A REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
FEBRUARY 01, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Jerry Carris called the meeting of the City of Winter Garden Planning and
Zoning Board to order at 6:30 p.m. in the City Hall Commission Chambers. The
invocation was given followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. The roll was called and a
quorum was declared present.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Jerry Carris, Vice-Chairman James Gentry,
Board Members: Mac McKinney, James Dunn, Rohan Ramlackhan, Mark Maciel,
and Kent Horsley.

STAFF PRESENT: City Attorney Kurt Ardaman, Planning Consultant Ed Williams,
Community Development Director Tim Wilson, Planner Brandon Byers, Planner
Regina McGruder, and Planning Technician Lorena Blankenship.

STAFFE ABSENT: City Manager Mike Bollhoefer

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Approval of minutes from regular meeting held January 4, 2010.

Motion by Mac McKinney to approve the above minutes. Seconded by James Dunn,
the motion carried unanimously 6-0.

James Gentry arrived at 6:32 p.m.
Variances

2. 245 N. Central Avenue

Planner McGruder presented the Board with a request for approval of a 25 foot rear
setback variance for property located at 245 N. Central Avenue. If approved, this
variance will allow the installation of a detached 2 car garage/storage shed in the rear
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of the existing single family home. Ms. McGruder added that per Ordinance 98-56,
accessory buildings greater than 160 square feet must comply with all the setback
requirements of the principle structure. The 20° x 40’ detached car garage/storage
shed accessory building will replace an existing smaller storage shed and it will allow
storage of a boat. City Staff has reviewed the application and recommends approval
with the condition that the applicant will be required to remove existing underbrush
and debris prior to issuance of building permit for the 20’ x 40’ detached 2 car
garage/storage shed building.

Mac McKinney requested additional information regarding the photographs and plans
included in the City Staff Report. Planner McGruder explained that the photographs
are depicting the front and the side of the proposed shed; and added that the accessory
structure is already built and the applicant is moving it from another location to his
home in Central Avenue.

Motion by Mac McKinney to approve the 25 foot rear setback variance for property

located at 245 N. Central Avenue with City Staff conditions (see attached).
Seconded by Rohan Ramlackhan the motion carried unanimously 7-0.

3. 14 W. Garden Avenue

Planning Consultant Williams presented the Board with a request for approval of a 6
foot side yard (east) setback variance for property located at 14 W. Garden Avenue. If
approved, this variance will allow the property owners to construct a 10> W x 26°L x
12°H detached open carport on the east side of the property. Mr. Williams stated that
the applicant is proposing to construct a metal pole open carport with a metal gable
roof to provide protective cover for a recreational vehicle (RV). City Staff reviewed
the petition and is recommending denial for several reasons: the size of the structure
is too large; the proposed location for the carport is not appropriate since is
immediately adjacent to two residential lots; the proposed metal structure is
incompatible with the architectural standards of the existing brick home; the proposed
structure is also incompatible with the surrounding residential neighborhood; metal
structures are typically found in commercial or industrial areas, in RV and Boat
Storage lots; no external factors (such as the lot being too narrow) are causing a
hardship on the property owner, but instead too much structure is being placed on the
lot of such width; and finally the requested variance is inconsistent with the
provisions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan relating to single-family residential
neighborhoods, which tries to protect the quality of single family neighborhoods.
However, City Staff would support a setback variance to allow a traditional open
carport attached to the existing single family home. The applicant would be required
to reapply for a variance and re-appear before the Planning and Zoning Board for a
final decision.

February 01, 2010 P&Z Board Meeting Page 2



James Gentry inquired about the existing concrete slab and barrier on the adjacent
residential lots. Mr. Williams responded that the existing concrete slab is in
compliance, and one of the adjacent property owners has a 6 foot high wood fence,
shrubs and bushes along the property line blocking some of the view, but if the
proposed structure is built it will be higher than the RV and the roof will have to be
gabled the opposite way of the existing house.

Robert Shillington, 14 W. Garden Avenue, Winter Garden, approached the Board and
stated that there are several trees in front of the area for the proposed carport and also
there is a fence on the side. He stated that the proposed structure will only be visible
from the east side adjacent neighbor, and added that he obtained written permission
from all the adjacent lots property owners, stating that they do not have concerns
regarding the construction of the proposed structure. Mr. Shillington stated that this is
a pre-fabricated structure that can easily be moved if necessary.

Mark Maciel asked the applicant if there was a significant cost difference between the
proposed pre-fabricated structure and a permanent wooded carport. Mr. Shillington
responded affirmatively, and added that another problem is that the house and the
existing concrete slab are not parallel, and that he would rather the nature of the
structure to be temporary.

James Gentry asked if the main objection to the proposed carport was the type of
materials been proposed. Planning Consultant Williams responded that in addition to
the materials, the structure will be visible not only from the adjoining lots, but also
from the entire public right of way. Mr. Williams added that if the proposed roof
matches the roof of the house and the poles were traditional carport poles, then the
structure will fit with the style of the house and the character of the neighborhood,
making the structure compatible with the neighborhood.

Further discussion took place among the Board Members and the applicant regarding
the possibility of installing a carport that would harmonize with the existing home.

City Attorney Ardaman explained that if the Board desires to continue the hearing for
the subject item to a certain date and time, the advertisement requirement will be
avoided.

Motion by James Gentry to continue the public hearing for the subject item at the
April 05, 2010 Planning and Zoning Board meeting at 6:30 p.m. to give the
applicant some time to work with City Staff and readjust the petition. Seconded by
Kent Horsley the motion carried unanimously 7-0.
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Miscellaneous

Community Development Director Wilson approached the Board and stated that at
the March 01, 2010 Planning and Zoning Board meeting, the re-adoption of the
Comprehensive Plan Amendment will be presented before the Board for
recommendation of approval. Mr. Wilson reported that prior to the meeting, the
Board Members will receive a booklet containing all documentation related to the
Comprehensive Plan Amendment and the Data and Analysis Report; he asked that if
the Board Members need clarification or have questions related to the item, to please
contact the Planning and Zoning Department prior to the meeting, since the item is
scheduled to be presented for approval before the City Commission on March 11,
2010.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:06 p.m.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

Chairman Jerry Carris Planning Technician Lorena Blankenship
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