: POLICE

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION: Approval to use funds from the sale of

surplus property to assist with the purchase of one (1) additional unmarked police
vehicle to more closely maintain the PD vehicle rotation plan.

SUMMARY: The current five year PD vehicle rotation plan provides for the
purchase of four police vehicles and one specialty vehicle each year to maintain
the police fleet in a state of operational readiness and to ensure that all vehicles
are covered under an extended warranty to manage repair costs more
effectively. Due to an unforeseen circumstance this fiscal year, the vehicle
rotation replacement was reduced to two (2) fully equipped marked police
vehicles at a cost of $77,000. Subsequent to this FY budget approval, a more
pressing need to replace unmarked vehicles developed. The cost to replace,
and fully equip, two (2) unmarked vehicles is substantially less than for marked
units at $59,336, leaving an available remaining budgeted balance of $17,664.

On August 18, 2014, this Commission approved using Gideon Auctioneers for
the sale of surplus vehicles. Two auctions this fiscal year, (October 13" and
December 9, has yielded a $14,530 return to the General Fund.

The price point for a fully equipped, unmarked vehicle is $30,016. Given that
unmarked vehicles were purchased this year instead of marked units, the

‘budgeted $17,664 is still available in the police budget for use to maintain the
vehicle rotation plan as closely as possible.

The Police Department still has a pressing need to replace eight year old
vehicles which are out of warranty. | am requesting to use proceeds from the
last two auctions, not to exceed a total of $12,500, to enable the PD fo purchase
one additional unmarked vehicle to replace a full time detective’s 2007 Impala
this FY. This request is financially neutral to the PD approved budget.

FISCAL IMPACT: _$12,500 {not to exceed) X] Capita! Budget 001-2101-521-6420

[
[ ] Operating
[ 1 Other
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: Second/Final Reading - January 5, 2015

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 2014-11 — A Request for Voluntary Contraction
(Deannexation) of the Town Boundary by Deannexing 3.18 Acres
More or Less of Real Property, Generally Located South of Lake
Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place
(Alternate Key 1279160).

DEPARTMENT: Growth Management

RECOMMENDED MOTIONS:

Staff Recommends Approval of Ordinance 2014-11, a request for Voluntary Contraction
(Deannexation) of 3.18 Acres More or Less of Real Property, Generally Located South
of Lake Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place

SUMMARY

Applicants, Richard and Christine Stine, owners of property addressed as 224 Moore Place,
have filed a request to voluntarily deannex their property from the Town of Lady Lake, which
includes 3.18 £ acres of property. The nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake
Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is
44 miles, and from Lake Griffin Road via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. The
applicants have provided a letter of justification, dated November 20, 2014, outlining their
reasons for the request to deannex (see attached).

The Town annexed a portion of the subject property by Ordinance # 84-18-(120) on
December 3, 1984 and the remainder by Ordinance 90-28 on November 5, 1990. In 1990,
the previous owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one of the owners
was in poor health and was concerned about ambulance response. The property was sold to
the Stines in 2003 and they had requested at that time that the property be deannexed in
2004 because they were paying Town taxes; however, receiving no Town services. The
Town denied the request in 2004 in fear that they would be setting precedent for subsequent
deannexation requests; additionally, there were plans to extend water and sewer service as
this was expected to be an area of large growth for the Town of Lady Lake. Another concern
at the time they had made their prior request to deannex was that there would have to be a
referendum vote to deannex the property. It has since been determined by the Town
Attorney, Derek Schroth that no referendum vote is required as there is only one person in
the area instead of the 15% of qualified voters required to request that it go on a referendum.



This property fails to meet the following criteria of Florida Statute 171.043 and is therefore
eligible for municipal contraction. Reasons as to how the property fails to meet the standard
are noted in bold text:

2) Part or all of the area to be annexed must be developed for urban purposes. An area
developed for urban purposes is defined as any area which meets any one of the following
standards:

(@) It has a fotal resident population equal to at least two persons for each acre of land
included within its boundaries; The subject parcel has two residents and the property is
3.18 acres, this density does not achieve two persons per acre.

(b) It has a total resident population equal to at least one person for each acre of land
included within its boundaries and is subdivided into lots and tracts so that at least 60 percent
of the total number of lots and tracts are 1 acre or less in size; The subject property and the
adjacent properties are equal and in a majority of instances greater than, one acre in
size. _

(c) ltis so developed that at least 60 percent of the total number of lots and tracts in the
area at the time of annexation are used for urban purposes, and it is subdivided into lots and™
tracts so that at least 60 percent of the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the
time of annexation for nonresidential urban purposes, consists of lots and fracts 5 acres or
less in size. In accordance with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent
properties are not used intensively to qualify under this definition.

F.S. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,
commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmental purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelt areas.

(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may
include in the area to be annexed any area which does not meet the requirements of
subsection (2) if such area either:

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so
that the area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary
or cannot be served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines
through such sparsely developed area; There are no municipal services of water and
sewer lines to the east, unincorporated lands, of the property, nor are there areas
developed for urban purposes anticipated to be developed:

(b) Is adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external boundary, {0 any combination of the
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas developed for urban purposes as
defined in subsection (2). Urban purposes are not in existence along 60% of the external
boundary. There are no abutting adjacent propertles to the subject property; currently,
adjacency is only being met via a water body.

Regarding services provided to the Stine property, water and sewer is not currently serving
the property: should theése utilities ever be extended along Lake Griffin Road the lines would
not be within the 200 feet required by the Land Development Regulations to connect. Also,
the Stines are getting no police services from the Town as the Lady Lake officers do not
patrol near their property. Additionally, code enforcement officers have been confused in the
past, under the belief that the subject property was unincorporated. Upon evaluation of the
aforementioned facts and circumstances, staff is in agreement with the applicants that the
property exhibits characteristics that are consistent with unincorporated areas.



The Future Land Use and Zoning of the property and adjacent properties are as follows:

Future Land Use

Subject Property Lady Lake — Rural High Density
1 dwelling unit per acre
Future Land Use of Adjacent Properties

West Lady lLake — Single Family Low
Density, up to 3 du/acre
East Lake County — Urban Low
North Lake County — Urban Low
South Lake County -- Urban Low
Zoning

Subject Property | Agriculture Residential AG-1
Zoning of Adjacent Propetrties

West Lady Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)
East Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
North Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

At the November 17, 2014 Town Commission meeting, after discussion, if was the
consensus of the Commissioners that they would be in favor of this de-annexation.

On November 26, 2014, Town Attorney, Derek Schroth, approved Ordinance 2014-11 to form
as prepared.

The Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application for deannexation and
Ordinance 2014-11 via independent, there were no comments received. It was determined
that the application was complete and ready for transmittal to the P&Z Board.

At the December 8, 2014 meeting, the Planning and Zoning Board voted 5-0 to forward
Ordinance 2014-11 to the Town Commission with the recommendation of approval.

At the December 15, 2014 meeting, the Town Commission voted 5-0 fo approve Ordinance
2014-11 upon First Reading.

FISCAL IMPACT: $§ Tax revenue is $679.00 [ ] Capital Budget
[ ] Operating
[ ]Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ X] Ordinance [ ]Resolution [ ]Budget Resolution

[ 1Other-

[ 1Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office
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ORDINANCE NO. 2014-11

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN COMMISSION OF THE TOWN OF
LADY LAKE , FLORIDA, FOR THE VOLUNTARY CONTRACTION
(DEANNEXATION) OF THE TOWN BOUNDARY BY DEANNEXING
3.18 ACRES MORE OR LESS OF REAL PROPERTY, GENERALLY
LOCATED SOGUTH OF LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD AND EAST OF DULGAR
ROAD, MORE PARTICULARLY AND LEGALLY DESCRIBED IN
EXHIBIT A, ATTACHED HERETO AND FULLY INCORPORATED
HEREIN BY THIS REFERENCE; PROVIDING FOR REDEFINITION OF
TOWN BOUNDARY TO CONTRACT THE SUBJECT PROPERTY
FROM THE TOWN OF LADY LAKE; PROVIDING FOR REPEAIL OF
PRIOR INCONSISTENT ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS,
SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, provides the exclusive method of municipal
annexation or contraction in order to ensure sound urban development and efficient provision of
urban services; and

WHEREAS, Richard and Christine Stine, own property identified by Lake County Tax
Parcel TD Number: 06-18-24-039200022660 (approximately 3.18 acres), hereafter the “Subject
Property”, such property described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference, contiguous to the corporate limits of the Town of Lady Lake; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Lady Lake annexed the Subject Property by Ordinance No.
84-18-(120) on December 3, 1984 and also by Ordinance 90-28 on November 5, 1990; and

WHEREAS, the Town wishes to deannex the Subject Property as illustrated in Exhibit
A, consistent with Chapter 171.052, F.S. Criteria for Contraction of Municipal Boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is not developed for urban purposes; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property does not lie between the Town and an area to be
served by the Town water or sewer service; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is not adjacent on at least 60 percent of the combined
external boundaries to the municipal boundary and areas developed for urban purposes; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is better served by Lake County for zoning and land
development regulation; and

WHEREAS, the contraction of the Subject Property will not result in a portion of the
Town becoming noncontiguous with the rest of the municipality; and

Page 1 of 4



Ordinance No. 2014-11

WHEREAS, in the best interest of the public health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of
the Town of Lady Lake, the Town Commission of the Town of Lady Lake desires to contract the
Subject Property from the municipal boundaries of the Town of Lady Lake; and

WHEREAS, upon adoption of this Ordinance, the municipal boundary lines of the Town
of Lady Lake referenced in Town of Lady Lake Charter, Article II, Section 2.01, shall be
redefined to exclude the subject real property.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE TOWN COMMISSION OF THE TOWN OF LADY LAKE,
FLORIDA HEREBRY ORDAINS, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and are fully incorporated
herein by this reference.

Section 2. Contraction of Subject Properties. The Subject Property and adjacent as
illustrated in Exhibit A shall be and is hereby de-annexed from the Town of Lady Lake, Florida.
The Subject Property shall be excluded from the existing boundaries of the Town of Lady Lake,
Florida, from the effective date of this ordinance.

Section 3. Town Boundaries Redefined; Town of Lady Lake Charter Amended.
Pursuant to Section 166.031(3), Florida Statutes, and Section 171.091, Florida Statutes, the
Town of Lady Lake Charter is hereby amended to redefine the corporate boundaries of the Town
of Lady Lake to exclude the Subject Property described in Exhibit A of this Ordinance. The
Town Clerk shall file the revised Town of Lady Lake Charter, Article I, Section 2.01, with the
Department of State within thirty (30) days from the effective date of this Ordinance. The Town
Clerk shall also file this Ordinance with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Lake County, the
County Manager of Lake County, and the Department of State within seven (7) days of the
effective date.

Section 4. Repeal of Prior Tnconsistent Ordinances and Resoluations. All ordinances
and resolutions or parts of ordinances and resolutions in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to
the extent of the conflict.

Section 5. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, word or
provision of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of
competent jurisdiction, whether for substantive, procedural, or any other reason, such portion
shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect
the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.

Section 6. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon
adoption by the Town Commission of the Town of Lady Lake, Florida, and pursuant to the Town
Charter.

PASSED AND ORDAINED this day of , 2015, in the regular session of
the Town Commission of the Town of Lady Lake, Lake County, Florida, upon the Second/Final
Reading.
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Ordinance No. 2014-11

ATTEST:

Kiisten Kollgaard, Town Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Derek Schroth, Town Attorey

TOWN OF LADY LAKE, FLORIDA

Ruth Kussard, Mayor
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Ordinance No. 2014-11

EXHIBIT "A"
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Section 16, Township 18 South, Range 24 East

BEG AT SE COR OF W 1/2 OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4, RUN N 00DEG 03MIN W 282 FT, S 73DEG
28MIN 46SEC W TO W LINE OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 & PT A, RETURN TO POB, RUN W ALONG
SAID S LINE OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 TO E LINE OF W 1/4 OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4, S 50 FT, WTO W
LINE OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4, NTO PT A ORB 2324 PG 2050

NS
RDINANCE 2014-11
DEANNEXATION - STINE PROPERTY

il

Page 4 of 4



ORDINANCE 2014-11 |
DEANNEXATION - STINE PROPERTY
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PROPERTY IS +/- 3,500 FEET (0.66 MILES) FROM NEAREST TOWN RESIDENCE ON SOUTH SIDE OF LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD VIA THE ROADWAY - RED DOT
PROPERTY IS +/- 2,300 FEET (0.44 MILES) FROM NEAREST TOWN RESIDENCE ON NORTH SIDE OF LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD VIA THE ROADWAY - GREEN DOT
THE HOME IS +/- 1,320 FEET (0.25 MILES) FROM LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD VIA DULGAR ROAD AND MOORE vr>nm (DRIVEWAY) - BLUE DOT
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November 20, 2014

The Town of Lady Lake
Atin: Kristen Kollaard, CMC

The following are reasons for our request for de-annexation from the Town of Lady
Lake: '

FOR THE PAST 11 YEARS WE HAVE PAID TAXES TO THE TOWN OF LADY LAKE
WITHOUT RECEIVING THE SERVICES THAT OTHER TOWN RESIDENTS RECEIVE.

A DISCUSSION COULD BE MADE THAT THE ORIGINAL ANNEXATION INTO THE TOWN OF
LADY LAKE WAS FAULTY. A REAL ESTATE LAWYER SAID OUR PROPERTY IS NOT

CONTIGUOUS WITH ANY OTHER TOWN PROPERTY.
PROPERTY LINE AT LAKE RUNS PARALLEL, NOT PIE SHAPED. HE CALLED ITAFLAG

POLE ANNEXATION. OTHERS CALL IT A SATELLITE ANNEXATION.

WE ALWAYS FELT WE WERE ISOLATED FROM LADY LAKE. WE ARE SURROUNDED BY
- COUNTY PROPERTIES.

OUR LOCATION IS 3/4 OF A MILE BEYOND THE TOWN LIMITS ON LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD.
WE ARE BEYOND THE PATROL LIMITS FOR LADY LAKE POLICE. IN 11 YEARS WE HAVE
NEVER SEEN ALADY LAKE POLICE PATROL NEAR OUR ROAD.

WE PROVIDE OUR OWN WATER AND SEWAGE DISPOSAL.

OUR UNDERSTANDING IS THAT LADY LAKE HAS NO PLANS TO EXTEND WATER/
SEWAGE LINE IN OUR DIRECTION. OUR RESIDENCE IS 1,275 FEET FROM THE
INTERSECTION OF LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD AND MOORE PLACE.

TRASH PICK-UP: EXTENSIVE DAMAGE TO OUR CONCRETE AND ASPHALT DRIVE. WE
MOVED THE PICK UP AWAY FROM THE HOUSE BUT THEN WE HAD DAMAGE TO LIVE
OAK TREES FROM THE TRUCK BACKING UP. WE RESOLVED THE PROBLEM BY
PERSONALLY TRANSPORTING OUR TRASH 1/4 MILE TO LAKE GRIFFIN ROAD FOR PICK
UP. THE COUNTY HAS BEEN PICKING UP OUR TRASH SINCE 2004.

REQUESTS FOR LADY LAKE ANIMAL CONTROL SERVICE WAS CHALLENGED, (WILD PIG
DIGGING UP BACK YARD). WE WERE TOLD WE ARE NOT IN CITY LIMITS AND SHOULD

CALL THE COUNTY.

Richard and Christine Stine
224 Moore Place

Lady Lake, FL 32159



10.

11.

12,

13.

"Owner's Name:

- TOWN OF LADY LAKE
~ANNEXATION APPLICATION
A aniesTL

Alternate Key Number 1279160

_Richard & Christine Stine ~©

Mailing Address: 224 Moore Place Lady Lake, FL 32159

Email Address:

(352) 753-2909

Telephoﬁe #
Applicant’s Name: Richard & Christine Stine

: Maiiing Address: : 224 Mocre Place Lady Lake, FL 32159
_Email_Address: _ _ .

Telephone#: (37532000
Applicant is: Owner _X Agent___ Purchaser ___ Lessee __ Optionee -
Property Address/Location: __See attached Property Record Card. - - -

‘ L '  Desuneses . REIRTRIE T
Legal Description of Property to be.arrexed: . _See attached Property Record Card

The propérty is located in the vicinity of the following streets: - -

Lake Griffin Road and Dulgar Road/Moore Place

Area of the property: Square feet 3.18 Acres

Utifities: Central Water Central Sewer Well_ X Septic Tank_ X
- N/A

Existing County zoning of property:

Requested zoning of property: . _ Lake County TBD

Number, square footage and 'prés,ent use df'the'existih'g structures on the property:
Three Structures - Shed, Home, and Detached Garage (See PRC for SgFt)

Proposed use of the property: ) Residential

Has any land use application been filed within the last year in connection with this
property? _ Yes X No. If yes, briefly describe the nature of the request and

the date this was done:




14. Attach a list of the owner's names and mailing addresses for all property lying within
a one hundred fifty (150) foot radius surroundmg the property legally described in this

application.

| certify that the statements in this application are true to the best of my knowledge

Seo. Arrdae (T3

Signature of Applicant

PLEASE SUBMIT THE APPLICATION, ACCOMPANIED BY THE APPROPRIATE REVIEW FEES AND EIGHT (8)
COPIES OF ALL APPLICABLE INFORMATION DOCUMENTATION AS REQUIRED BY THE LADY LAKE LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS, ADOPTED AUGUST 15, 1994 TQ THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT.
ADDITIONAL COPIES OF APPLICATION AND PLANS WILL BE REQUIRED PRIOR TO CONSIDERATICN AT THE

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AND TOWN COMMISSION MEETINGS.

NOTE

All applications shall be signed by the owner of the property, or some
person duly authorized by the owner to sign. This authority authorlzmg a

person other than the owner to sign must be attached.




APPLICANT'S AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

. Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared P\,lChQ j\& _
3\4 N& » who being by me first duly swom on oath, deposes and
says: : : . :

(D That he affirms and certifies that he understands and will comply with all
ordinances, regulations, and provisions  of the Town of Lady Lake,
Florida, and that all statements and dlagrams submitted herewith are true
and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief, and further, that this
application and attachments shall become part of the Official Records of
the Town of Lady Lake, Florida, and are not returnable.

(2) That the submittal requirements for the application have been completed
' and attached hereto as part of this application. :

C DeAunTd Ticr| _ .
3 That the apphcant desires -Asnexation with a _ =~ zoning
- classification to allow:

€)) That the mgn cards will be posted two (2) weeks prior to the Planning and
Zoning Board hearing and will remain posted unti! final determination by
the Town Commission after which time the sign cards are to be removed.

(5) That the applicant aclmowledges the obligation to enter into an agreement
acceptable to the Town for the extension of municipal water and sewer
services as a condition of the annexation.

REANIASy -

1ant (Applicant’s Swnature)

The foregoing mstrument\was acknowledged ‘before me this Siday of Q{Cﬁ?’lm

by Kt ; who is personally known to me or who has produced
as identification and who did (did not) take an oath.

R .
(i oLy

5 NOTARY PUBLIC

Expires 8/9/2018




OWNER’S AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared Q_{d’md %i’l 0S|
who being by me first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says:

(1) That he is the fee- snnple owner of the property legally descnbed on page one

- of this apphcatlon

W%’?ﬁm
(2) That he desires approval for _anhexatton  with zoning
classification to allow
(3) That he has appointed - ' B to act as agent in

his behalf to accomplish the above.  The Owner is required to complete the
APPLICANT’S AFFIDAVIT of this apphcation 1f no agent is appomted to act

in his stead.
Q 9( ﬁLeD R s
Affiant (Owner S S1gnature)
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ;Z day of Q@ﬁ Q?@
20 _LL_{” by Mm ﬂf, , who is personally known to me or who has
prod/ucad/ﬁl/ﬁ[- ' as 1dent1ﬁcat10n and who did (did not) take an oath.

Notary Publlc

All applications shall be signed by the owner of thé property, or some
person duly authorized by the owner to sign. This authority authorizing a
person other than the owner to sign must be attached.




LADY LAKE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE

Ch. 14, App. B
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Kris Kollgaard

From: Derek Schroth [dschroth@bowenschroth.com)
Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 4:33 PM

To: Kris Kollgaard

Subject: ' Dennannexation

Good Afternoon Kris:

Below is the statute. Essentially, the owners need to request the annexation through a “petition.” The Town then has to
determine whether to propose an ordinance deannexing. Based on what you told me, | think the owners meet the -
criteria under Sectfon 171.043 Florida Statutes. However, staff will need to do a report under 171.051 {2). Thank you.

Derek

171.051 Contracticn procedures,—Any municipality may initiate the contraction of municipal boundaries in the
following manner: ' -

(1} The governing body shall by ordinance propose the contraction of municipal boundaries, as described in the -
ordinance, and provide an effective date for the contraction.

{2) A petition of 15 percent of the qualified voters in an area desiring to be excluded from the municipal boundaries,
filed with the clerk of the municipal governing body, may propose such an ordinance. The municipality to which such

petition is directed shall immediately undertake a study of the feasibility of such proposal and shall, within 6 months,

either initiate proceedings under subsection (1} or reject the petition, specifically stating the facts upon which the

rejection is based.

(3) After introduction, the contraction ordinance shall be noticed at least once per week for 2 consecutive weeks in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality, such notice to describe the area to be excluded. Such description
shall inciude a statement of findings to show that the area to be excluded fails to meet the criteria of s. 171.043, set the
time and place of the meeting at which the ordinance will be considered, and advise that all parties affected may be

heard.

(4) If, at the meeting held for such purpose, a petition is filed and signed by at least 15 percent of the qualified voters
resident in the area proposed for contraction requesting a referendum on the question, the governing body shall, upon
verification, paid for by the municipality, of the sufficiency of the petition, and before passing such ordinance, submit
the guestion of contraction to a vote of the qualified voters of the area proposed for contraction, or the governing body

may vote not to contract the municipal boundaries,

(5) The governing body may also call for a referendum on the question of contraction on its own volition and in the
absence of a petition requesting a referendum. = ' : ' ‘

{6} The referendum, if required, shall be held at the next regularly scheduled election, or, if approved by a majority of
the municipal governing body, at a special election held prior to such election, but no sooner than 30 days after
verification of the petition or passage of the resolution or ordinance calling for the referendum.

(7) The municipal governing body shall establish the date of election and publish notice of the referendum élection at

least once a week for the 2 consecutive weeks immediately prior to the election in a newspaper of general circulation in
the area proposed to be excluded or in the municipality. Such notice shall give the time and places for the election and a
general description of the area to be excluded, which shall be in the form of a map clearly showing the area proposed to

be excluded.



[ :

(8) Ballots or mechanical voting devices shall offer the choices “For deannexation” and “Against deannexation,” in that
order. L

(3) A majority vote “For deannexation” shall cause the area proposed for exclusion to be so excluded upon the
effective date set in the contraction ordinance.

{10) A majority vote “Against deannexation” shall prevent any part of the area proposed for exclusion from being the
subject of a contraction ordinance for a period of 2 years from the date of the referendum election.

History.—s. 1, ch. 74-190; s. 17, ch. 90-279.

171.052 Criteria for contraction of municipal béundaries.—

(1) Only those areas which do not meet the criteria for annexation in s. 171.043 may be proposed for exclusion by
municipal governing bodies. If the area proposed to be excluded does not meet the criteria of s. 171.043, but such
exclusion would result in a portion of the munICtpallty becoming noncontiguous with the rest of the municipality, then
such exclusion shall not be allowed.

(2) The ordinance shall make provision for apportionment of any prior existing debt and property.
History.—s. 1, ch. 74-190.
Sincerely,

DEREK A. SCHROTH

BOWEN & SCHROTH, P.A.

600 lennings Ave.

Fustis, Florida 32726

Telephone: (352) 589-1414
Facsimile: (352) 585-1726

Florida Bar No. 0352070

Web Site: www.bowenschroth.com

Florida Bar Board Certified in City, County and Local Government Law.

This email may contain privileged and confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, any review,
dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message. IF THIS
COMMUNICATION PERTAINS TO SETTLEMENT OF ANY DISPUTE, IT 1S A CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT STATEMENT,
INADMISSIBLE IN COURT.

Please note if this communication pertams to the City of Eustis or the Town of Lady Lake and its operations: Under Florida
law (Florida Statute 668.6076) e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in
response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in

writing.



Kris Kollgaard

From: : Derek Schroth [dschroth@bowenschroth.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:38 PM
To: Kris Kollgaard

Subject: RE: Dennannexation

Good Afternoon Kris:

A referendum is not required unless there is a petition for a referendum filed by 15 of the voters effected. See AGD
2004-24: http://www.myfloridalegal.com/ago.nsf/Opinions/9B858EC27DICAE7585256E890052B23E

Only those voters in area to be deannexed have to sign the petition to deannex.

Sincerely,

DEREK A. SCHROTH

BOWEN & SCHROTH, P.A.

600 Jennings Ave.

Eustis, Florida 32726

Telephone: {352} 589-1414
Facsimile: {352) 589-1726

Florida Bar No. 0352070

Web Site: www, bowenschroth com

From: Kris Kollgaard [mailto:kkollgaard@ladylake.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:26 PM '

To: Derek Schroth
Subject: RE: Dennannexation
Importance: High

Hi Derek,

Just a couple f quest;ons on this. At the 2004 meetmg Lesile sta{ed that the Town would have to put the deannexation
on a referendum and take it to the voters {see page § 2™ paragraph of the attached minutes). In looking at the statute
171.051{6} it states The referendum, if required.... My question is would we have to have a referendum on this?

Also [ have aitached a map and Ijus; want to check to see if s;gnatures for the petrtxon would have to be obtained from
the homes along the southwest 51de of the Lake Hermosa, since they are quahﬂeci voters of the Town.

Thanks Derek

Kristen Koligaard

Town Manager/Town Clerk
Town of Lady Lake

409 Fennell Blvd.

Lady Lake F1. 32159

PIT: (352) 751-1545

FAX: (352} 751-1510
kkollgaardiladvlake.org
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i
Effective Oct 7, 2013 the Town Hali hours of operation will be Mon - Thurs, 7:30am - 6:00 pm

Please Note: Under Florida law (Fla. Stat. 668.6076 - effec. 07-01-06), o-mail addresses are public records, H you do not want your
e-mail address released in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entpty Instead, contact this office

by phone or i writing.

From: Derek Schroth [mailto:dschroth@bowenschroth.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Kris Kollgaard -
Subject: Dennannexation

Good Afternoon Kris:

Below is the statute. Essentially, the owners need to request the annexation through a “petition.” The Town then has to
determine whether to propose an ordinance deannexing. Based on what you told me, | think the owners meet the
criteria under Section 171.043 Florida Statutes. However, staff will need to do a report under 171.051 (2). Thank you.

Derek

171.051 Contraction procedures.—Any municipality may initiate the contraction of municipal boundarres inthe

following manner:
{1) The governing body shall by ordinance propose the contraction of municipal boundaries, as descnbed in the

ordinance, and provide an effective date for the contraction.

{2} A petition of 15 percent of the qualified voters in an area desiring to be excluded from the municipal boundaries,
filed with the clerk of the municipal governing body, may propose such an ordinance. The municipality to which such
petition is directed shall immediately undertake a study of the feasibility of such proposal and shall, within 6 months,
either initiate proceedings under subsection (1) or reject the petition, specifically stating the facts upon which the
rejection is based. '

(3) After introduction, the contraction ordinance shall be noticed at least once per week for 2 consecutive weeks in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality, such notice to describe the area to be excluded. Such description
shall include a statement of findings to show that the area to be excluded fails to meet the criteria of s. 171.043, set the
time and place of the meeting at which the ordinance will be considered, and advise that all parties affected may he

heard.

(4) If, at the meeting held for such purpose, a petition is filed and signed by at least 15 percent of the qualified voters
resident in the area proposed for contraction requesting a réferendum on the question, the governing body shall, upon
verification, paid for by the muhicipa[ity, of the sufﬁciency of the petition, and before passing such ordinance, submit
the guestion of contraction to a vote of the qualified voters of the area proposed for contraction, or the governing body
may vote not to contract the municipal boundaries.

(5) The governing body may alsc call for a referendum on the guestion of contraction on its own volition and in the
absence of a petition requesting a referendum.

(6) The referendum, if required, shall be held at the next regularly scheduled election, or, if approved by a majority of
the municipal governing bedy, at a special election held prior to such election, hut no sconer than 30 days after
verification of the petition or passage of the resolution or ordinance calling for the referendum.



§

(7} The municipal governing body shall establish the date of election and publish notice of the referendum election at

least once a week for the 2 consecutive weeks immediately prior to the election in a newspaper of general circulation in
the area proposed.to be excluded or in the municipality. Such. notice shall give the time and places forthe electionand a
general descrlption of the area to be excluded whlch shall be in the form of a map cIearEy showmg the area proposed to

be exc!uded

(8) Ballotsor mecha '_I_'\.f'o_t"'i_n_g-_devfte_s shall o_f-fe’r'thei_C_hoiceé'f"f’For{'dea}nnEXat'i‘on"f and _”A'gai,nst deénnexation,’.’ in that

order. ...

{9} A majonty vote ”For deannexatron” shall cause the area proposed for exclusron to be S0 excluded upon the -
effective date set in the contraction ordinance.

(10) A majonty vote ”Agamst deannexation” shall prevent any part of the area proposed for exclusion from being the
sutbject of a contraction ordinance for a period of 2 years from the date of the referendum election.

History.—s. 1, ch. 74-190; s. 17, ch. 90-279.

171.052 Criteria for contraction of municipal boundaries.—
(1) Only those areas which do not meet the criteria for annexation in s. 171.043 may be proposed for exclusion by

municipal governing bodies. If the area proposed to be excluded does not meet the criteria of 5. 171.043, but such
exclusion would result in a portion of the municipality becoming noncontiguous with the rest of the municipality, then

such exclusion shall not be allowed.

(2} The ordinance shall make prowsmn for apportionment of any prlor ex:stlng debt and property.
History.—s. 1, ch. 74-150.

Sincerely,

DEREK A. SCHROTH

BOWEN & SCHROTH, P.A.

600 Jennings Ave.

Eustis, Florida 32726

Telephone: (352) 589-1414
Facsimile: {(352) 589-1726

Flarida Bar No. 0352070

Web Site: www.bowenschroth.com

Flonda Barr Board Certified in City, County and Local Government Law.

This email may contain privileged and confidential information. If you are not the mtended recuplent any review,
dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message. iF THIS
COMMUNICATION PERTAINS TO SETTLEMENT OF ANY DISPUTE, IT IS A CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT STATEMENT,
INADMISSIBLE IN COURT.

Please note if this communication pertains to the City of Eustis or the Town of Lady Loke and its operotfons Under Florida

law (Florida Statute 668.6076) e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in
3



Advisory Legal Opinion - Anne “ion/contraction, additional requirémeg | ‘Page 1 of 5

Advisory Legal Opinion - AGO 2004-24

& Print Version
Number: AGO 2004-24 - o
Date: April 30, 2004
Subject: Annexation/contraction, additional requirements

Mr. Charles J. Cino

Flagler Beach City Attorney
Post Office Box 70

Flagler Beach, Florida 32136

RE: MUNICIPALITIES—BOUNDARIES-ANNEXATION-CONTRACTION-REFERENDUM
—authority of municipality to impose additional requirements for
annexation of municipal boundaries; authority to call referendum on
issue of contraction. ss. 171.044, 171.051, Ch. 171, Fla. Stat,

Dear Mr. Cino:

On behalf of the Flagler Beach City Commission, you ask substantially
the following questions:

1. May a municipality by city charter amend the procedures for annexing
property prescribed by Chapter 171, Florida Statutes?

2. When may the city commission, on its own volition, call for a
referendum on the question of contractien?

Question One

Article VIII, section 2({c), Florida Constitution, provides in pertinent
part that "[m]unicipal annexation of unincorporated territory . . . and
exercise of extra-territorial powers by municipalities shall be as
provided by general or special law." Thus any annexation must be
effected either directly by the lLegislature by special law or by.a
municipality in accordance with the authorization and procedures
provided by a general law.[l] Section 166.021, Florida Statutes,
reflects this mandate. The statute in subsection (3) (a} sets forth the
home rule powers of municipalities and recognizes the authority of
municipalities to enact legislation on any subject matter upon which the
Legislature may act except "[t]lhe subjects of annexation, merger, and
exercise of extraterritorial power, which require general or special law
pursuant to s. 2(c), Art. VIII of the State Constitution.” {(e.s.)

httn-/Awww. mviloridalegsal com/acn _,nqF/()niniQ_ps_/_QRRﬁgF(‘.’)7D9F4_F_7§RR’)‘.EFRQ(‘:O%’)R 11Aamnma




Ad\}isory Legal Opinion - Anne  “ion/contraction, additional requireme; Page 2 of 5

The provisions of general law governing municipal annexation are set
forth in Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, the Municipal Annexation or
Contraction Act, which was enacted "to set forth procedures for
adjusting the boundaries of municipalities through annexations or
contractions of corporate limits and to set forth criteria for
determining when annexations or contractions may take place so as to

[e]lstablish uniform legislative standards throughout the state for the
adjustment of municipal boundaries."[2] To accomplish this purpose, the
act provides general law standards and procedures for adjusting the
boundaries of Florida municipalities ‘and acts as a preemptlon to the
state regardlng leglslatlon in this area. [3]

The courts and this office‘have stated 'that ‘the ‘power to extend
municipal boundaries must be exercised in strict accordance with the
statutes conferring such authority. For example,” in SCA Services of .
Florida, Inc. v. City of Tallahassee[4] the court construed sections’
171.021 and 171.022, Florida Statutes, in concluding that "it is
apparent that the legislature intended to provide a clearly defined and
exclusive method by which an annexatlon could be accompllshed " {e.s.)

In Attorney General Oplnlon 77-133. this office stated that a
municipality is precluded,  absent express general or special law -
authorization, from enacting any annexation procedures contrary to .
Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, regardless of whether such procedures
would be less stringént or more stringent than those provided -in Chapter
171. Subsequently in Attorney General-81-22 this office’ conclizded that
the municipality could annex unincorporated property’only in accordance
with the procedures provided in Chapter 171. Thus, this office stated
that a eity charter could not require an ordinance providing for the
voluntary annexation of property to be submitted to a referendum on such
annexation when section 171.044, Florida Statutes, providing fer
voluntary annexations, does not require such an approving referendum. 5]

In light of the above, I am of the opinion that a municipality may not
by city charter amend the procedures for annexing property prescribed by
Chapter 171, Florida Statutes. Thus, a municipality may not require an
ordinance providing for a voluntary annexation to be submitted for
referendum when the statute providing for voluntary annexation does not
provide for such a referendum. {6]

Question Two

As discussed in Question One, Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, was enacted
"to set forth procedures for adjusting the boundaries of municipalities
through annexations or contractions of corporate limits and to set forth
criteria for determining when annexations or contractions may take place
so as to: . . . [elstablish uniform legislative standards throughout the
state for the édjustment of municipal boundaries.'[7] The act provides
general law standards and procedures for adjusting the boundaries of
Florida municipalities and acts as a preemption to the state of such
legislation. Pursuant to the act, only those areas that do not meet the

IOTY O~ OT I AITT Yy A r ™ AN T = e ST OO S N T
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Adx_risory Legal Opinion - Anne  ‘on/contraction, additional requiremet “Page3 of 5

criteria for annexation set forth in section 171.043, Florida Statutes,
may be proposed for exclusion by municipal governing bodies.[8]

The procedures for contracting municipal boundaries are set forth.in
section 171.051, Florida Statutes. Pursuant to the statute, the
governing body of a municipality may propose a contraction of the city's
boundaries by ordinance and provide an effective date for the
contraction.[9] A method is also established for qualified voters in the
area desiring to be excluded from the municipality to initiate a-
petition for contraction.[10].- A contraction ordinance must be published
after its introduction to provide notice to interested persons. The
notice must describe the area to be excluded and must appear in =2
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality at least once per
week for two consecutive weeks. The description included in the notice
must include a statement of findings to show that the area to be .
excluded fails to meet the criteria of section 171.043, Florida
Statutes. In addition, the notice must include the time and place of the
meeting at which the contraction ordinance will be considered and advise
all parties affected that they may be heard. [11]

Section 171.051(4), Florida Statutes, provides certain procedures to be
utilized at a meeting held for the purpose of considering a contraction
ordinance. Under that section, if.a petition is filed and signed by at.
least 15 percent of' the qualified voters residing in the area proposed
for contraction requesting a referendum on the question, the governing
body of the city shall, upon verification of the sufficiency of the
petition, and before passing such an ordinance, submit the gquestion of
contraction to a vote of the qualified voters of the area proposed for
contraction. Subsection (5) of the statute provides that the governing
body "may also call for a referendum on the guestion of contraction on
its own volition and in the absence of ‘a petition requesting a
referendum.”

Section 171.051%1, Floridé'Statutes, therefore, prescribes the procedures
to be utilized in contracting a municipality's boundaries. It ‘provides
for the governing body of the municipality to directly propose an
ordinance providing for contraction or to do so in response to a
petition filed by 15 percent of the voters in-the area desiring to be
excluded. After notice of the proposed ordinance -is published, the
statute requires that a hearing on the proposed ordinance. be held, at
which time a petition may be filed by voters within the area to be
contracted requesting a referendum on the issue. In the absence of such
a petition being filed, the governing body of the municipality may, on
its own volition, decide to call a referendum on the issue.

Thus, the statute contemplates that the governing body, after a proposed
ordinance has been noticed and a hearing conducted without the affected
voters petitioning for a referendum, may on its own veolition heold a
referendum on the issue of contraction.

Sincerely,

httn-/famanar myflaridalecal rnm faon n c'F/nh{n;_nﬂ </ORRIQLECITNNOTALT K874 AL Q Oﬂﬂ“:’ﬂ)}‘lu L ._.1 1 _/ 1_ N ]7/717 L
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Charlie Crist
‘Attorney General

cc/tiw

[1]1 But see Art. VIII, s. 11(1)(c), (5) and (6), Fla. Const., giving
Dade County jurisdiction over its municipal annexations.

[2] Section 171.021(2), Fla. Stat.

[3] See s. 171.022(2), Fla. Stat., stating that the provisions of any
special act or municipal charter relating to the adjusting of municipal
boundaries in effect on October 1, 1974 (the effective date of Ch. 171,
Fla. Stat}, are repealed except as provided in Ch. 171. And see s.
171.0413(4);.Fla}~3tat.; declaring the annexation procedure set forth in
s. 171.0413 to be a uniform method for the adoption of an ordinance of
annexatien by the governing body of any municipality "[e]xcept as
otherwise provided in this law." This office has construed the foregoing
proviso as referring tc s. 171.044, Fla. Stat., which provides for an
alternative procedure for voluntary annexation without a reférendum. See
Op- Att'y Gen. Fla. 81-22 (1981), and Capella v. City of Gainesville,
377 So. 2d 658 (Fla.1979), and s. 171.0413(4), Fla. Stat,, which repeals
all existing provisions of special laws which establish municipal
annexation procedures except that any provisions of special laws which
prohibit annexation of territory that is separated from the annexing
municipality by a beody of water or watercourse shall not be repealed.

[4] 418 So. 2d 1148, 1150 (Fla. 1st DCA 1982). And see McGeary v. Dads
County, 342 So. 2d 548 (Fla. 3d DCA 1977).

[5] Compare s. 171.0413(2), Fla. Stat., providing for involuntary
annexations and requiring that following final adoption of the ordinance
of annexation by the governing body of the annexing municipality, the
ordinance shall be submitted to a vote of the registered voters of the
area to be annexed. The governing body of the annexing municipality may
alsc choose to submit the ordinance of annexation to a separate vote of
the registered electors of the annexing municipality.

[6] As noted supra, s. 177.044, Fla. Stat., providing for voluntary
annexation does not require an approving referendum. The provisions of
s. 177.044(4), Fla. Stat., are supplemental to any other procedures
provided by general or special law except that the section does not
apply to municipalities in counties with charters which provide an
exclusive method of municipal annexation. Flagler County, however, is
not a charter county and you have not advised this office of any special
law relatirg to Flagler Beach addressing annexation.

[7} Section 171.021, Fla. Stat. And see s. 171.022(1), Fla. Stat.,

stating that "[i]t is further the purpose of this act to provide viable
and usable general law standards and procedures for adjusting the
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boundaries of municipalities in this state.”

[8] Section 171.052(1), Fla. Stat. And see 5.171.043, Fla. Stat.,
prescribing the character of property to be annexed and requiring such
things as contiguity to the municipality’'s boundaries, compactness, and
that part or all of the area be developed for urban purposes. Thus,
property which fits the requirements of s. 171.043 may not be excluded
from a municipality. ' ‘

[9] Section 171.051(1), Fla. Stat. And see s. 171.031(2), Fla. Stat.,
defining "Contraction" as "the reversion of real property within
municipal boundaries to an unincorporated status.”

[10] Sectionm 171.051(2), Fla. Stat., provides that a petition of 15
percent of the qualified voters in an area desiring to be excluded from
the municipal boundaries, filed with the municipal clerk, may propose
such an ordinance. ‘The municipality is required to immediately undertake
a feasibility study of the proposal and within 6 months either initiate
proceedings under section 171.051(1) or reject the petition,- spec1fy1ng
the reasons for such rejection.

[11] Section 171.051(3), Fla. Stat.

Florida Toll Free Numbers:
- Fraud Hotline 1-866-966-7226

- Lemon Law 1-800-321-5366
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Mumicipal Complex, 409 Fennell Boulevard, Lady Lake, Florida 32159 USA

352-751-1500 FAX 352-751-1510 www.ladylake.org

Noverber 24, 2014

RE: Deannexation Ordinance 2014-11 — Stine Property — 224 Moore Place

Dear Property Owner:

This is to notify you that applications have been filed with the Town of Lady Lake, by
Richard and Christine Stine, to de-annex property located on Moore Place, approximately
750 feet south of the intersection of Lake Griffin Road. The de-annexation application
involves 3.18 +/- acres of property from incorporated Town of Lady Lake back into
unincorporated Lake County. The property is an occupied residence at the present time,
and is eligible for de-annexation as it is consistent with the criteria as per Flonda Statute

Chapter 171.052.
Public hearing dates on the petition are scheduled as follows:

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD - Monday, December 8, 2014 at 5:30 p.m.
TOWN COMMISSION MEETING - Monday, December 15, 2014 at 6:00 p.m.
TOWN COMMISSION MEETING- 1_\_/_[01_:_Lday, J anuary 5, 2015 at 6:00 p.m.

You are invited to attend these public hearings to be held in the Town Hall Commission
Chambers, 409 Fennell Boulevard, Lady Lake, Florida. The petitions may be inspected at Town
Hall during regular business hours (7:30 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday - Thursday) in the Growth
Management Department. Any person wishing to appeal a decision of this public body should
ensure themselves that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made. If you have any questions
regarding this matter, please call me at (352) 751-1521 or via email at tearroll@ladylake.org.

Sincerely, ,
_ \
Thad Carroll, AICP A

Growth Management Director
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FULLER SUSAN LUCILLE
39305 MEYERS RD
LADY LAKE.FL 32159

LAPALME FRANCOISE & JACQUES
6128 SW3STHCT
MIRAMAR_FI. 33023

ST CLARE MERVYN L & CHERRY
39215 MEYERS RD
LADY LAKE,FL 32159

STATE OF FLORIDA
3900 COMMONWEALTH BLVD
TALLAHASSEE FI. 32399

BURTON JOHN E & PEGGY A
156 E HERMOQOSA ST
LADY LAKE, FL 32159

150" Property Owners List
BEVILL HUBERT G TRUSTEE
PO BOX 423
LADY LAKE,FL 32158

SCHUMACHER EARL W & ANN
2444 LAKE GRIFFIN RD
LADY LAKEFIL 32159

HANSON THOMAS C JR TRUSTEE
POBOX 1057
LADY LAKE,FI. 32158

SLIGH GARY L & JULIE 8
267 ELADY LAKE BLVD
LADY LAKE, FL 32159

STINE RICHARD & CHRISTINE
224 MOORE PL.
LADY LAKEFL 32159

DULGAR MARILYN LEE TRUSTEE
P OBOX 507
LADY LLAKE,FL 32158

STATE OF FLORIDA
3900 COMMONWEAILTH BLVD
TALLAHASSEEFL 32399

KEY MELODY T
403 CAMBIO CT
LADY LAKE, FL 32159
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Commission Meeting
November 17, 2014
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‘ @:““\‘i’ ‘operty Located at 224 Moore
Place (Kris Koligaard) . ““*‘*1%“?;\

9. -Discussion Regarding -De-Annexatlon Request for. 1hi

Town Manager Kris Kollgaard reported ; }cl@rd and Chns?ﬁneaStme property owners of 224
Moore Place; have spoken with staff- regard % Qéé}bﬂlty of%“éjannemg their property from
the Town of Lady Lake. Mr. Carroll passe&:iout g«tﬁe locatlon of the property in

relation to the Town limits.  ~ %{\

property requested te™ SE because oneaof the owners was in poor health and was
concerned about ambulanc The Tom“@ﬁ‘ exed the property in 1990 using the only
contiguous prop fermy %:She stated that the property was sold to the Stmes

The Town denied the request in 2004 because they
i, and there were plans to extend water and sewer plants

at staff”;recently met with the Stines at their property.. She reviewed the map;
stating the nearest To Sidence on the south side via Lake Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the
nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is .44 miles, and from Lake Grrfﬁn Road via

Dulgar Road and via Mbore Place is .25 rmles

Ms. Koligaard stated

Ms. Kollgaard stated she has spoken with the Town Attorney and no referendium vote is required as

‘there is only one person in the area instead of the 15% of qualified voters required to request that it

go on a referendum. She stated the Stines would have to fill out an application and the Town would
have to go through the ordinance process with the Planning and Zoning Board reviewing it and two
public hearings and an advertisement. Two properties across the lake would have to be noticed.

Ms. Kollgaard stated that water and sewer would not be an issue because the Stines would still not
be within the 200 feet required by the LDRs to connect even if the Town expanded out there. She
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Commission Meeting
November 17, 2014

stated they are getting no services from the Town and Lady Lake officers do not patrol there, also
they would respond if they were called. Ms. Kollgaard stated that even code enforcement officers
have been confused in the past, thinking this is county property. She stated she 1s not normally in
favor of de-annexation, but because this property is so far out, she is in this case. She stated she
would like to get the Commission’s consensus on whether they would like to move forward with
this prior to the Stines starting the whole ordinance process. Ms. Kollgaard stated the Stines are
present tonight if there are any questions.

Commissioner Hannan asked what this de-annexation would cost the Town,

Ms. Kollgaard réplied that the Town would lose the tax revenue twhich 18:8679.00 for this year, and
the charge for the advertisement for the ordinance would be passed 0@%%%%%@65.

- U \‘v:‘_‘\_‘
After discussion, it was the consensus of the Commissioners that-the; ";"fwuld be in favor of this de-
e L
' . T =N
annexahon. o ! \\&\\“\%
O MAYOR/COMMISSIONER?S REPORT: & T i

i

Any invocation that may be offered before the official start of the Commission meeting shall be the voluntary offering of a private citizen, to and for
the benefit of the Commission. The views or beliefs expressed by the invocation speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by the
Commission, and the Commission is not allowed by law to endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, oF any other speatker.

5 This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of cOncern oF COmmERIs. Tt is not limited to items on the agenda and it is open
to any concern or comments that the public may have.

B A1 items listzd under consent are considered routing by the Town Commission and will be enacted by one motion.  There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless a Town Commissioner 5o requests, In which event the itein will be removed from the consent agenda and considered
in its normal sequence.

W This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. 1t is not Iimited to items on the agenda and it is
open fo any concern or comments that the public may have. :
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE COMMENTS
FIRST/FINAL REVIEW 12/114

Project: Ordinance 2014-11
Proposal: Voluntary Contraction (Deannexation) of the Town Boundary — 3.18 acres

Description:

Applicants, Richard and Christine Stine, owners of property addressed as 224 Moore Place, have filed a
request to voluntarily deannex their property from the Town of Lady Lake, which includes 3.18 * acres of
property. The nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the
nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is .44 miles, and from Lake Griffin Road via Dulgar
Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. Please find attachments for your review.

Following submittal of any required revisions and responses, comrespondence will be forwarded indicating
the proposal’s status, either: (1) requiring additional revision or documentations; or (2) ready for approval.
Site plans are subject to public hearing, as well as plats, annexation requests, zoning requests, and
comprehensive plan requests. When applicable, you will receive written notification that the itlem is
scheduled for review by the Planning and Zoning Board or Town Commission. For additional information,

contact Thad Carroli at (352) 751-1521.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT

Questions may be directed to Wendy Then, at wthen@ladylake.org

1. Ordinance was prepared by Growth Management, no comments concerning the Ordinance as
prepared.

POLICE

Questions may be directed to Chief Chris McKinstry at emckinstry@ladylake.org

1. PD has no comments

FIRE

1. Review non-applicable for this ordinance, no construction or design is occurring.




BUILDING

Questions may be directed to Dallas Foss, Buifding Official at dfoss@usanova.com.

1. No comment at this time by the Buildirig_ Official, no consth.lction or design is occurring.

PUBLIC WORKS

Questions may be directed to Butch Goodman, Utilities Supervisdr_ at bgoodman@ladylakepw.org

1. No commenis at this time.

LAKE-SUMTER MPO

1.. Review non-applicable for this ordinance.



PLANNING & ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED BOARD MEETING DATE: December 8, 2014

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 2014-11 — A Request for Voluntary Contraction
(Deannexation) of the Town Boundary by Deannexing 3.18 Acres
More or Less of Real Property, Generally Located South of Lake
Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place
(Alternate Key 1279160).

DEPARTMENT: Growth Management .

RECOMMENDED MOTIONS:

1. Motion to forward Ordinance 2014-11 to the Town Commission with the
Recommendation of Approvai.

2. Motion to forward Ordlnance 2014-11 to the Town Commlssaon with the
Recommendation of Denial,

Staff is in support of Motion Number 1.

SUMMARY

Applicants, Richard and Christine Stine, owners of property addressed as 224 Moore Place,
have filed a request to voluntarily deannex their property from the Town of Lady Lake, which
includes 3.18 + acres of property. The nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake
Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is
44 miles, and from Lake Griffin Road via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. The
applicants have provided a letter of justification, dated November 20, 2014, outlining their
reasons for the request to deannex (see aftached).

The Town annexed a portion of the subject property by Ordinance # 84-18-(120) on
December 3, 1984 and the remainder by Ordinance 90-28 on November 5, 1990. in 1990,
the previous owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one of the owners
was in poor health and was concerned about ambulance response. The property was sold to
the Stines in 2003 and they had requested at that time that the property be deannexed in
2004 because they were paying Town faxes but receiving no Town services. The Town
denied the request in 2004 in fear that they would be setting precedent for subsequent
deannexation requests; additionally, there were plans to extend water and sewer service as
this was expected to be an area of large growth for the Town of Lady Lake. Another concern
at the time they had made their prior request {o deannex was that there would have to be a
referendum vote to deannex the property. it has since been determined by the Town
Altorney, Derek Schroth, that no referendum vote is required as there is only one person in
the area instead of the 15% of qualified voters reguired to request that it go on a referendum.



This property fails to meet the following criteria of Florida Statute 171.043 and is therefore
eligible for municipal contraction. Reasons as to how the property fails o meet the siandard
are noted in bold text:

2) Part or all of the area to be annexed mUst be developed for urban purposes. An area
developed for urban purposes is defined as any area which meets any one of the following
standards:

{a) It has a total resident population equal to at least two persons for each acre of land
included within its boundaries; The subject parcel has two residents and the property is
3.18 acres, this density does not achieve two persons per acre.

(b) It has a total resident population equal to at least ane person for each acre of land
included within its boundaries and is subdivided into lots and tracts so that at least 60 percent
of the total number of lots and tracts are 1 acre or less in size; The subject property and the
adjacent properties are equal, and in a majority of instances greater than, one acre in
size.

(c) Itis so developed that at least 60 percent of the total number of lots and tracts in the
area at the time of annexation are used for urban purposes, and it is subdivided into lots and
tracts so that at least 60 percent of the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the
time of annexation for nonresidential urban purposes, consists of lots and tracts 5 acres or
less in size. In accordance with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent
properties are not used intensively to qualify under this definition.

F.S. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,
commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmenta/ purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelf areas.

(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may
include in the area to be annexed any area which does not meet the requirements of
subsection (2) if such area either:

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so
that the area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary
or cannot be served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines
through such sparsely developed area; There are no municipal services of water and
sewer lines to the east, unincorporated lands, of the property, nor are there areas
developed for urban purposes anticipated to be developed. |

{b) Is adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external boundary, to any combination of the
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas developed for urban purposes as
defined in subsection (2). Urban purposes are not in existence along 60% of the external
boundary. There are no abutting adjacent properties to the subject property; currently,
adjacency is only being met via a water body.

Regarding services provided to the Stine property, water and sewer is not currently serving
the property; should these utilities ever be extended along Lake Griffin Road the lines would
not be within the 200 feet required by the Land Development Regulations to connect. Also.
the Stines are getting no police services from the Town as the Lady Lake officers do not
patrol near their property. Additionally, code enforcement officers have been confused in the
past, under the belief that the subject property was unincorporated. Upon evaluation of the
aforementioned facts and circumstances, staff is in agreement with the applicants that the
property exhibits characteristics that are consistent with unincorporated areas. '



The Future Land Use and Zoning of the piroperty and adjacent properties are és 'foﬁows:

Future Land Use

Subject Property Lady Lake — Rural High Density
. 1 dwelling unit per acre

Future Land Use of Adjacent Properties

West Lady Lake — Single Family Low
: _ Density, up to 3 du/acre
East Lake County — Urban Low
North | Lake County — Urban Low
South Lake County — Urban Low
_ Zoning
Subject Property | Agriculture Residential AG-1
Zoning of Adjacent Properties

West ' Lady Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)
East Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
North Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

At the November 17, 2014 Town Commission meeting, after discussion, it was the
consensus of the Commissioners that they would be in favor of this de-annexation.

The Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application for deannexation and
Ordinance 2014-11 via independent, there were no comments received. it was determined
that the application was complete and ready for transmittal to the P&Z Board.

The Town Commission is scheduled to consider Ordinance 2014-11 at First Reading on
Monday, December 15, 2014. Second and Final Reading of the ordinance is scheduled for

Monday, January 5, 2014.

FISCAL IMPACT: $ Tax revenue is $679.00 [ ]Capital Budget
[ ]Operating
[ ]Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ X] Ordinance [ ]Resolution [ ]BUdget Resolution

[ ] Other-

[ ]Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office
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2. -Ordinance ‘Nfi 2014-11 — A Request for Voluntary Contraction (De-Annexation) of
the Town Boundary by De-Annexing +/- 3.18 Acres of Real Property - Located South of
Lake Griffin Road and East of Dulsar Road at 224 Moo_re Place (Wendy Then)

Thad Carroll, Growth Management Director, presented the background summary for this agenda
item (on file in the Clerk’s Office). He stated the applicants, Richard and Christine Stine,
owners of property addressed as 224 Moore Place, have filed a request to voluntarily deannex
their property from the Town of Lady Lake, which includes 3.18 = acres of property. He stated
the nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the
nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is .44 miles, and from Lake Griffin Road

Page 1 of 7
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Planning and Zoning Board Meeting
December 8, 2014

via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. The applicants have provided a letier of justification,
dated November 20, 2014, outlining their reasons for the request to deannex (see attached).

Acrial views of the property and photos of the property and postings were shown.

The Town annexed a portion of the subject property by Ordinance No. 84-18-(120) on December
3, 1984, and the remainder by Ordinance No. 90-28 on November 5, 1990. In 1990, the previous
owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one of the owners was in poor health
and was concerned about ambulance response. The property was sold to the Stine’s in 2003, and
they requested that the property be deannexed in 2004 because they vyerei paying Town taxes but
receiving no Town services. The Town denied the request in 20 fearitig that they would be
sctting precedent for subsequent deannexation requests; add1t1 ﬁthere were plans to extend

water and sewer service as this was expected to be an area of g

.; i

noted in bold text):

2) Part or all of the area to be annexeﬂgn O]
developed for urban purposes is defined as any hich meets any one of the following
standards: : :

fent population equal to at least one person for each acre of land included
d into lots and tracts so that at least 60 percent of the total

5T the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the time of
16 ntial urban purposes, consists of lots and tracts five acres or less in size.

In accordance with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent properties are
not used intensively to qualify under this definition.

F.§. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,
commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmental purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelt areas.

(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may
include in the area to be annexed any arca which does not meet the requirements of subsection
(2) if such area either:

Page 2 of 7
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Planning and Zoning Beard Meeting
December 8, 2014

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so that the
area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary or cannot be
served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines through such
sparsely developed area. There are no municipal services of water and sewer lines to the
east, unincorporated lands, of the property, nor are there areas developed for urban
purposes anticipated to be developed.

(b) Is adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external boundary, to any combination of the
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas developed for urban purposes as
defined in subsection (2). Urban purposes are not in existence al ng 60% of the external
boundary. There are no abutting adjacent properties to the ject property; currently,
adjacency is only being met via a water body.

erty | Agricilture Residential AG-1
Zoning of Adjacent Properties

Subject P

West dy Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)
East :Fake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
North ¥ Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

Mr. Carroll reported that notices to inform the surrounding property owners (12) within 150° of
the subject property of the proposed variance were matled by certified mail return receipt on
Monday, December 1, 2014 and the property was also posted this same date. He stated that of
the 12 notices sent out, eight return receipts were recetved back, and there have been no phone
calls or wriften communication in favor or opposition, and only one inquiry by phone. He stated
that staff recommends approval.

Page 3 of 7
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Planning and Zening Board Meeting
December 8, 2014

Mr. Carroll stated that at the November 17, 2014 Town Commission meeting, after discussion, it
was the consensus of the Commissioners that they would be in favor of this deannexation. The
Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application independently for deannexation
and Ordinance No. 2014-11, and no comments were received. It was determined that the
application was complete and ready for transmittal to the Planning and Zoning Board.. The Town
Commission is scheduled to consider Ordinance No. 2014-11 at first reading on Monday,
December 15, 2014, and the second/final reading of the ordinance is scheduled for Monday,

January 5, 2014.

¢ properties adjacent to

ik

Member McKenzie asked what effect the deannexation would have o
the Stine’s. =
Mr. Carroll replied non-contignous annexation is provide
Boundary Agreement. He stated water and sewer has to bg prawded an i
to be met, and if they are to be annexed non- conhgua&sfmn the ﬁlturezthere are means for
people beyond them to annex if they want to. Carroll stated there 1%0“\1@11\0 in the area
between where their property is up to Lake Gg Qﬁiﬁ -dnnexation
toward the east. =

Richard Stine stated he had no other comr
Board may have.




TOWN COMMISSIQN AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: December 15, 2014

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 2014-11 — A Request for Voluntary Contraction
(Deannexation) of the Town Boundary by Deannexing 3.18 Acres
More or Less of Real Property, Generally Located South of Lake
Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place
(Altemate Key 1279160).

DEPARTMENT: Growth Management

RECOMMENDED MOTIONS:

Staff Recommends Approval of Ordinance 2014-11, a request for Voluntary Contraction
(Deannexatlon) of 3.18 Acres More or Less of Real Property, Generally Located South
of Lake Griffin Road and East of Dulgar Road at 224 Moore Place

SUMMARY

Applicants; Richard and Christine Stine, owners of property addressed as 224 Moors Place,
have filed a request to voluntarily deannex their property from the Town of Lady Lake, which
includes 3.18 £ acres of property. The nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake
Griffin Road is .66 miles away; the nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is
A4 miles, and from Lake Griffin Road via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. The
applicants have provided a letier of justification, dated November 20, 2014, outlining their
reasons for the reques’[ to deannex (see attached).

The Town annexed a portion of the subjoct property by Ordinance # 84-18-(120) on
-December 3, 1984 and the remainder by Ordinance 90-28 on November 5, 1990. In 199¢,
the previous owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one of the owners
was in poor health and was concsrned about ambulance response. ‘The property was sold to
the Stines in 2003 and they had requested at that time that the property be deannexed in
2004 because they were paying Town taxes but receiving no Town services. The Town
denied the request in 2004 in fear that they would be setting precedent for subsequent
deannexation requests; additionally, there were plans to extend water and sawer service as
this was expected to be an area of large growth for the Town of Lady Lake. Another concern
at the time they had made their prior request to deannex was that there would have to be a
referendum vote fo deannex the property. It has since been determined by the Town
Attorney, Derek Schroth, that no referendum vote is required as thers is only one person in
the area instead of the 15% of qualified voters required to request that it go on a referendum.



This property fails to ...cet the following criteria of Florida Ste.ute 171.043 and is therefore
eligible for municipal contraction. Reasons as to how the property fails to meet the standard
are noted in bold text:

2} Part or all of the area to be annexed must be developed for urban purposes. An area
developed for urban purposes is defined as any area which meets any one of the following

standards:

(a) It has a total resident popu!ation aqual to at least fwo persons for each acre of land
included within its boundaries; The subject parcel has two residents and the property is
3.18 acres, this density does not achieve two persons per acre.

(b) It has a total resident population equal to at least one person for each acre of land
ificluded within its boundaries and is subdivided into lots and tracts so that at least 60 percent
of the total number of lots and tracts are 1 acre.or less in size; The subject property and the
adjacent properties are equal, and in a majority of instances greater than, one acre in
size.

(c) ltis so devsloped that at least 60 percent of the total number of lots and tracts in the
area at the time of annexation are used for urban purposes, and it is subdivided into lots and
tracts so that at least 60 percent of the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the
time of annexation for nonresidential urban purposss, consists of lots and tracts 5 acres or
less in size. In accordance with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent
properties are not used intensively to qualify under this definition.

F.S. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,
commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmental purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelt areas.”

(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may
includs in the area to be annexed any area which does not meet the requirements of
subsection (2) if such area either:

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so
that the area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary
or cannot be served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines
through such sparsaly developed area; There are no municipal services of water and
sewer lines to the east, unincorporated lands, of the property, nor are there areas
developed for urban purposes anticipated to be developed.

(b) s adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external boundary, to any combination of the
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas developed for urban purposes as
defined in subsection (2). Urban purposes are not in existence along.60% of the external
boundary. There are no abutting adjacent properties to the subject property; currently,

adjacency is only being met via a water body.

Regarding services provided to the Stine property, water and sewer is not currently serving
the property; should these utilities ever be extended along Lake Griffin Road the lines would
nat be within the 200 fest required by the Land Development Regulations to connect. Aiso,
the Stines are getting no police services from the Town as the Lady Lake officers do not
natrol near their property. Additionally, code enforcement officers have been confused in the
past, under the belief that the subject property was unincorporated. Upon evaluation of the
aforementioned facts and circumstances, staff is in agreement with the applicants that the
property exhibits characteristics that are consistent with unincorporated areas.



The Future Land Use and Zoning of the property and adjacent properties are as follows:

Future Land Use

Subject Property Lady Lake - Rural High Density
1 dweiling unit per acre
Future Land Use of Adjacent Properties

West Lady Lake — Single Family Low
Density, up to 3 du/acre
East Lake County — Urban Low
North Lake County ~ Urban Low
South Lake County — Urban Low
Zoning

Subject Property | Agriculture Residential AG-1
Zoning of Adjacent Properties

West Lady Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)

East Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

North Lake County — Rural Residentia} (R-1)
| South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

At the November 17, 2014 Town Commission meeling, after discussion, it was the
consensus of the Commissioners that they would be in favor of this de-annexation.

On November 26, 2014, Town Attorney, Derek Schroth, approved Ordinance 2014-11 to form
as prepared.

The Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application for deannexation and
Ordinance 2014-11 via independent, there were no comments received. |t was determined
that the application was complete and ready for transmittal to the P&Z Board.

At the December 8, 2014 mesting, the Planning and Zoning Board voted 5-0 to forward
Ordinance 2014-11 to the Town Commission with the racommendation of approval.

The Town Commissicn is schaduled io consider Ordinance 2014-11 for Second and Final
Reading on Monday, January 5, 2014.

FISCAL IMPACT: $ Tax revenue is $679.00 [ ]Capital Budget
[ 1Operating
[ ]Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ X] Ordinance i 1Resolution [ ]Budget Resclution
[ ]Other-

[ ] Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager's Office
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1 - First Reading — A Request for Voluntary Contraction
T Wft Boundarv by Deannexing +/- 3.18 Acres of Real Property —
of Lake Griffin Road and East of Dulear Read at 224 Moore Place

6.

{Thad Carroll)

Derek Schroth, Town Attorney, read the ordinance by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s Office). He stated that the applicants, Richard and Christine Stine, owners of
property addressed as 224 Moore Place, have filed a request to voluntarily deannex their property
from the Town of Lady Lake, which includes 3.18 £ acres of property. He stated the present and
proposed use of the property is a single family residence. Mr. Carroll stated staff recommends
approval of this ordinance.

Page 5 of 14
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Aerial views of the property were shown, as well as photos of the property.

Mr. Carroll stated that the nearest Town residence on the south side via Lake Griffin Road is .66
miles away; the nearest residence Lake Griffin Road on the north side is .44 miles, and from Lake
Griffin Road via Dulgar Road/Moore Place is .25 miles. He stated the applicants have provided a
letter of justification, dated November 20, 2014, outlining their reasons for the request to deannex
(see attached).

The Town annexed a portion of the subject property by Ordinance No. 84-18- -(120) on December 3,
1984 and the remainder by Ordinance No. 90-28 on November 5, @9@% In 1990, the previous
owners of this property requested to be annexed in because one o “fhe owners was in poor health
and was concerned about ambulance response. The property W%mto the Stine’s in 2003, and
they requested that the property be deannexed in 2004 becaus‘e theyﬁege paymg Town taxes but
receiving no Town services. 'The Town denied the request m2004 Catl Il that they would be
setting precedent for subsequent deannexation requests;a’aﬁ“faonally, thereﬁwere plans to extend
water and sewer service as this was expected to be f“:“area of Iaxge growth F 3 Town of Lady

would have to be a referendum vote to deannex the proﬁeg@& It l-g;ae since been detemuned by Town
Attorney Derek Schroth that no referendum vote 1s requtreéﬁs@ Sthere is only one person in the area
instead of the 15% of qualified voters requlred to request thaf*—tg@\on a referendum.

B *“*-\ %
This property fails to meet the following cn“tena:\ELonda Statute~tE
for municipal contraction. Reasons as to ho@ ep ﬁé’eﬂg{ fails
B SR .
bold text: % § “”%:E?‘s{%@k
"*@“ F

for urban purposes is d meE;g any one of the following standards
L 4
(a) lthasa total re51den pe firal. %Je east two persons for each acre of land included

¢ ﬂt\parcel‘":ha& Wo residents and the property is 3.18 acres, this

QHS per acre.
"“*“«.

e SRR

density d es not achlev;

Hﬂ"‘w‘:.\-»- :3-"

(c) Itisso developed th@t-at least 60 percent of the total number of lots and tracts in the area at the
time of annexation aredised for urban purposes, and it is subdivided into lots and tracts so that at
least 60 percent of the total acreage, not counting the acreage used at the time of annexation for
nonresidential urban purposes, consists of lots and tracts five acres or less in size. In accordance
with the definition below, the subject property and adjacent properties are not used

extensively to qualify under this definition.
F.S. 131.031 (10) “Urban purposes” means that land is used intensively for residential,

commercial, industrial, institutional, and governmental purposes, including any parcels of land
retained in their natural state or kept free of development as dedicated greenbelt areas.

Page 6 of 14
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(3) In addition to the area developed for urban purposes, a municipal governing body may include
in the area to be annexed any area which does not meet the requirements of subsection (2) if such
area either:

(a) Lies between the municipal boundary and an area developed for urban purposes, so that the
area developed for urban purposes is either not adjacent to the municipal boundary or cannot be
served by the municipality without extending services or water or sewer lines through such sparsely
developed area. There are no municipal services of water and sewer lines to the east,
unincorporated lands of the property, nor are there areas developed for urban purposes
anticipated to be developed.

to aﬁy combination of the
urban purposes as defined
extemal boundary. There

(b) Is adjacent, on at least 60 percent of its external boundary
municipal boundary and the boundary of an area or areas develope
in subsection (7) Urban purposes are not in ex1stence along 661% of

unincorporated areas.

The Future Land Use and

Subject Prop:

unty = \. - Urban Low
unty — Urban Low

Zoning

Subject Property | \griculture Residential AG-1

. Zoning of Adjacent Properties
West Lady Lake — Residential 3 du/ac (RS-3)
East Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
North Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)
South Lake County — Rural Residential (R-1)

It was the consensus of the Town Commission after discussion at the November 17, 2014 meeting
that they would be in favor of this deannexation. On November 26, 2014, Town Attorney Derek
Schroth approved Ordinance No. 2014-11 as to form as prepared.

Pase 7 of 14
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Mr. Carroll stated that the application was received on-Thursday, November 20, 2014. Notices to
inform the surrounding property owners (12} within 150” of the property of the proposed ordinance
were mailed by certified mail return receipt on Monday, December 1, 2014 and the property was
posted this same date. To date, one phone inquiry was received regarding the application.

Mr. Carroll reported that the Technical Review Committee (TRC) reviewed the application for
deannexation and Ordinance No. 2014-11 individually and there were no comments received. It
was determined that the application was complete and ready for transmittal to the Planning and
Zoning Board. At the December 8, 2014 meeting of the Planning and Zgning Board, they voted 5-
0 to forward Ordinance No. 2014-11 to the Town Commission \&fi.fﬁi‘i“ﬂle recommendation of
approval. The Town Commission is scheduled to consider Ordm
final reading on Monday, January 5, 2014. @M

hearing none, asked for a motion. . T‘ . \‘é—;,

Upon a motion by Commissioner Hannan and a 53\21“‘“ by Commzsswner Holden, the
Commission approved Ordinance No. 2014-11 — First E@Ldmg A Request for Voluntary

.

Contraction (Deannexation} of the T m? e fo_gndary by Decmnexmg +/- 3.18 Acres of Real
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