Planning Commission Minutes of March 16, 2020

Minutes of the Planning Commission of the City of Davenport, Florida, held Monday, March 16,
2020 at 6:30 p.m. in the Commission Room after having been properly advertised with the
following members present: Mayor HB Robinson and Commission Members: Vice-Mayor Brynn
Summerlin, and Commissioner Bobby Lynch. Also present: City Manager Kelly Callihan and
City Attorney Patrick Brackins. Absent and excused were Commissioner Fellows and
Commissioner Kneeld due to medical reasons.

Mayor Robinson declared a quorum present and opened the meeting.

The Mayor noted that in light of the no more than 10 people in attendance requirement, all those
not needing to be in attendance could leave.

BUSINESS

1. PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO APPROVE REQUEST TO EXTEND NORTH
BOULEVARD EAST STREET PAVEMENT TO PROVIDE VEHICULAR ACCESS TO
PHASE 2 OF THE BELLA VITA SUBDIVISION

City Planner Raymond Perez explained that this was a request to extend North Boulevard East
to provide access to the Bella Vita subdivision — Phase 2 by extending North Boulevard East
street pavement toward property owned by the City of Davenport.

The Mayor opened and closed the Public Hearing with no public input.

Motion by Vice-Mayor Summerlin and seconded by Commissioner Lynch to recommend to the
City Commission to approve the extension of North Boulevard East.

Discussion ensued with Vice-Mayor Summerlin noting that the extension was not
running straight east and west and further asked if this was due to the existing wetlands in the
area. This was confirmed by Heather Wertz, engineer on the project who further outlined the
extension on the monitor.

The Vice-Mayor further added that he wanted to make sure that they allowed for the Powerline
extension.

There being no further discussion, the Mayor called for the vote. Motion carried unanimously.

2. ORDINANCE 925 — PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO APPROVE THE ZONING
AMENDMENT OF THE MYSTERY HOUSE ROAD SUBDIVISION FROM RESIDENTIAL 4
(R-4) TO PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD). OWNER: LUANNE WALSH
MATTHEW. GENERAL LOCATION: SOUTH OF MYSTERY HOUSE ROAD & EAST OF
US 17/92 SOUTH

City Planner Raymond Perez explained that this was a request to approve a zoning amendment
from Residential 4 (R-4) to Planned Unit Development (PUD) to the Mystery House Road
subdivision. The property consists of approximately 14.92 acres Raymond noted that this had
been tabled by the Planning Commission at the December 16, 2019 Meeting. Raymond
provided that it was not recommended because a PUD shouldn’'t be a zoning standard when the
City’s LDR’s had established other zoning designations, which they should adhere to them. He
further explained that the applicant had submitted the application prior to the passage of
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Ordinance 926 and they wished to continue as a Planned Unit Development due to time and
money already expended into this preliminary process.

The Mayor opened and closed the Public Hearing with no public input.

The Attorney expressed that before approving the proposed Ordinance he would recommend
that it be amended to provide the history of the ordinance in the “whereas” clauses and asked
that the motion include amending the “whereas” clauses to provide a history.

At this time a motion was provided by Commissioner Lynch and seconded by Vice-Mayor
Summerlin to recommend approval to the City Commission with the recommended changes
made by the Attorney.

Discussion ensued with the Vice-Mayor expressing that the purpose of the new R-5 zoning
district was to eliminate PUDs and questioned why this hadn’'t been submitted for an R-5
zoning. Also he still had concerns that it only had one entrance. Raymond provided that the
subdivision now had two and asked Dennis Wood, engineer on the project to come up to the
podium to answer any questions.

Dennis Wood with Woods Engineering advised that there were some time constraints with the
owner on when they would close on the property and he had discussed it with staff if they
should go with the R-5 zoning or the PUD zoning and since they already had the paperwork on
the PUD it was the consensus to go ahead with the PUD. Mr. Woods further inserted that they
were meeting the same criteria as R-5 zoning along with the 30% open space.

There being no further discussion, the Mayor called for the vote. Motion carried unanimously.
3. ORDINANCE 930 — PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO UPDATE CHAPTER 4 OF

THE CODE OF ORDINANCES REGARDING LANGUAGE RELATING TO RULES FOR
MAINTAINING FOWL

Marisa Barmby with the Central Florida Regional Planning Council provided that
Ordinance 930 was an update to Chapter 4 updating language relative to rules for maintaining
fowl. This was a housekeeping item with no financial impact nor changes to the LDR’s.

In Section 4-1, they were proposing to remove language, more specifically hogs and cattle.

In Section 4-2 they were proposing that they must be kept in a coop enclosure that may be no
large than 150 square feet and no taller than 8 feet. The coop must meet the standard
accessory structure setback and must be screened from view of adjacent properties and at no
time be allowed to roam freely. In addition, the fowl manure must be maintained in a fly-tight bin
and the bin shall be kept no closer than 20feet to any property line. Again, she noted that this
was a housekeeping item with no financial impact nor changes to the LDR’s.

Code Enforcement Officer Steven Hunnicutt took the floor and further noted that they were not
changing anything prior to the 1972 Code but simply looking for confinement of fowl.

At this time the Mayor opened the Public Hearing.
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Joyce Hunter of 15 West Boulevard South apologized that this had to come to this and had
taken up their valuable time and further questioned why the resident just couldn’t be fined. Mr.
Hunnicutt responded that by Statute, the City had to go through the process and provide the
individual a certain amount of time to come into compliance. This ordinance would give him
some teeth to enforce it.

There being no one else, the Mayor closed the Public Hearing.

Motion by Vice-Mayor Summerlin and seconded by Commissioner Lynch to recommend to the
City Commission Ordinance No. 930.

There being no discussion, the Mayor called for the vote. Motion carried unanimously.
4. ORDINANCE 931 — PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO UPDATE CHAPTER 5 AND

CHAPTER 13.5 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCE RELATING TO BUIDING PERMIT AND
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW FEE SCHEDULES AND VALUATION

Marisa Barmby distributed a revised copy of Ordinance 931. She further explained that the
proposed amendments provided references between the two portions of the Code of
Ordinances that address development review fees, extraordinary expenses, third-party
consultant expenses, and pass thru fees. Updated the total valuation for new construction,
alteration and repairs. Changed the basis to the International Code Council’'s evaluation chart
schedule. This too was a housekeeping item with no financial impact nor changes to the LDR’s.
(PowerPoint on file)

Building Official Cliff Smith noted that the current language referenced the 1999 Standard
Building Code and this updated it with the International Code Council and it made it easier for
the public to understand.

The Mayor opened and closed the Public Hearing with no public input.

Motion by Commissioner Lynch and seconded by Vice-Mayor Summerlin to approve the
changes to Ordinance 931 and recommend approval to the City Commission.

Discussion ensued with the Vice-Mayor voicing that it was his understanding that they had
already done this in previous meetings. He also questioned if the rates were in line with other
cities. He was informed that they were.

There being no other discussion, the Mayor called for the vote. Motion carried unanimously.

5. ORDINANCE 932 — PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO AMEND ALL BUILDING
INSPECTOR REFERENCES TO BUILDING CODE ADMINISTRATOR

Marisa noted that this was a Staff housekeeping request to change Building Inspector to
Building Code Administrator in Chapter 5 Article 1l Building Inspector - Section 5-27, Section 5-
28, Section 5-52, Article IX Property Maintenance Code - Section 5-212 Part 2 — Definitions and
Section 202 General Definitions, Chapter 15 Street and Sidewalks, Article | - Section 15-4.

Cliff explained that the way it was designed before, it gave the Building Inspector the authority
when it should be the Building Code Administrator.
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The Mayor opened and closed the Public Hearing with no public input.

Motion by Vice-Mayor Summerlin and seconded by Commissioner Lynch to recommend to the
City Commission approval of Ordinance 932. Motion carried unanimously with no discussion.

6. ORDINANCE 934 — PUBLIC HEARING AND REQUEST TO UPDATE LANGUAGE
RELATING TO TREES AND TREE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS

Maris explained that this was a request to update language in the Code of Ordinances and Land
Development Regulations related to trees and tree protection. More specifically:

Remove City Tree Board references and requirements.

Add street tree requirements

Delete existing tree species table

Adding a new tree species table

Update vegetation removal permit requirements consistent with Florida Statutes in
relation to the adoption of the Private Property Rights Protection Act.

The Mayor opened and closed the Public Hearing with no public input.

Motion by Commission Lynch and seconded by Vice-Mayor Summerlin to recommend to the
Commission the changes made to Ordinance 934.

The Vice-Mayor voiced his concern that he wanted to make sure that they weren’t limiting
themselves on the variety of trees. He understood that the Water Department didn’t want deep
rooted trees but this city had historically always had oak trees in the parkways, with some of
them 40 to 50 years old when they had to be taken down. He wanted to make sure that they
had the ability to add trees to this list if they wanted to at some future point. Marisa responded
that they could.

There being no other discussion, the Mayor called for the vote. Motion carried unanimously.

There being no further business, a motion to adjourn was made by Vice-Mayor Summerlin and
carried unanimously.

Meeting adjourned at 7:13 p.m.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Minutes are true and correct.

Raquel Castillo, City Clerk
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