
 
 
 
 
 
To: James Balderrama 

Jerry Carris 
 James Dunn 

James Gentry 
Kent Horsley 
Mac McKinney 
Rohan Ramlackhan 

CC: Mike Bollhoefer, City Manager 
 Ed Williams, Planning Director 

Dolores Key, Econ. Dev. Director 
Tim Wilson, Chief Planner 
Regina McGruder-Jones, Planner II 
Brandon Byers, Planner II 
Dan Langley, City Attorney 

 
RE: Agenda – April 6, 2009 - 6:30 PM 

Commission Chambers, City Hall 
 300 West Plant Street, Winter Garden 
 

 
1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call and Determination of Quorum 

3. Approval of minutes from the March 02, 2009 meeting – Attachment 1 

Variances (All Public Hearings) 

4. 951 Copenhagen Way, Setback Variance – Attachment 2  

5. 206 North Woodland Street, Variances – Attachment 3 
 

6. 599 S. West Crown Point Road, Fence Variance – Attachment 4 

Special Exception Permits (All Public Hearings) 

7. 1055 Vineland Road – Attachment 5 

8. 1226 Winter Garden-Vineland Road Ste.100 (Winter Garden Business Park) – Attachment 6 

Annexations, Comp Plan Amendments, & Rezonings (All Public Hearings) 

9. 629 Bethune Avenue – Attachment 7 

10. 1261 East Bay Street – Attachment 8 
 

Lot Split (No Public Hearings) 

11. 702 Vineland Road – Attachment 9 
 
 
 

Note: §286.0105, Florida Statutes, states that if a person decides to appeal any decision by a board, agency, or commission with 
respect to any matter considered at a meeting or hearing, he or she will need a record of the proceedings and that, for such 
purpose, he or she may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and 
evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.  

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if any person with a disability, as defined by the ADA, needs special 
accommodation to participate in this proceeding, then not later than two business days prior to the proceeding, he or she should 
contact the City Clerk’s Office at 407-656-4111 extension 2254. 

For More Information, Contact: 
Lorena Blankenship 
Planning Technician 

City of Winter Garden  
300 West Plant Street 

Winter Garden, FL 34787 
407.656.4111 ext. 2273 

lblankenship@wintergarden-fl.gov  

PLANNING & ZONING BOARD  

mailto:lblankenship@wintergarden-fl.gov
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 2 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009  Meeting Date: April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 951 Copenhagen Way Setback Variance 
 
Issue: Request approval of a 5 foot rear yard setback variance for property 

located at 951 Copenhagen Way.  If approved, this variance will allow the 
property owners to construct a screen room addition. 

 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant: Ashley Dobbins  FAX: 386-775-6277 
 

Zoning: PUD (Requires 20’ rear yard setback)  
 
 FLU:  LR (Low Density Residential) 
 

Summary:  The applicant is requesting 5 foot rear yard setback variance to 
construct a screen room addition.  This property backs up to 
Sterling Pointe HOA property and Beulah Road.  Other homes 
within this subdivision have similar screened room additions.  
However, a search of City records indicates that the additions did 
not receive variances.   

 
 The property owner has received approval from their Homeowner’s 

Association for the addition. 
 
The City Code states that, “A variance may be granted from land development 
regulations by the planning and zoning board if the planning and zoning board 
concludes that literal enforcement of the provisions of land development 
regulations would result in either practical difficulties (for setback and parking 
provisions) or unnecessary hardships (for all other land development regulations) 
for the property at issue.”  The code also lists the following criteria that have to be 
addressed before a variance can be approved Underlined are Staff’s comments 
concerning this particular petition. 
 
 (a) Granting the variance will not cause or allow interference with the 
reasonable enjoyment of adjacent or nearby property owners or negatively 
impact the standard of living of the citizens of the city; 
 
Other properties within the subdivision have similar screen room additions.  The 
addition meets all other requirements, such as height and size.  This addition 
should not negatively affect any adjacent property owners.  The addition will not 
be visible from the adjacent properties to the east and west. 
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(b) The variance will allow a reasonable use of the property, which use is not 
out of character with other properties in the same zoning category; 
 
Similar additions have been constructed in this subdivision and other 
subdivisions in the City.  It is a reasonable use and not out of character with the 
residential zoning category. 
 
(c) In the context presented, strict compliance with the land development 
regulation will not further any legitimate city objective or the benefits that would 
be achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under this criteria if the variance were denied; 
 
Strict compliance with the City land development regulations will not further any 
legitimate city objective. 
 
(d) The granting of the variance is consistent with the city's comprehensive 
plan; and 
 
The variance is consistent with the provisions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan 
relating to single-family neighborhood character. 
 
(e) The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make 
reasonable use of the land, building, or structure or the benefits that would be 
achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under these criteria if the variance were denied. 
 
The variance requested is reasonable considering the proposed addition                      
should not significantly impact the adjacent neighbors. 

 
Staff  
Recommendation:  
 

Staff recommends approval of the 5 foot rear yard setback variance 
for property located at 951 Copenhagen Way 

 
Next Step: Obtain building permits from the Building Department and 

commence construction. 
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951 Copenhagen Way 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 3 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009  Meeting Date: April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 206 North Woodland Street Variances 
 
Issue: Request approval of the following variances for 206 North Woodland 

Street: 
 
 -12’ lot width variance 

-2145 square foot lot area variance 
-15’ lot depth variance 
-3’ side setback variance 
-5’ rear yard setback variance 

 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant: Ruth Sharpless  Email: ruth.sharpless@mac.com  
 

Zoning: R-2 (Requires a 75’ wide, 100’ deep, and 7500 square feet lot; 30’ 
front setback, 10’ side setback, and rear setback of 20% of the 
depth of the lot (17’ in this situation).  

 
 FLU:  LR (Low Density Residential) 
 

Summary:  The applicant is requesting the following variances for 206 N. 
Woodland Street which, if approved, would allow the construction of 
a single-family home.  This lot was approved for variances and lot 
split by the Planning and Zoning Board on July 11, 2005.  In 
addition, the property received a 365 Day Extension by the 
Planning and Zoning Board on July 10, 2006.  The following 
minutes are from the July 11, 2005 and July 10, 2006 meetings, 
respectively. 

 
4. 206 N. Woodland – Lot Split / Variances 
 
City Planner Cechman presented the Board with a request for 206 North 
Woodland for approval of a lot split to create two buildable lots and also 
approval of several variances, to include for lot 1 (a 55’ X 85” lot)  a 20’ lot 
width variance, a 15’ lot depth variance, a 2145 square foot lot area 
variance, a 20’ front setback variance, a 2.5’ side setback variance, and a 
8’ rear setback variance, and for lot 2 (a 63’ X 85’ lot) a 13’ lot width 
variance, a 15’ lot depth variance, a 2825 foot lot area variance, a 20’ 
front setback variance, and a 3’ side setback variance. City Planner 
Cechman stated that because of the multiple variances request, City Staff 
carefully reviewed the applications, but recommends approval since there 

mailto:ruth.sharpless@mac.com
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are two existing houses which do not comply with the City Code or the set 
backs, but can be rehab and as long as the applicant does not expand 
the size of the houses, the structures can be brought up to code. Mr. 
Cechman stated that the lot width in the existing houses on newel street 
are very small  and the houses are very close to the street, and provided 
the Board with photographs of the area. He stated that City Staff has 
taken into consideration the quality of the proposed houses, and 
explained that City Staff is very concerned about the appearance and 
quality of the houses in the downtown winter Garden section, and the 
applicant has committed a very quality looking houses. City Staff 
recommends approval for the lot split and the variances with the 
conditions included in the agenda package.  
 
Gerald Crawford, 3 East Newel Street, Winter Garden, approached the 
Board and stated that his home is located on the corner of East Newel 
and Main Street, one block from the property been discussed. He 
expressed his agreement concerning the existing houses being 
demolished,  but stated that the proposed homes are too big, and that he 
believed only one house should be built on the subject property.  
 
Andy Alves, 11 E. Newell Street, approached the Board and stated that 
the subject property is too small to construct two homes in it.  
 
Dwane Lewis, 410 Terraverde Lane, Winter Garden, approached the 
Board and asked how far apart the two houses would be from each other. 
City Planner Cechman responded that the houses would be 10 feet side 
yard set back for the house closest to Newel, and the other house has a 
10 foot driveway and 36 inches additional buffer area, basically, the two 
houses will be 20 feet apart from each other. Mr. Dwane asked about the 
impact the proposed variances could cause on the drainage for those 
lots. Chairman Bedsole explained that builders are not allowed to put the 
drainage in other people’s properties. Mr. Lewis  stated that the property 
in question is not large enough to build two homes in it.  
 
Lloyd Murray, 3419 Marson Drive, Orlando, approached the Board and 
stated that he is the owner of the subject property. He explained that the 
proposed houses are very small, and that they purchased the site 
because they were so close to the historic district, and their intentions are 
to they talked to the neighbors around and show what they are going to 
do, and got some signatures.  The houses would be two story, and about 
2000 square feet, and they will comply with all City Code regulations 
concerning the drainage. Mr. Murray stated that the one house in the 
property will not be in the best interest for them.  
 
Tami Gegelman, 104 South Lawsona Boulevard, Orlando, approached 
the Board and stated that in one of the sides of the house they are only 
requesting two and a half feet, and there is approximately 20 feet 
between the house and the neighbor’s property. She stated that because 
the houses can be seen from Plant Street and two Victorian style homes 
in the property will benefit the neighborhood. 
 
Shirley Smith, 21 W. Crest, Winter Garden, approached the Board and 
asked questions about the design, the driveways, and the location of the 
proposed residential homes. Board Members answered her questions.  
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Tina Aldrich asked City Planner Cechman if his department will ensure 
that the applicant will comply with the City’s condition that the architecture 
of the new houses significantly reflects the proposed architecture shown 
on the attachment submitted by the applicant. Mr. Cechman responded 
affirmatively.  
 
Motion by Jerry Carris to approve the Lot Split and Variances, to 
include for lot 1:  a 20’ lot width variance, a 15’ lot depth variance, a 
2145 square foot lot area variance, a 20’ front setback variance, a 
2.5’ side setback variance, and a 8’ rear setback variance, and for lot 
2: a 13’ lot width variance, a 15’ lot depth variance, a 2825 foot lot 
area variance, a 20’ front setback variance, and a 3’ side setback 
variance with City Staff conditions (see attached). Seconded by Bea 
Deariso, the motion carried unanimously 4-0.  
 
7. 206 N. Woodland Street -  Variance Extension 

  
City Planner Cechman presented the Board with a request for approval of 
a variance extension for property located at 206 N. Woodland Avenue. He 
explained that the subject variances and a lot split were previously 
approved by the Board on July 11, 2005 to create two separate buildable 
lots, with the idea that the two existing structures would be demolished 
and two new single family houses would be built in their place. Mr. 
Cechman explained that the applicant sold the property without following 
through with the original plan, but the new property owner desires to 
move ahead with the same idea. City Staff met on site with the applicant 
to discuss the issues related to the subject property and the property 
owner agreed to demolish the small building within 30 days and is 
requesting 90 days to demolish the larger building. City Planner Cechman 
stated that City Staff would like to require the small building to be 
removed within 30 days, and the larger building within 90 days, also the 
applicant must present the new house plans to the Board for approval.    

 
Pat Presley, 206 Woodland Street, Winder Garden, in response to Ms. 
Deariso’s question stated that he was in agreement with City Staff 
conditions, but requested the Board to grant him a two-month period to 
submit the house plans.              

 
Motion by Tina Aldrich to approve the 365-day Variance Extension of 
variances previously approved by the Planning and Zoning Board 
on July 11, 2005 with the condition that the building located on the 
north must be demolished within the next 30 days; the other 
building must be demolished within the next 90 days; and subject to 
the house plans being presented and approved by the Planning and 
Zoning Board within the next two months. Seconded by Bea 
Deariso, the motion carried unanimously 6-0.  
 

As requested by the Board the lot split was completed with the 
Orange County Property Appraiser and the houses were 
demolished.  Please note that the variances considered for 
tonight’s meeting include only the northern lot.  The southern lot will 
need separate variances once the property owner decides to 
develop it.   
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The proposed house for the northern lot is similar in footprint to the 
previously approved house.  However, it is single-story with a 
smaller living area.   
 

The City Code states that, “A variance may be granted from land development 
regulations by the planning and zoning board if the planning and zoning board 
concludes that literal enforcement of the provisions of land development 
regulations would result in either practical difficulties (for setback and parking 
provisions) or unnecessary hardships (for all other land development regulations) 
for the property at issue.”  The code also lists the following criteria that have to be 
addressed before a variance can be approved Underlined are Staff’s comments 
concerning this particular petition. 
 
 (a) Granting the variance will not cause or allow interference with the 
reasonable enjoyment of adjacent or nearby property owners or negatively 
impact the standard of living of the citizens of the city; 
 
This property is vacant.  A dilapidated rental structure was previously on the lot.  
To the east is a single-story residential house; to the north is the Church of the 
Messiah; to the south is a vacant parcel which was split from the subject lot; to 
the west is a single-story home.  As the house is similar in style and use, granting 
the variance should not negatively affect adjacent property owners.   
  
(b) The variance will allow a reasonable use of the property, which use is not 
out of character with other properties in the same zoning category; 
 
This neighborhood is in transition, from a rental neighborhood with mixed 
institutional uses, to an owner-occupied single-family neighborhood.  Staff 
believes that the proposed house may have a significant beneficial impact on the 
property values and character of the neighborhood. 
 
(c) In the context presented, strict compliance with the land development 
regulation will not further any legitimate city objective or the benefits that would 
be achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under this criteria if the variance were denied; 
 
Staff believes that the significant benefit to be gained for both the City and the 
neighborhood outweighs the benefits of strict compliance with the zoning 
regulations. 
 
(d) The granting of the variance is consistent with the city's comprehensive 
plan; and 
 
The variance is consistent with the provisions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan 
relating to single-family neighborhood character. 
 
(e) The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make 
reasonable use of the land, building, or structure or the benefits that would be 
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achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under these criteria if the variance were denied. 
 
The variance requested is reasonable considering the proposed                      
should not significantly impact the adjacent neighbors and will create an 
opportunity for further development and an increase in property values in this 
neighborhood. 

 
 

Staff  
Recommendation:  
 

Staff recommends approval of the following variances for 206 N. 
Woodland Street: 
 
-12’ lot width variance 
-2145 square foot lot area variance 
-15’ lot depth variance 
-3’ side setback variance 
-5’ rear yard setback variance 

 
Next Step: Obtain building permits from the Building Department and 

commence construction. 
 

206 N Woodland Avenue 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 4 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009  Meeting Date: April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 599 S. West Crown Point Road Fence Variance 
 
Issue: Request approval of a 3 foot high front yard and 3 foot high side yard 

fence height variance for property located at 599 S. West Crown Point 
Road.  If approved, this variance will allow the property owners to install a 
6’ high decorative iron fence around the existing single family home. 

 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant: George Bostwick Email: oboughbostwick@yahoo.com 
 

Zoning: R-4 (maximum 3’ high fence in front and side yards)  
 
 FLU:  LR (Low Density Residential) 
 

Summary:  The applicant is requesting a 3’ high front yard and 3’ high side 
yard fence height variance to install a 6’ high decorative iron fence 
around the existing single family home.   

 
 Staff does not support a 3’ high fence variance to allow a 6’ high 

fence.  Staff will support a variance to allow a 4’ high decorative 
iron fence on the property. 

  
The City Code states that, “A variance may be granted from land development 
regulations by the planning and zoning board if the planning and zoning board 
concludes that literal enforcement of the provisions of land development 
regulations would result in either practical difficulties (for setback and parking 
provisions) or unnecessary hardships (for all other land development regulations) 
for the property at issue.”  The code also lists the following criteria that have to be 
addressed before a variance can be approved Underlined are Staff’s comments 
concerning this particular petition. 
 
 (a) Granting the variance will not cause or allow interference with the 
reasonable enjoyment of adjacent or nearby property owners or negatively 
impact the standard of living of the citizens of the city; 
 
Most property owners in the City build residential fences that meet the fence 
standards found in the City Code.  Staff feels that a 6’ high fence will adversely 
affect the neighborhood.  Given that the applicant is proposing a decorative 
fence, Staff will support a height of 4’.  
 

mailto:oboughbostwick@yahoo.com


 12 

 
(b) The variance will allow a reasonable use of the property, which use is not 
out of character with other properties in the same zoning category; 
 
City Code Section 118-1297 requires a maximum 3’ high, with the exception of 
chainlink fences which shall not exceed four (4’) in height for the front and side 
yards.  A 4’ high decorative fence is a reasonable use of the property. 
 
(c) In the context presented, strict compliance with the land development 
regulation will not further any legitimate city objective or the benefits that would 
be achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under this criteria if the variance were denied; 
 
Strict compliance with the City land development regulations will not further any 
legitimate city objective. 
 
(d) The granting of the variance is consistent with the city's comprehensive 
plan; and 
 
The variance is not consistent with the provisions of the City’s Comprehensive 
Plan relating to single-family neighborhood character.  However, a 4’ high 
decorative fence is consistent with the City’s comprehensive plan. 
 
(e) The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make 
reasonable use of the land, building, or structure or the benefits that would be 
achieved under the other variance criteria by the granting of the variance 
outweigh the benefits under these criteria if the variance were denied. 
 
As stated, the request is not the minimum variance that will make reasonable use 
of the land.  However, Staff will support a 4’ high decorative fence. 

 
Staff  
Recommendation:  
 

Staff recommends denial of the 3’ high front yard and 3’ high side 
yard fence height variance for property located at 599 S. West 
Crown Point Road.  However, Staff does recommend amending the 
request to allow a 4’ high decorative iron fence. 

 
Next Step: If approved, obtain building permits from the Building Department 

and commence construction. 
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599 S. West Crown Point Road 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 5 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009   Meeting Date:   April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 1055 Vineland Road Special Exception Permit 

 
Issue: Request for approval of a special exception permit to allow automobile 

services in the C-2 zoning district. 
 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant Dan’s Window Tinting. Email: signsbydan@yahoo.com 
 

Zoning: C-2 (requires a special exception permit for automobile sales and 
services)  

 
 FLU:  Commercial 
 

Summary:  The applicant is requesting a special exception permit to allow the 
operation of an automobile window tinting and automobile services 
business at 1055 Vineland Road.  Per City Code Section 118-579; 
in the C-2 commercial district, the uses permitted as special 
exceptions pursuant to section 118-97 are as follows; (3) 
automobile sales and services.  The applicant will be providing 
automobile window tinting, bed liners and other auto services at 
1055 Vineland Road.  All automobile service work will be conducted 
in the rear of the building inside the existing commercial garages 
located on site.  All employees parking will be located in the rear of 
the building in a designated parking area.  Automobile repair 
services will not be allowed at this location.  All vehicles parked 
overnight must be parked in the rear of the building or within the 
garage bays. 

 
Staff  

Recommendation:  
 

Staff recommends approval of the special exception permit with the 
following conditions: 
 
1. All vehicle service work must be performed in the rear of the building 

within the existing onsite commercial garage bays. 
2. No outside storage/display of merchandise, materials or products shall 

be allowed. 
3. Automobile repair services are prohibited. 

mailto:signsbydan@yahoo.com
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4. All vehicles parked overnight including any/all company vehicles must 
be parked in the rear of the building or within the commercial garage 
bays. 

 
 

Next Step: If P& Z Board approves, receive appropriate building permits and business 
tax application.  

 
 

1055 Vineland Road 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 6 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009   Meeting Date:   April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 1226 Winter Garden-Vineland Road, Suite 100 (Winter Garden Business 

Park) Special Exception Permit 
 
Issue: Request for approval of a special exception permit to allow the applicant to 

operate a light assembly of residential consumer items in conjunction with 
onsite sales at the Winter Garden Business Park. 

 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant Arcana Tilework, LLC.  FAX: (407) 877-2355 
 

Zoning: PCD (allows light assembly of residential consumer items if in 
conjunction with onsite sales with a special exception permit)  

 
 FLU:  Commercial 
 

Summary:  The applicant is requesting a special exception permit to allow the 
operation of a light assembly of residential consumer items in 
conjunction with onsite sales commercial business at the Winter 
Garden Business Park.  The commercial business is a small, 
specialty maker of homemade ceramic tiles and sculptures.  The 
custom tile business provides custom mosaics, tile matching and 
special order projects.  The business is not a mass producer or 
large quantity manufacturer; product volume is low because of the 
specialty items sold.  There will be no large delivery or shipping 
trucks due to low volume of production and limited market sales of 
products.  Most of the business sales are conducted via the internet 
and trade shows. 

 
  

Staff  
Recommendation:  
 

Staff recommends approval of the special exception permit with the 
following conditions: 
 

1. All business operations shall be contained within the building.  No 
outside storage/display of merchandise, materials or products shall 
be allowed 

 
Next Step: If P& Z Board approves, receive appropriate building permits and business 

tax application.  
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1226 Winter Garden-Vineland Road  
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 7 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009          Meeting Date:  April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 629 Bethune Avenue 
 
Issue: Request for approval of Ordinance 09-12, annexation of 629 Bethune 

Avenue, Ordinance 09-13, amending the future land use for 629 Bethune 
Avenue to Low Density Residential, and Ordinance 09-14, rezoning 629 
Bethune Avenue to R-4. 

 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Applicant:  Zera Lee Rodgers  
    
 Current Zoning: Orange County R-2 
 
 Proposed Zoning: City R-4 
 
 Existing FLU: Orange County Low Density Residential 
 
 Proposed FLU:  City Low Density Residential 
 

Summary:  Please see the attached Staff Report for additional   
  information regarding this project. 

 
Staff  
Recommendation: 
  

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 09-12, annexation of 629 
Bethune Avenue, Ordinance 09-13, amending the future land use for 629 
Bethune Avenue to Low Density Residential, and Ordinance 09-14, 
rezoning 629 Bethune Avenue to R-4. 
 

Next Step: 
 
 A public hearing for the first reading of these Ordinances is scheduled for 

the City Commission on April 23, 2009. 
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629 Bethune Avenue 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 8 (Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009          Meeting Date:  April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 1261 East Bay Street 
 
Issue: Request for approval of Ordinance 09-15, annexation of 1261 East Bay 

Street, Ordinance 09-16, amending the future land use for 1261 East Bay 
Street to Low Density Residential, and Ordinance 09-17, rezoning 1261 
East Bay Street to R-4. 

   
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Applicant:  Loretha Jefferson  
    
 Current Zoning: Orange County R-2 
 
 Proposed Zoning: City R-4 
 
 Existing FLU: Orange County Low Density Residential 
 
 Proposed FLU:  City Low Density Residential 
 

Summary:  Please see the attached Staff Report for additional   
  information regarding this project. 

 
Staff  
Recommendation: 
  

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 09-15, annexation of 1261 East 
Bay Street, Ordinance 09-16, amending the future land use for 1261 East 
Bay Street to Low Density Residential, and Ordinance 09-17, rezoning 
1261 East Bay Street to R-4. 
 

Next Step: 
 
 A public hearing for the first reading of these Ordinances is scheduled for 

the City Commission on April 23, 2009. 
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1261 East Bay Street 
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THE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN 
 

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM 
 

ATTACHMENT 9 (no Public Hearing) 

 
Date:  April 2, 2009  Meeting Date: April 6, 2009 
 
Subject: 702 Vineland Road Lot Split 
 
Issue: Applicant is requesting a lot split that will subdivide the property into two 

single family buildable lots.   
 
Supplemental Material/Analysis: 
 
 Owner/Applicant: Dhaneshwar Deonarine Email:ddeonarine@cfl.rr.com 
  
 Zoning: R-2 (Require a minimum 75’x100’ lot size) 
 
 FLU:  Low Density Residential 
 

Summary:  Applicant is requesting a lot split for the subject property.  The lot 
split will create two buildable single family lots that will be 
approximately 76’ x 125’.  A single family home will be constructed 
on the lots in the future.  

Staff  
Recommendation: 
   

 Staff recommends approval of the lot split to subdivide the subject 
property into two lots that will be approximately 76’ x 125’ lot 
dimensions. 

 
Next Step:  

Applicant needs to record the lot split with the Orange County 
Property Appraiser. 
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702 Vineland Road  
 

 
  

 


