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AGENDA
CITY OF LAKE WORTH

CITY COMMISSION MEETING
CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER

TUESDAY, JUNE 16, 2015 - 6:00 PM

1. ROLL CALL:

2. INVOCATION:  Minister Hopelyn West, New Hope Missionary Baptist Church

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  Led by Commissioner Christopher McVoy

4. AGENDA - Additions/Deletions/Reordering:

5. PRESENTATIONS:  (there is no public comment on Presentation items)

A. PBSO community policing update

B. World Peace Pole Installation by the Rotary Club

6. COMMISSION LIAISON REPORTS AND COMMENTS:

7. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION OF NON-AGENDAED ITEMS AND CONSENT 
AGENDA:

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

A. City Commission Work Session - May 19, 2015
B. City Commission Budget Work Session - May 30, 2015

9. CONSENT AGENDA:  (public comment allowed during Public Participation of Non-
Agendaed items)

A. Resolution No. 25-2015 - submit  Fiscal Year 2015 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice 
Assistance Grant program application

B. Resolution No. 26-2015 - support legislation to establish regulations or ban of disposal 
plastic bags

C. Final Plat map application for the Waterville Townhomes project

D. Proposal with Mock Roos and Associates for Wellfield Modeling Services to Evaluate 
Future Sea Level Rise Effects



Agenda Date: June 16, 2015 Regular Meeting

E. Task Order No. 4 with Mathews Consulting, Inc. for plan development, bid, and field 
phase services for the Mechanical Integrity Testing (MIT) for the Deep Injection Well

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. Ordinance No. 2015-04 - First Reading and First Public Hearing - amend various 
sections and tables in the City's Land Development Regulations; and schedule the 
second public hearing date for July 14, 2015

11. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

12. NEW BUSINESS:

A. Resolution Nos. 27-2015 through 35-2015 - declare acquisition of land as necessary for 
the widening and construction of Boutwell Road improvements

B. Agreement with Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. for Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Projects

13. LAKE WORTH ELECTRIC UTILITY:

A. CONSENT AGENDA:  (public comment allowed during Public Participation of Non-
Agendaed items)

B. PUBLIC HEARING:

C. NEW BUSINESS:

14. CITY ATTORNEY'S REPORT:

15. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT:

A. July 14, 2015 draft Commission agenda

16. ADJOURNMENT:

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency or commission with 
respect to any matter considered at such 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.  (F.S. 286.0105)

NOTE:ONE OR MORE MEMBERS OF ANY BOARD, AUTHORITY OR 
COMMISSION MAY ATTEND AND SPEAK AT ANY MEETING OF ANOTHER CITY 
BOARD, AUTHORITY OR COMMISSION.



MINUTES
CITY OF LAKE WORTH

CITY COMMISSION
WORK SESSION

MAY 19, 2015
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING 

A REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Triolo on the above date at 7:34
PM in the City Commission Chamber, located at 7 North Dixie Highway, 
Lake Worth, Florida.

1. ROLL CALL:

Present were Mayor Pam Triolo; Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell; and 
Commissioners Christopher McVoy, Andy Amoroso, and Ryan Maier.   
Also present were City Manager Michael Bornstein, City Attorney Glen 
Torcivia, and City Clerk Pamela Lopez.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The pledge of allegiance was led by Commissioner Christopher McVoy.

3. UPDATES/FUTURE ACTION/DIRECTION:

Consensus: To waive the rules to extend the public comment time per speaker from two 
to three minutes.

A. Lake Worth Beach Complex, Casino Building Vacant Space and 
Municipal Pool Invitation to Negotiate (ITN) 

Mayor Triolo thanked everyone for attending the Work Session because the 
Beach and Casino Building matter was important to everyone.  She said 
Lake Worth had amazing assets and there was a need to figure out how 
best to use them for the benefit of the residents and taxpayers.  There were 
issues with the beach budget as it related to the Casino Building operations, 
and a pool that was never factored into any equation.  There was a Casino 
Building Complex in which the green features that were wanted and 
planned were then value-engineered right out of the Complex.  The 
Complex had conflicts due to budgetary constraints and decisions.  The 
pool was not deep enough to be used as a qualifier pool.  She explained 
that this meant any meets, or if someone set a record, then that record 
could never be certified because the pool did not qualify. The pool and pool 
building facility were never addressed in the original Beach and Casino 
Building Complex.  Everyone was here to create and finish the Casino 
Complex with a sustainable project that gave the community an amenity it 
needed and deserved.  This was about the future of the City and not about 
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making a decision based on who spoke the loudest or on politics.  It was 
about creating a plan that was fiscally obtainable and, more importantly,
was sustainable.  She said she wanted to clarify that the Invitation To 
Negotiate (ITN) was an invitation to investors and business people from 
within the City and beyond to share their ideas and possibly partner with the 
City to help the City do what it could not do on its own due to financial 
restraints.  The ITN was a process, an end to a means, to negotiate.  She 
commented that the City did not have to do anything it did not want to do.  
She asked everyone to keep focused on the facts.  The facts were that no 
one was selling the beach, which meant that no one could buy the beach. 
She said that if it was up to her, no one would ever be able to buy or sell the 
beach.  She asked everyone tonight to be respectful and listen to one 
another. If anyone could not obey the rules of decorum, which were clearly 
stated in detail on the blue comment cards in the back of the Chamber, then 
that individual would be warned first then asked to step outside if the 
decorum rules were not followed.  She announced that the public would be 
allowed to speak an extra one minute.  She reminded everyone that, at the 
end of the meeting, no decisions would be made and no vote on any 
information received or spoken would be made.  This was the publics’
chance to be heard; to speak their minds; to be respectful to one another; 
and to speak on their hopes, passions, and dreams.  She said she was very 
excited to have everyone present at this meeting because this issue was 
something that had to be done together.  

City Manager Bornstein explained that there were staff vacancies, the 
Leisure Services Department was running the Casino Ballroom on a shoe 
string, and there were shortfalls in the Beach Fund.  He said he wanted to 
make it clear that the Casino Ballroom operations was not a reflection on 
the staff.  Administration did too good of a job making the Casino Ballroom 
operations look easy, but administration was obligated to balance the 
budget.  The Beach Fund was balanced with inadequate staffing.  He said 
the Casino Ballroom was operating with one person; there was no adequate 
storage or staff office; the maintenance crew was doing the best they could 
day to day; and staff had made it work, which gave the impression that it 
was running good.  There were certain issues not being taken care of.  He 
said he came up with the suggestion to use the Invitation to Negotiate (ITN)
process; explained that the City received many proposals for the beach 
casino/pool/ballroom areas, and the ITN process was allowed by the State 
in order to receive creative ideas and provide for a negotiation process.  He 
commented that the ITN Selection Committee members were tough and the 
process allowed for the comparison of apples to oranges.  The ITN allowed 
for a flexible process and was intended to bring the best proposals forward.  
In 2007, the Beach and Casino (BAC) zoning district set the parameters on 
what could be done in that area.  The charter stated, “city-owned property 
east of A1A roadway shall not be declared surplus property and shall not be 
sold, hypothecated, conveyed, or leased, except for a lease of less than 20 
years, without the affirmative vote of a majority of the electors of the City at 
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a properly noticed and scheduled referendum.”  He said the Commission 
could not sell the beach and that there were parameters and processes in 
place to find the best that could be done with the Casino Ballroom.

City Attorney Torcivia explained that the ITN process was commonly used 
by other cities, but not in Lake Worth.  It was used when a city did not know 
what it wanted.  The ITN process was asking for proposals.  Hudson 
Holding, Anderson Carr on behalf of Oceanside Bar & Grill Restaurant, and 
Wave House Miami proposals were received.  The process provided for 
quasi-public/quasi-private meetings so that the proposers were not in the 
same room and hearing about the other proposals.  The Commission would 
ultimately make the decision.  

He said the Selection Committee made the following three 
recommendations to the Commission:

1. The City Commission direct staff to develop a Request for Qualifications 
(RFQ) for a qualified firm to prepare a traffic/development impact study 
with related evaluations in order to discern viable levels of development 
and intensity of uses at the beach; 

2. During the budget process, the Commission hold a separate workshop 
on the Beach Fund in order to address policy decisions that must be 
made for the Fiscal Year 2016 Beach Fund budget; and

3. The City Commission continue negotiations with Anderson Carr (on
behalf of Oceanside Bar & Grill) for the lease of the upstairs vacant 
space at the Casino Building and management/lease of the ballroom.

Commissioner Amoroso announced that he was the Commission’s 
appointed member on the Selection Committee.  Wave House was asked to 
downsize their proposal, but they did not come back.  He said he was 
concerned because there was no traffic study done when the Casino 
Building was reconstructed.  He said he was also concerned about 
constructing two floors of parking for the preexisting parking needs, which 
may not be enough without a traffic study being done. 

Commissioner McVoy commented that he served on the Commission the 
longest and served when the Casino Building renovations were being 
considered.  He said he recalled that when the Commission was trying to 
find community support, the comments he heard were for the 20 acres of 
land and building to be a community focal point, a place where the 
community had pride and meant something in their personal lives.  The 
focus on that area was a park and a meeting place for the community.  The 
commercial area was secondary to the meeting place and that was the 
bases for dipping into the City’s Utilities Department “pocket” to redo the 
building in order to do it “for us.”  The building was a place the community 
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cared about, took pride in what it looked like, and the functionality.   The 
Commission wanted to quantify the amount of commercial space. There 
was concern that the Casino Building needed to be a public focal point and 
at times the City got away from that, which undervalued what it meant to the 
community.  He said it was fine that there was a place to eat, but the Casino 
Ballroom needed to be a place that promoted things that may not make 
money.  The community’s concern was not about selling or not selling the 
beach.  He said the concern he heard was that the City had to be careful 
about the beach making money or going into a private/public partnership.  

Vice Mayor Maxwell said that he was serving on the Commission in 2001 
and 2002 when a decision was made to seek at $19 or $20 million bond to 
rebuild the beach.  He said he was the only person who said it could not be 
done and objected because the vast majority of the users did not live in the 
City.   Those individuals who used the beach were regional, which then 
made it a regional beach.  At that time he asked why Lake Worth residents 
would “foot the bill” for the region at the residents’ expense.  Usership did 
not change, and the beach area continued to be used as a regional beach.  
The fact that there was 19 acres of beach was spun off by the previous 
Commission in order to break even and to no longer be funded by the 
public.  When the Casino Building renovation was being considered, he said 
the proposed business model would not work and gave many reasons why 
it would not.  He said that was why the Beach Fund was created in order to 
pay for itself.  The Beach Fund was supposed to pay the Utilities Fund back.  
Afterwards, staff was cut, maintenance deferred, the City did not keep up 
with its capital plan, and corners cut to fund the Beach Fund.  These 
changes created an unsafe situation, which was how the Casino Building 
was now in a situation because it was not maintained.  The ITN was to 
cover commitments made by the City’s predecessors.  Lake Worth told the 
public that the building would “break even.”  The City took $6 million from 
the Utility Department, continued to raise rates, but did not find money for 
infrastructures.   The Casino Building was overbuilt.  During the 
reconstruction discussion, he said he looked at the vendors and companies 
and asked them if the building would cost no more than $6 million.  He said 
he was told the Casino Building would be built for $6 million, then items 
were removed from the project to keep the costs down.  The building does 
not have a Certificate of Occupancy yet because it was not built right.  The 
big question was that all City funds needed to balance, but the Beach Fund 
was not balanced.  The deferred maintenance would catch up with the City.  
The building was not staffed enough.  The project did not do what it was 
intended to do.  Had it gone without a hitch, there would have been no 
discussion about the ITN.  He said it bothered him that people did not 
understand how the City got here, and they needed to know.  Once the 
public knew, it would be easier for them to understand how to get out of the 
mess.  He asked why the City would invite people to respond to the ITN 
when the City did not know the capacity.    Any development would create 
cars and, if the City did not know what its capacity was, then it did not know 
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what it could do.  If the Commission moved forward and did something at 
the Casino Building, the City would not be financially liable.  A private 
company would make sure its assets were protected.  

Commissioner Maier said there were two different perspectives.  A regional 
beach because people outside Lake Worth enjoyed the beach.  If outside 
people used the golf course, he asked if that made it a regional golf course.  
Lake Worth owned its beach, it was the heart of the City, and it was 
personal to each one.  He said that if the decision was to not keep it the 
City’s, then he would be on the opposite side.  

Commissioner Amoroso commented that people could not live in the past.  
There was a need to move forward.  New memories would be made.  He 
said he was a native, born and raised in Lake Worth.  He owned three 
businesses and said the last thing he would want was for overdevelopment 
or to overdevelop the beach.  The Casino Building was financially bleeding.  
It had nothing to do with the beach, but the beach complex.  The Casino 
Building did not pay for itself.  The pool area was not included in the original 
plan.  The City was now trying to fix a problem. There was a need to move 
forward, a need to make sure it was done, and a need to take in all of the 
considerations.  A portion of the beach area was a park; however, the lease 
rents and common area maintenance (CAM) rates were not up to par.  
There was a need to make sure the rents and CAMs paid for itself.  There 
was a need to look at the business plan structure to make sure the City paid 
for its overhead.  

Mayor Triolo announced that this was the time for public comment.

Peggy Fisher commented that she agreed with Commissioner Amoroso 
about having leases cover costs.  She said she had no problem with 
subsidizing the park portion, but not businesses.  Previous Commissioners 
agreed to accept $5 million from the County for improvements; however, the 
County dictated the number of parking spaces that needed to remain for 
regional residents.  She said she heard from Anderson Carr that rents were 
sufficient to cover the CAMs.  She commented that she did not have a 
problem keeping the park, but not subsidizing the commercial businesses.  

Retha Lowe commented that the City had been tossing the Casino Building 
“football” issue around for 40 years.  Vice Mayor Maxwell, Commissioner 
Amoroso, City Manager Bornstein, and City Attorney Torcivia all explained 
everything.  She said it would not matter how much was explained or known 
because the issue would still be discussed for another 40 years.  A traffic 
study should have been done as part of the project, but did not want to 
spend any more taxpayer money for it.  The Commission needed to listen to 
residents and take heed on what was being said.  She suggested the 
Commission vote on one of the Selection Committee’s recommendation and 
not continue to discuss the issue for another 40 years.
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Dean Sherwin asked how much money the City was losing and the 
allowable space that could be built.  He said he did not mind subsidizing for 
the residents.  He asked who used the beach; said the beach was busy 
especially on weekends; and most of those who used the beach were from 
out of town, which did not benefit the residents.  He said he wanted local 
businesses to benefit from the beach and provide employment.  He said he 
also wanted to put Lake Worth “on the map” in a good way.  He supported 
expanding the swimming pool, said the current pool was ugly and in the 
way, and the City could do something manageable with the pool space.     

Robert Lepa said he wanted to hear presentations from Hudson Holding 
and Anderson Carr before he heard the chatter of the Commission.  The 
City was still talking about the Casino Building.  For years, the John G’s 
Restaurant at the Casino Building was subsidized by the residents.  There 
was a need to have the commercial aspect pay for itself.  

John Szerdi said he was a part of the Kimley Horn team to engineer the 
Casino Building renovations.  At that same time, William Waters, the City’s 
current Community Sustainability Director, was part of the REG Architect 
team.  The original Request For Proposals (RFP) included renovating 50% 
of the second floor.  What was built was doomed.  He said the de-
engineering of the project took out all of the energy efficiencies.  The 
building was also supposed to have been on pilings, which was taken out.  
He asked how the previous Commission could add 30% more to what was 
originally planned and still stay within a $6 million budget.  He cited items 
that were removed from the original design and problems with the structure.  
He commented that the City financed the Casino Building using Utility Fund 
money and asked to see the proposals.  

Reverend Elie Louissaint asked to see the proposals.

Peter Timm said he was fed up with what was going on in Lake Worth.  The 
Mayor did a good job selling how bad the Casino Building was.  Parking 
fees were increased and he asked where the money was going.  The 
Casino Building was not a losing proposition if it was done right.  The only 
people making money were the contractors and tenants renting below the 
market rate.  The City was collecting a lot of money at the beach and should 
be collecting more.  The City wrote off a debt for the golf course and 
taxpayers paid for maintenance of ball fields.  

Lee Lipton said he bought Benny’s On The Beach Restaurant two years ago 
and was doing everything he could for Lake Worth.  He had 76 employees.  
He said he looked into leasing the Casino Building’s second floor space and 
said there were reasons why it was empty.  If someone wanted to invest 
money into the area and the area reached a point where everyone was 
doing well, then a business on the second floor made sense.  He asked how 
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many jobs would be created.  He said this process was an evolution, the 
pool area was an embarrassment, and said he believed there should be a 
lot more things available for Lake Worth.

Barbara Aubel commented that Lake Worth was “Where The Tropics Begin”
and “Where Discussion Never Ends.”  She said she had listened to the 
discussion on this subject for years.  The beach could never be sold so she 
asked everyone to stop eluding to a sale.  She said she was a wedding 
planner and the second floor space was unusable for weddings because it 
did not have reasonable space.  She cited her reasons why the space was 
not usable and said there was no hot water in the kitchen.  She said she 
hoped the commercial spaces were doing okay.  She commented that 
someone needed to make a substantial change to the second floor to make 
it work.  There was a need to move forward and not let “poking the beach”
get in the way of doing other things.    

Herman Robinson said he hoped Lake Worth was not oppose to ideas that 
would improve the beach.  The Casino Building needed improvements and 
needed to be self-sustaining.  The Commission was elected to set policies 
and provide amenities.  The Commission should know the income and 
expense and not be affected by the hysteria of selling the beach.  The City 
asked for ideas, then rejected them.  The pool and second floor of the 
Casino Building needed improvements.  The Commission needed to cut the 
“bull shit” and make a policy on the beach.  The building was built, now deal 
with it, and do not spend another two years talking about it. 

Jo-Ann Golden said she loved Lake Worth and worked to make it a great 
place to live.   That commitment was why everyone was present at this 
meeting.  She said it was not possible for everyone to love one another, but 
as good parents think about their children first, residents should think about 
this little planet and beach.  Sustainability was not just to provide property or 
water, but to provide safety in a community that everyone loved.  It was a 
shame that there was no Certificate of Occupancy issued on the building 
because that was a problem.  Residents were promised a building.  The 
building was leaking, was built improperly, and did not provide safety for the 
community.  There was no need for anymore buildings at the beach.  She 
suggested getting the space rented, having a usable kitchen, forget about 
taking any of the proposals, and fix what was needed.  

Rosann Malakates said she was amazed at the projects that went on 
before, which proceeded without an impact study being done.  Making a 
decision without the right information did not make sense.  She said she 
could not see how the Commission could move forward without the proper 
input or studies.  The pool was there to teach children how to swim.  The 
pool was meant for people to swim and not for parties.
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Mayor Triolo read the comment written by Fran Eberhardt.  Ms. Eberhardt
wrote [asking] this Commission to remember what happened with Greater 
Bay.  Be very careful.  There was no need for a convention center on the 
beach.  It was fine the way it was.  

Laurel Decker said a lot of time was spent talking about the past and very 
little talk about the solution.  This was a financial problem without discussing 
a financial solution.  No one was talking about selling the beach, but selling 
out.  The City Manager said the Beach Fund was not paying back a loan 
from the Utility Fund; however, she said she did not believe that because 
$250,000 was paid in the last fiscal year and $200,000 was paid in this 
fiscal year.  There had not yet been one full year of operations and the 
financial information had not yet been audited.  Asking for plans to build on 
the beach was jumping the gun without knowing how much money was 
being lost.  In 2012, $1.8 million in debt was forgiven for the golf course.  If 
one fund was forgiven, then the Beach Fund should be given a chance.  
She suggested working with the numbers until the terms of the leases came 
up again because ten years was not a long time for a City.  

Ginny Powell said she was a resident for 28 years and for years she had 
been waiting to see something happen at the beach.  The people of Lake 
Worth did a lot to make it a “people beach.”  Problems at the beach were 
raised by the same people who designed it.  She asked for the second floor 
of the Casino Building to be viable and what the minimum cost to fix it up 
would be.  She said it was a short period of time to be upset about the 
finances.  The parking fees were increased by 25 cents per hour and said 
she heard that the City made a lot of money.  People could not get to the 
beach because of the traffic.

Greg Rice commented that this issue had been kicked around for years.  
Everyone had fond memories of places in town, and the Casino Building 
had commercial tenants for years.  Yes, everyone wanted public space and 
there was no parking spaces available on the weekends; however, there 
was a need to draw people to the beach during the weekday.  The existing 
problems of the Casino Building needed to be addressed.  He said he 
wanted to hear about the three proposals and that there was no place 
around to rent oceanfront space for $20 per square foot. 

Barbara Jean Weber said every word shed light on what was not known.  It 
was time for the Commissioners to hold hands.  Everyone was caught up 
about the numbers not adding up.  She asked if it was possible to take the 
best of the ideas and combine them.  There was talk about the mistakes 
made on the building, but the Commission was making the same mistakes.  
The Commission was smart, bright, and had the advantage of having each 
other and staff.  She asked the Commission not to close their ears.  It was 
not a matter of size.  She asked the Commission to move forward.  The 
Selection Committee members were vocal.  She asked the Commission to 
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respect each other.  This was an opportunity to take care of what was
already there. She suggested getting volunteers to work at the Casino 
Building.

Janet Labanara commented that she was a new resident to Lake Worth and 
that it would be good for all to know that she chose Lake Worth over other 
cities because of many things.  Lake Worth was a fabulous place.  She said 
she did not care that there were problems, but this was an opportunity to get 
a stronger economic base.  People were afraid of overdevelopment.  She 
said she was concerned about crime and a stronger economy would affect 
crime.  She suggested having a traffic study and bringing in experts to help 
the Commission make a decision.

Mayor Triolo read the comment written by Erika Bell.  Ms. Bell wrote [asking 
the Commission] to spend $50,000 to create a City staff position of curator 
[who would] book the Casino Building space and the pool.  No one ever 
realized they could rent it.  Lake Worth was full of potential fantastic events.

Mayor Triolo left the meeting at 9:06 PM and passed the gavel to Vice 
Mayor Maxwell.

Mary Watson said it was fiscally irresponsible and disingenuous to say the 
beach must be privatized because it was losing money from the pool.  Close 
the pool if that was the real issue.  The ITN was grossly misrepresented to 
Commissioner McVoy and the public.  Many people live in Lake Worth 
because it was a beach community.  She asked why the residents should 
pay for the Casino Building for Hudson Holding or have to pay the $6 million 
back.  A convention center could be constructed anywhere, but the beach.  
The public was overwhelmingly against this.  This was the reason why John 
Szerdi was not re-elected.  If buildings were constructed that lasted longer 
than 20 years, then the residents needed to vote on it.   

Elise Crohn said she was amazed by all of the opinions and that there was 
value in each of them.  A lot of people were upset because it took so long, 
and should have taken longer.  She said she was concerned about the 
Hudson Holding proposal and that there was a need to do a lot more 
homework.  She said she missed the discussion on how the ITN process 
was decided.  

Tammy Pansa commented that she was still waiting for the formal 
presentations of the projects to be heard by the Commission.  She asked if 
everyone was supposed to trust the ITN, said she wanted to hear straight 
from the proposers, and wanted to see the presentations.  Two hours was 
just spent rehashing why the ITN did not work.  

Cara Jennings said disturbing statements were made by one of the 
Selection Committee members during the February ITN meeting regarding 
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not meeting again until after the March election when Commissioner Szerdi 
would be re-elected.  The public did not support any privatization at the 
beach.  The public wanted 100% of the entire beach owned by the City and 
to remain public.  Any Commissioner who supported a private/public 
partnership was not re-elected.  There was a lot of commotion about losing 
money without an audit being done.  It was a shame to go the ITN route.  
She said the public did not want a larger building.  She asked what the City 
was doing about a developer who built an inferior building. 

Marty Welfeld said the public was uninformed and trends could be looked at 
without a financial audit.  Elected officials observed and acted.  The City 
was bleeding and the loan was not repaid.  If the City had taken out a loan 
from a bank instead of borrowing from the Utility Fund, it would be in default.  
There was a need to move forward.  The past was not the path to the future.

Mayor Triolo returned to the meeting at 9:18 PM and resumed the gavel.

Jim McCandlish said he wanted to save the olympic-size pool. Before the 
City bulldozed it, he asked the Commission to look into marketing it to pay 
for itself.  Children swam in the pool.  It was time to make the pool work 
again.  He said he had a plan, prepared by a former pool employee, to get 
people involved to generate revenue.  An Olympic swimmer talked about 
bringing in clubs from England to work out.  Since the renovations, the 
beach was never more crowded.  He suggested marketing the second floor 
and pool.

Ramsay MacLeod commented that he had listened through the studies and 
Commission work sessions, and the bottom line was that the Commission 
made the decision on the proposals.  He asked the Commission to defer a 
decision and go back to the citizens on the aggressive way to go.  There 
was a need for information on what could be built.  He supported getting  
traffic, impact, and/or sustainability studies.  There was a need to support 
businesses and a need for the financial audits to be available to the public.  
If businesses were failing, then the business might be in the wrong location.  
There was a need for the studies and information within 90 days, then 
schedule a public showing of the proposals. 

Richard Guercic said he attended the last ITN meeting and was pleasantly 
surprised at the Selection Committee’s comments and the process.  The 
comments given by Commissioner Amoroso and William Waters, during the 
Selection Committee discussion, needed to be disseminated.  The process 
needed to move forward.

Maryann Polizzi commented that everyone voted in the Commission and 
there was a need to respect them.  She said she lived in Lake Worth for 30 
years and believed that there would be more taxes if everything stayed the 
same.  It was a travesty, it was a simple solution, and many had different 
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opinions.  She said her opinion was to move forward and get Lake Worth on 
the map instead of being called “Lake Worthlessness.”  Regardless of what 
was chosen, it was important to do something.

Commissioner Amoroso left the meeting at 9:38 PM.

Commission comments/requests summaries:

1. Commissioner Maier said the public comments he heard were that,
without real, audited numbers, the City could not move forward with new 
development.  The Casino Building needed to be fixed and the builder 
was responsible for fixing it up and solving the problems.   The City 
needed to fix the building that was already at the beach.  Getting studies 
done were for the future.  Many individuals said there was not enough 
information to come up with a new development at the beach.

Commissioner Amoroso returned to the meeting at 9:40 PM.

2. Commissioner McVoy commented that everyone agreed there was a 
level of problems with the Casino Building. There were other issues with 
the upper floor design and some of those things could be solved and 
pushed back onto the builder or designer.  He said he did not know if 
some of the corrections were done.  Before entering into a private/public 
partnership, he suggested the building get fixed in order to receive a 
better lease price.  He asked what the rush was to go into a partnership 
when there were other City assets that were losing money.  The golf 
course lost money for years, and the City forgave that debt.  He asked 
why it was okay for the golf course to lose money, but the City not 
support an amenity at the beach.  He supported doing things to fix the 
problems with the building in order to open up an opportunity for a better 
restaurant.  The building was designed after many public charettes.  

3. Commissioner Amoroso suggested Commissioner McVoy meet with the 
City Manager or City Attorney to discuss the issues the City had with the 
developer or contractor.  The parking fee revenues were currently paying 
for the Casino Building’s overhead and maintenance.  He said the 
parking fees should not be paying for the overhead.   There was a $1.8 
million deficit at the golf course, which was taken off the budget’s line 
item.  The deficit was not forgiven.  Former Commissioners were talking 
on blogs and emails, which resulted in the City having to pay a $1.6 
million lawsuit settlement.  

4. Vice Mayor Maxwell commented that fixing the Casino Building would 
not change the financial picture because of the rents received.  An audit 
was done every year; however, an audit did not address how money was 
spent.  He said he was still waiting for information from staff about the 
building’s bleeding finances, the amount of staffing needed to operate 
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the Casino Building, and the maintenance costs.  He said businesses
needed to pay for what was needed, including property taxes.  He asked 
to see the proposals and suggested 30 minute presentations by each of 
the proposers be made before the Commission.  He said he did not want 
to hear from blogs.   

5. Mayor Triolo said the City could not afford to lose money every year.  
Pension and public safety costs were increasing every year.   The City 
was trying to operate on a $28 million budget, which decreased every 
year.  She asked everyone to think about how things had changed.  
Everything did not have to make a profit, but facilities with commercial 
buildings had hard costs and needed to support themselves.  If a profit 
was made then that money could be reinvested into the Casino Building.  
Residents should not have to pay a dime to fix a piece of the Casino 
Building because it was already paid for.  She asked what amenities did 
the community want and deserve.  The decision should be made by the 
community.  There were 27 public meetings to discuss the Lake Worth 
2020 infrastructure improvements, so this decision would not happen 
fast.  There was a need to see the proposals. Not having the proposals 
here was a misrepresentation because everyone was taking about 
something without knowing what they were talking about.  The City could 
never build, do, or plan anything unless there was a business model to 
sustain itself.  If not, then the City would be setting itself up for failure.

6. Commissioner Amoroso said the Selection Committee made 
recommendations and there was a need for clarification on the 
Commission’s direction.  The reason why there were no proposals 
presented at this meeting was because one of the proposals was not 
pushed forward and was not included as one of the Committee’s 
recommendation.  The Committee’s recommendation was to look 
forward, possibly negotiate with the upstairs renter, and to possibly look 
at doing studies.  If the Commission was not going to take the 
Committee’s recommendations, then the Selection Committee members 
needed Commission direction that at the next Commission meeting, the 
Commissioners wanted to look at all three proposals and to bring all 
three forward at a public meeting.  If that was the Commission’s direction 
then it would be that the Commission did not take the Selection 
Committee’s recommendation.  

Mayor Triolo responded that no decision would be made at this meeting.

Vice Mayor Maxwell suggested Commissioner Amoroso bring back his 
comments at the next Commission meeting.

Mayor Triolo responded that the Commission could then give direction 
to set up a meeting in which to discuss and vote on the issue.  
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4. ADJOURNMENT:

Consensus: To adjourn the meeting at 9:42 PM.  

_________________________________
 PAM TRIOLO, MAYOR

ATTEST:

______________________________
PAMELA J. LOPEZ, CITY CLERK

Minutes Approved: June 16, 2015

A digital audio recording of this meeting will be available in the Office of the City Clerk.  



MINUTES
CITY OF LAKE WORTH

CITY COMMISSION
BUDGET WORK SESSION NO. 1

MAY 30, 2015 – 1:00 PM

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Triolo on the above date at 1:00
PM in the City Commission Chamber, located at 7 North Dixie Highway, Lake 
Worth, Florida.

1. ROLL CALL:

Present were Mayor Pam Triolo; Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell; and 
Commissioners Christopher McVoy (arrived 1:38 PM), Andy Amoroso, and 
Ryan Maier.  Also present were City Manager Michael Bornstein and City 
Clerk Pamela Lopez.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The pledge of allegiance was led by Commissioner Andy Amoroso.

3. UPDATES/FUTURE ACTION/DIRECTION:

A. Discuss the Fiscal Year 2016 proposed budget

City Manager Bornstein said budget transparency was a buzz word batted 
around.  It was something that he had been gravelling with since his 
involvement in local government and particularly while in Lake Worth for the 
past three years.  Lake Worth met the legal requirements of the State; 
however, numbers did not mean anything unless people understood them.  
He explained that the City needed a process and Burton & Associates was 
already providing financial modules for the Water Fund for several years.  
There was discussion about rethinking the budget process and having Burton 
& Associates look at all of the City’s funds and how they interacted with each 
other.  This year’s budget process provided for the Commission to have 
discussions and make policy decisions from which the Fiscal Year 2016 
budget would be crafted.   The former finance director was able to balance 
the current budget by using one time revenue windfalls, which would not 
occur again.  

He advised that the Palm Beach County Property Appraiser projected a 9.5% 
increase in property values; however, the budget still did not make a major 
commitment to funding replacement or maintenance of infrastructure needs.  
There were currently 58 vacant positions out of 352 employees.  He asked 
the Commission to focus on each fund’s balance during the process and to 
find solutions for the long term.  He said staff was looking for direction or 
questions from the Commission.
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1) Water Fund

Michael Burton, Burton & Associates, explained that they looked at eight 
funds and that cash flow models would be shown for each of those funds.  He 
said each fund was interrelated, which would affect the General Fund.  He 
explained in detail the Water Fund’s operating fund and revenue versus 
expense’s cash in and cash out.  He commented that the Water Fund was 
healthy.

Larry Johnson, Water Utility Director, explained that staff was recommending 
a 4.5% water increase for Fiscal Year 2016, instead of the prior projected 
5.0% rate increase.

No changes were made to the budget.   

Sewer Fund

Michael Burton, Burton & Associates, explained in detail the Sewer Fund’s 
operating fund and revenue versus expense’s cash in and cash out.  He 
commented that the Sewer Fund was healthy.

No changes were made to the budget.

2) Electric Fund

Michael Burton, Burton & Associates, explained that the Commission had 
entered into a rate parity ordinance and that, for the past two years, electric 
rates were reduced.  He commented that to reach rate parity with Florida 
Power & Light (FPL) in two years, the Commission would have to decrease 
the electric rates 12% in Fiscal Year 2016 and another 12% in Fiscal Year 
2017.  If the rates were reduced, then in early 2018 the Electric Fund would 
run out of money.  If the rates were not increased, then the Electric Fund 
would run out of money in 2020.  If there was a rate increase each year, then 
there would be sufficient revenue in the Electric Fund.  

Lengthy discussion ensued regarding parity including FPL’s rate increase;
investing in the City’s own power plant; new construction being more energy 
efficient thereby using less electricity; the public’s perception that the City still 
had higher electric rates; exploring all options before increasing the rates; the 
public not being aware that for the past four years the electric rates 
decreased; everyone would immediately learn about the rate increase, while 
the City did a poor job marketing the rate decreases; and having the General 
Fund not being dependent on utility funds.   

Commissioner McVoy arrived at the meeting, the time being 1:38 PM.
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Lengthy discussion continued regarding changing the amount of funds 
transferred into the General Fund and the results of those various change 
scenarios to both the Electric and General Funds.  

Lengthy discussion continued regarding a financing mechanism to fund a new 
power plant, whether or not a fire assessment could be used to pay former 
Fire/Rescue Department personnel pensions, looking into the types of 
assessments imposed by other cities, the General Fund running out of money 
in Fiscal Year 2017 if contributions from the Electric Fund stopped, calling 
franchisee fees or payment in lieu of taxes the same name throughout all of 
the City’s funds, putting efforts into conservation to help people reduce their 
electric usage, aged housing stock not having energy efficient appliances or 
insulation, a need for meaningful discussion on ways to increase revenue to 
the General Fund and encourage investment into the City, seeing the results 
of not funding infrastructure maintenance, being unacceptable to continue to 
transfer funds from the utility funds to support the General Fund, what the 
City could do to raise neighborhood prosperity, and providing a comparison
of other cities’ franchise fee amounts. 

Mayor Triolo recessed the meeting at 2:32 PM and reconvened at 2:38 PM.

No changes to the budget were made.

3) General Fund 

Note:  Comments regarding the General Fund were had during the Electric 
Fund discussions.  

4) Beach Fund

Michael Burton, Burton & Associates, explained in detail the Beach Fund’s 
operating fund and revenue versus expense’s cash in and cash out.  

Juan Ruiz, Leisure Services Director, advised that additional staffing was 
requested in Fiscal Year 2016; however, any additional staffing would be 
based on the Commission’s policy. He said an increase in parking meter fees
could pay for the additional staff.  He explained the proposed new pool 
amenities and improvements.  

Lengthy discussion ensued regarding staffing the Casino Building and the 
results of various proposed scenarios to pay the debt and staffing, pool hours, 
and maintenance.

Vice Mayor Maxwell left the meeting at 3:13 PM and returned at 3:15 PM.  
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Lengthy discussion continued regarding generating enough revenue to 
support a US swimming competition pool and improvements to the pool to 
meet users’ needs.  

Commissioner Amoroso left the meeting at 3:35 PM and returned at 3:37 PM.

Lengthy discussion continued regarding including maintenance costs in 
future years modeling, the Casino Building needing to pay for itself and not 
subsidizing payment of the cost through parking meter fees, and consider 
renting the Casino Building’s second floor for office space instead of a 
restaurant.  

Vice Mayor Maxwell left the meeting at 3:50 PM and returned at 3:53 PM.

Lengthy discussion continued regarding paying for lifeguards with parking 
meter revenue, not using parking meter revenue to subsidize the Casino 
Building businesses, and residents subsidizing the Casino Building when the 
debt service costs were added into the Beach Fund financial modules.

The following changes to the Fiscal Year 2016 budget were made:  keep the 
pool open 29 hours, fund office space for staff, fund additional staff, and 
increase the parking fees to $2.50 per hour.

4. ADJOURNMENT:

Consensus: To adjourn the meeting at 4:02 PM.  

_________________________________
  PAM TRIOLO, MAYOR

ATTEST:

______________________________
PAMELA J. LOPEZ, CITY CLERK

Minutes Approved: June 16, 2015

A digital audio recording of this meeting will be available in the Office of the City Clerk. 



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE:  June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Leisure Services

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Resolution No. 25-2015 - submit  Fiscal Year 2015 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant program 
application

SUMMARY:  
The Resolution authorizes the submission of an application to the Bureau of Justice Assistance for the City’s 
Fiscal Year 2015 Justice Assistance Grant formula award of $30,167.  

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Assistance has recently notified the City of its eligibility for Fiscal 
Year 2015 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) funding under the Local JAG solicitation in 
the amount of $30,167.  These funds are made available to the City for eligible local initiatives and activities that 
include law enforcement programs, prosecution and court programs, prevention and education programs, 
corrections and community corrections programs, drug treatment and enforcement programs, planning, 
evaluation and technology programs, and crime victim and witness programs.  The term of the award is from 
October 1, 2014 through September 30, 2018.

As expressed at a public meeting that was held on May 26, 2015, the City proposes to utilize this allocation of 
Fiscal Year 2015 JAG Program funding to retain the Recreation Leader position to continue the provision of 
individual case management for at-risk youth participating in after-school education and crime prevention 
programs at the City’s two Youth Empowerment Centers. The Recreation Leader is responsible for the 
coordination of participating youth and City staff, parents, school, juvenile justice system personnel and other 
service providers involved in ongoing programs and activities at the City’s two Youth Empowerment Centers.  
This is an eligible prevention and education program under the JAG Program.  No match is required of the City 
for this funding. 

The City’s application is available for public review and comment in the City Manager’s Office, City Hall, 7 
North Dixie Highway, Lake Worth, FL 33460 during normal business hours through June 28, 2015.  Public
notice to this effect was published in the Lake Worth Herald on May 28, 2015.  Any public comment received 
will be submitted to the Bureau of Justice Assistance.

MOTION:
I move to approve/ not approve Resolution No. 25-2015.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis
Resolution



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
External Revenues (Grant) 0 8,000 22,167 0 0
Program Income 0 0 0 0 0
In-kind Match 0 0 0 0 0

Net Fiscal Impact 0 8,000 22,167 0 0

No. of Addn’l Full-Time
Employee Positions 0 0 0 0 0

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact:  
Grant funds in the amount of $30,167 will be utilized to maintain the City’s Recreation Leader position to 
provide individual case management for “at-risk” youth participating in afterschool education and crime 
prevention programs at the City’s Youth Empowerment Centers.  No local cost share is required of the City 
for these grant funds.

C. Department Fiscal Review:  _________
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2
RESOLUTION NO. 25-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF AN APPLICATION TO THE U.S. 4
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS, BUREAU 5
OF JUSTICE ASSISTANCE FOR GRANT FUNDS PROVIDED THROUGH 6

THE FISCAL YEAR 2015 EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE 7
ASSISTANCE GRANT PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $30,167; 8
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 9

10
11

WHEREAS, the City has received notification from the U.S. Department 12
of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance of its 13
eligibility to apply for assistance under the Fiscal Year 2015 Edward Byrne 14
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program via its Local JAG Program 15
solicitation; and 16

17

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2015 JAG Program allocation for the City 18
has been established by formula in the amount of $30,167 for eligible local 19
initiatives and activities; and20

21
WHEREAS, the provision of afterschool and crime prevention programs 22

at the Youth Empowerment Centers is an eligible prevention and education 23
activity under JAG Program guidelines; and24

25

WHEREAS, the City desires to apply for Fiscal Year 2015 JAG Program 26
funds to support the continued staffing of the Recreation Leader position at the 27

City’s Youth Empowerment Centers to provide individual case management for 28
at-risk youth participating in the afterschool and crime prevention programs.29

30

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 31
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:32

33
SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 34
authorizes the submission of an application to the U.S. Department of Justice, 35
Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance for grant funds made 36
available through the Fiscal Year 2015 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice 37

Assistance Grant Program in the amount of $30,167 for the continued staffing 38
of the Recreation Leader position to provide individual case management for at-39
risk youth participating in the afterschool and crime prevention programs at the 40
City’s Youth Empowerment Centers. 41

42

SECTION 2:  The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 43
authorizes the acceptance of these funds, if awarded, for this purpose.44

45
SECTION 2: Upon execution of the Resolution, one copy shall be forwarded to 46
the Leisure Services Director. The fully executed original shall be maintained 47

by the City Clerk as a public record of the City.48
49
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SECTION 3: This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption.50
51
52

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ________, 53
seconded by Commissioner _________________, and upon being put to a 54

vote, the vote was as follows:55

Mayor Pam Triolo56

Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  57
Commissioner Christopher McVoy58
Commissioner Andy Amoroso59
Commissioner Ryan Maier60

61

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and 62

adopted on the 16th day of June, 2015.63

64

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION 65
66
67

By:_________________________68
  Pam Triolo, Mayor   69

70
ATTEST:71

72

__________________________73
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk74



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE:  June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT:  Commissioner Amoroso

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
Resolution No. 26-2015 - support legislation to establish regulations or ban of disposal plastic bags

SUMMARY:  
The Resolution support the environmental initiative of House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 to establish a pilot 
program for the regulation or ban of disposable plastic bags by coastal municipalities.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Currently, municipalities cannot regulate or ban the use of disposable plastic bags. State Representative David 
Richardson introduced House Bill 661 and State Senator Dwight Bullard filed Senate Bill 966 for consideration 
during the 2015 Regular Session of the Florida State Legislature. House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 proposed a 
pilot program for coastal municipalities to establish regulations or ban the use of disposable plastic bags. Both 
bills failed during the Regular Session. However, the City, as a coastal municipality which would have qualified 
for the pilot program, has received a request to show its support for the underlying environmental initiative of 
House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 in hopes of having similar bills passed in the future.  

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Resolution No. 26-2015.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Analysis Impact – not applicable
House Bill 661
Senate Bill 966
Resolution 
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A bill to be entitled 1 

An act relating to disposable plastic bags; creating 2 

s. 403.70325, F.S.; authorizing certain municipalities 3 

to establish pilot programs for the regulation or ban 4 

of disposable plastic bags; providing program 5 

criteria; providing for expiration of the program; 6 

directing participating municipalities to collect data 7 

and submit reports to the municipal governing body and 8 

the Department of Environmental Protection; 9 

authorizing municipalities to continue such regulation 10 

or ban after the program expires under certain 11 

conditions; providing an effective date. 12 

 13 

Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Florida: 14 

 15 

 Section 1.  Section 407.70325, Florida Statutes, is created 16 

to read: 17 

 403.70325  Municipal pilot program for regulation or ban of 18 

disposable plastic bags.— 19 

 (1)  Notwithstanding s. 403.7033, a municipality with a 20 

population of fewer than 100,000 may establish a pilot program 21 

to regulate or ban disposable plastic bags. A municipality 22 

establishing a pilot program shall, by December 31, 2015, enact 23 

an ordinance for the regulation or ban of disposable plastic 24 

bags that begins January 1, 2016, and expires June 30, 2018. 25 

Such ordinance may not include any new taxes or fees on the use 26 
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or distribution of disposable plastic bags. 27 

 (2)  A municipality that establishes a pilot program shall: 28 

 (a)  Collect data pertaining to the impact of such 29 

regulation or ban. 30 

 (b)  By April 1, 2018, submit a report on the impact of 31 

such regulation or ban to the governing body of the municipality 32 

at a public hearing that is open to comments from the public. 33 

 (c)  Provide a copy of the report to the department. 34 

 (3)  A municipality may continue to regulate or ban 35 

disposable plastic bags after June 30, 2018, if the municipality 36 

enacts an ordinance after April 1, 2018, indicating that the 37 

municipality will continue the regulation or ban of plastic 38 

bags, notwithstanding s. 403.7033. 39 

 Section 2.  Section 403.7033, Florida Statutes, reads: 40 

 403.7033  Departmental analysis of particular recyclable 41 

materials.—The Legislature finds that prudent regulation of 42 

recyclable materials is crucial to the ongoing welfare of 43 

Florida's ecology and economy. As such, the Department of 44 

Environmental Protection shall undertake an analysis of the need 45 

for new or different regulation of auxiliary containers, 46 

wrappings, or disposable plastic bags used by consumers to carry 47 

products from retail establishments. The analysis shall include 48 

input from state and local government agencies, stakeholders, 49 

private businesses, and citizens, and shall evaluate the 50 

efficacy and necessity of both statewide and local regulation of 51 

these materials. To ensure consistent and effective 52 
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implementation, the department shall submit a report with 53 

conclusions and recommendations to the Legislature no later than 54 

February 1, 2010. Until such time that the Legislature adopts 55 

the recommendations of the department, no local government, 56 

local governmental agency, or state government agency may enact 57 

any rule, regulation, or ordinance regarding use, disposition, 58 

sale, prohibition, restriction, or tax of such auxiliary 59 

containers, wrappings, or disposable plastic bags. 60 

 Section 3.  This act shall take effect July 1, 2015. 61 
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By the Committee on Environmental Preservation and Conservation; 

and Senators Bullard, Soto, and Sobel 
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A bill to be entitled 1 

An act relating to disposable plastic bags; creating 2 

s. 403.70325, F.S.; authorizing certain municipalities 3 

to establish pilot programs for the regulation or ban 4 

of disposable plastic bags; providing program 5 

criteria; providing for expiration of the program; 6 

directing participating municipalities to collect data 7 

and submit reports to the municipal governing body and 8 

the Department of Environmental Protection; 9 

republishing s. 403.7033, F.S.; providing an effective 10 

date. 11 

  12 

Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Florida: 13 

 14 

Section 1. Section 403.70325, Florida Statutes, is created 15 

to read: 16 

403.70325 Municipal pilot program for regulation or ban of 17 

disposable plastic bags.— 18 

(1) Notwithstanding s. 403.7033, a municipality with a 19 

population of fewer than 100,000 which is a coastal community 20 

may establish a pilot program to regulate or ban disposable 21 

plastic bags. A municipality establishing a pilot program shall, 22 

by December 31, 2015, enact an ordinance for the regulation or 23 

ban of disposable plastic bags that begins January 1, 2016, and 24 

expires June 30, 2018. Such ordinance may not include any new 25 

taxes or fees on the use or distribution of disposable plastic 26 

bags. 27 

(2) A municipality that establishes a pilot program shall: 28 

(a) Collect data pertaining to the impact of such 29 
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regulation or ban. 30 

(b) By April 1, 2018, submit a report on the impact of such 31 

regulation or ban to the governing body of the municipality at a 32 

public hearing that is open to comments from the public. 33 

(c) Provide a copy of the report to the department. 34 

Section 2. Section 403.7033, Florida Statutes, is 35 

republished to read: 36 

403.7033 Departmental analysis of particular recyclable 37 

materials.—The Legislature finds that prudent regulation of 38 

recyclable materials is crucial to the ongoing welfare of 39 

Florida’s ecology and economy. As such, the Department of 40 

Environmental Protection shall undertake an analysis of the need 41 

for new or different regulation of auxiliary containers, 42 

wrappings, or disposable plastic bags used by consumers to carry 43 

products from retail establishments. The analysis shall include 44 

input from state and local government agencies, stakeholders, 45 

private businesses, and citizens, and shall evaluate the 46 

efficacy and necessity of both statewide and local regulation of 47 

these materials. To ensure consistent and effective 48 

implementation, the department shall submit a report with 49 

conclusions and recommendations to the Legislature no later than 50 

February 1, 2010. Until such time that the Legislature adopts 51 

the recommendations of the department, no local government, 52 

local governmental agency, or state government agency may enact 53 

any rule, regulation, or ordinance regarding use, disposition, 54 

sale, prohibition, restriction, or tax of such auxiliary 55 

containers, wrappings, or disposable plastic bags. 56 

Section 3. This act shall take effect upon becoming a law. 57 
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2
RESOLUTION NO. 26-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA,3
SUPPORTING HOUSE BILL 661, AND COMPANION SENATE BILL 966, 4
AUTHORIZING A PILOT PROGRAM FOR COASTAL MUNICIPALITIES TO 5
REGULATE OR BAN THE USE OF DISPOSABLE PLASTIC BAGS; AND 6

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE7
8

WHEREAS, plastic bags have been determined to be detrimental to the 9
environment because they do not fully degrade in our oceans or landfills and they 10
introduce unsafe chemicals into our environment; and11

12
WHEREAS, plastic bags have been known to cause death by choking, 13

entanglement and ingestion to both land and marine animals; and14
15

WHEREAS, the expansive usage of disposable plastic bags and their 16

typical disposal rates creates an impediment to the City’s waste reduction and 17

recycling goals while creating unsightly litter; and18
19

WHEREAS, single-use plastic bags are difficult to recycle and frequently 20

contaminate material that is processed through the City’s curbside recycling 21
program; and22

23
WHEREAS, Section 403.7033 currently prohibits local governments from 24

enacting any ordinances, rules or regulations regarding the use, disposition, sale, 25

prohibition, restriction, or tax of disposable plastic bags; and26
27

WHEREAS, State Representative David Richardson has introduced 28
House Bill 661 and State Senator Dwight Bullard has filed Senate Bill 966 for 29
consideration during the 2015 Regular Session of the Florida State Legislature; 30

and31
32

WHEREAS, House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 would authorize coastal 33
municipalities with a population of fewer than one hundred thousand (100,000) 34
to establish a pilot program to regulate or ban disposable plastic bags; and35

36
WHEREAS, both House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 died during the 2015 37

Regular Session of the Florida State Legislature; and38
39

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Commission have determined that the 40
enactment of House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 (or a similar bill) would benefit 41
the residents and visitors of the City of Lake Worth; would protect the City’s 42

beaches and marine life; and, would serve a valid public purpose.43
44

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF LAKE 45
WORTH, FLORIDA, that:46

47

SECTION 1: The Mayor and City Commission of the City of Lake Worth support 48
the enactment of House Bill 661 and Senate Bill 966 (or a similar bill) for the 49
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establishment of a pilot program for the coastal municipalities to regulate or ban 50
the use of disposable plastic bags.51

52
SECTION 2: The Mayor and City Commission direct the City Manager to cause 53
a copy of this resolution to be forwarded to all appropriate parties.54

55
SECTION 3: This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption.56

57
The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner 58

________________, seconded by Commissioner _________________, and 59

upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:60
61

Mayor Pam Triolo62
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  63

Commissioner Christopher McVoy64
Commissioner Andy Amoroso65

Commissioner Ryan Maier66
67

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and 68

adopted on the 16th day of June, 2015.69
70

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION 71
72

73
By:__________________________74

 Pam Triolo, Mayor   75
ATTEST:76
__________________________77

Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk78



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE:  June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT: Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Final Plat map application for the Waterville Townhomes project.

SUMMARY:
The applicant is requesting a final plat map approval for the Waterville Townhomes project generally located +/- 650 feet 
north of the Intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road, in the City of Lake Worth. 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The applicant is requesting a final plat map approval for the Waterville Townhomes project. The project site is a vacant +/-
8.75 acre parcel generally located +/- 650 feet north of the Intersection at 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road, in the 
City of Lake Worth. The project site is inclusive of the following described parcel:

P.C.N. Address
38-43-44-20-01-003-0010 1100 Boutwell Road
38-43-44-20-01-003-0011
38-43-44-20-01-002-0020
38-43-44-20-01-002-0021

The Planning & Zoning Board approved the seventy-five (75) unit townhome project at their meeting on December 17, 
2014. The final plat map was reviewed by the Department of Community Sustainability and other appropriate City 
Departments, which all recommend approval of the final plat. The Planning and Zoning Board recommended approval of 
the final plat map at their meeting on June 3, 2015, without conditions of approval.  

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the final plat map for the Waterville Townhomes project.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Waterville Partially Executed Plat
Site Plan, Landscape Plan
Rendering
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NOTES:

1.) ALL PLANT MATERIAL TO BE INSTALLED SHALL CONFORM TO FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT'S (FPL'S)
RIGHT TREE RIGHT PLACE GUIDELINES.

2.) MINIMUM TREE QUALIFICATIONS 12' HT. x 6' SPR. x 2.5" CAL.  PALMS OR SLASH PINES PLANTED IN
GROUPS OF THREE OR MORE MAY BE COUNTED AS ONE REQUIRED CANOPY TREE.  PALMS MAY BE
COUNTED UP TO A MAXIMUM OF 25 PERCENT OF ALL TREES REQUIRED IN THE BUFFER.

3.) 50% OF ALL SHADE TREES NEED TO NATIVE.

TREE REQUIREMENT CHART FOR PERIMETER BUFFERS

1 CANOPY TREE 20' O.C. 33
REQUIRED/PROPOSED SITE LANDSCAPE MATERIAL REQUIRED

TOTAL CANOPY TREES
TOTAL LARGE SHRUBS

132

24
96

89

LARGE SHRUBS - 2 PER 5 L.F., 24" HT. ALONG FENCE LINE

1 CANOPY TREE 20' O.C.10' LANDSCAPE BUFFER (476 L.F.)
WEST PROPERTY LINE

32
126

10' LANDSCAPE BUFFER (660 L.F.)
SOUTH PROPERTY LINE

10' LANDSCAPE BUFFER (629 L.F.)
EAST PROPERTY LINE

1 CANOPY TREE 20' O.C.

LARGE SHRUBS - 2 PER 5 L.F., 24" HT. ALONG FENCE LINE

LARGE SHRUBS - 2 PER 5 L.F., 24" HT. ALONG FENCE LINE

PROVIDED
33
378

24
293

89

32
293

354 964



A"

D"

D" D"

PLANT SPACING CHART

10.4"
8.66"
6.93"

12" O.C.
10" O.C.
8" O.C.

5.2"6" O.C.

SPACING "D"             ROW "A"

15.6"18" O.C.
20.8"24" O.C.
26.0"30" O.C.
31.2"36" O.C.
41.6"48" O.C.

1.  STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS AND HARDSCAPE FEATURES INDICATED ON LANDSCAPE PLANS ARE FOR INFORMATIONAL
PURPOSES ONLY. LANDSCAPE PLANS ARE TO BE UTILIZED FOR LOCATION OF LIVING PLANT MATERIAL ONLY.
LANDSCAPE PLANS SHOULD NOT BE UTILIZED FOR STAKING AND LAYOUT OR LOCATION OF ANY STRUCTURAL SITE
FEATURES INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO: BUILDINGS, SIGNAGE, PATHWAYS, EASEMENTS, BERMS, WALL, FENCES,
UTILITIES OR ROADWAYS.
2.  CONTRACTOR SHALL ACQUIRE ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE, LOCAL, JURISDICTIONAL OR UTILITY COMPANY
PERMITS REQUIRED PRIOR TO REMOVAL, RELOCATION, AND/OR INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE MATERIALS INDICATED
WITHIN PLAN DOCUMENTS. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL HAVE PERMITS "IN HAND" PRIOR TO STARTING WORK.
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL BEAR NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR WORK PERFORMED WITHOUT PERMITTED DRAWINGS.
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL CHANGES TO THE WORK, AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE
OWNER, AS A RESULT OF UNAUTHORIZED WORK PRIOR TO RECEIPT OF PERMIT.
3.  TREES SHOWN ON THIS PLAN ARE FOR GRAPHIC REPRESENTATION ONLY.  TREE SPACING IS BASED ON DESIGN
REQUIREMENTS AND THE TREES SHOWN ON THESE PLANS ATTEMPT TO ACCOMPLISH THAT SPACING WHILE
MAINTAINING THE REQUIRED SETBACKS FROM UTILITIES.  IN THE EVENT OF A CONFLICT, AFFECTED PLANT MATERIAL
SHALL BE FIELD ADJUSTED WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT TO AVOID CONFLICTS WITH THE
WITH EXISTING AND PROPOSED UTILITIES, LIGHT POLES, DRAINAGE STRUCTURES OR LINES, LAKE MAINTENANCE
EASEMENTS OR OTHER AFFECTED SITE FEATURES.
4.  ANY PLANTING WITHIN THE SIGHT TRIANGLES SHALL PROVIDE UNOBSTRUCTED VIEWS AT A LEVEL BETWEEN 30"
AND 8' ABOVE THE PAVEMENT.
5.  ALL UTILITY BOXES/ STRUCTURES TO BE SCREENED ON 3 SIDES W/ APPROVED PLANTING MATERIAL.
6.  IRRIGATION IS REQUIRED PROVIDING 100% COVERAGE WITH A MAXIMUM OF 50% OVERLAP, AN AUTOMATIC RAIN
SENSOR MUST BE INCLUDED.
7.  ALL PLANT MATERIAL TO BE INSTALLED SHALL CONFORM TO FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT'S (FPL'S) RIGHT TREE
RIGHT PLACE GUIDELINES.
8.  IN CASE OF DISCREPANCIES PLANS TAKE PRECEDENCE OVER PLANT LIST.
9.  LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFICATION OF ALL QUANTITIES PRIOR TO BIDDING.
10.  REMOVAL OF EXISTING VEGETATION IS RESPONSIBILITY OF LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR.
11.  RELOCATION OF EXISTING VEGETATION IS RESPONSIBILITY OF LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR. REFER TO
SPECIFICATIONS FOR RELOCATION INSTRUCTIONS.

LANDSCAPE NOTES:

NTS.
SHRUB PLANTING DETAIL

PROVIDE 3" EARTH PLANTING SAUCER

3" SHREDDED MELALEUCA MULCH.
PULL MULCH AWAY FROM TRUNK A MINIMUM OF 3".

TAMP BOTTOM OF PLANTING HOLE TO MINIMIZE PLANT SETTLING.

A
1/2
 A

1/2
A

3 A

REMOVE BURLAP FROM TOP 1/3 OF ROOTBALL.
COMPLETELY REMOVE ANY SYNTHETIC WRAPPING MATERIALS..

PLANT ROOTBALL MINIMUM OF 1" ABOVE FINISHED GRADE,
WITH A MAXIMUM OF 10% OF ROOTBALL EXPOSED ABOVE GRADE.

BACKFILL PLANTING HOLE WITH APPROVED PLANTING MIX.
SEE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT FOR PROPER MIX SPECIFICATIONS.

PROVIDE A PLANTING HOLE  MINIMUM OF 3 TIMES THE DIAMETER
OF THE ROOT BALL ON THE SURFACE AND TWO TIMES THE
ROOT BALL DIAMETER AT THE BASE.

FINISHED GRADE

NTS.

EXISTING SOIL.

TILL SOIL TO A MINIMUM DEPTH OF
4" BELOW THE EXISTING SOIL LEVEL.

2" OF 1/4" MULCH PLACED ON TOP OF TILLED SOIL.
TILL MULCH 2" -4" INTO PREVIOUSLY TILLED SOIL.
LEVEL TO FINISHED GRADE BY HAND RAKING.

1" OF SHREDDED MELALEUCA MULCH
PLACED BETWEEN PLANTS ABOVE EXISTING SOIL LEVEL.

2"

2"

1"

3" MAX.

R
0.8

7 R

A

D
RI

P 
LI

N
E

NTS.
TREE PROTECTION DETAIL
NOTE: 1.  THIS DETAIL APPLIES TO ALL TREES  THAT
 WILL BE PRESERVED IN PLACE OR BE RELOCATED.

B MINIMUM* BOUNDARY
B BOUNDARY

A= INCHES OF DIAMETER
4.5' ABOVE
GRADE OF PROTECTED
TREE

B=CRITICAL PROTECTION
ZONE (CPZ)

(CPZ) THAT AREA
SURROUNDING A TREE
WITHIN A CIRCLE
DESCRIBED BY A RADIUS OF
ONE FOOT FOR EACH INCH
OF THE TREE'S DIAMETER
AT 4.5' ABOVE GRADE
 *B MIN=75 % OF B AREA

FENCING WITH FLAGGING.
THE BARRICADE SHALL BE
PLACED SO AS TO ENCOMPASS
THE CRITICAL PROTECTION
ZONE (CPZ)

NTS.

TOP OF SIDEWALK OR PATH

EDGE OF BUILDING OR WALL

LARGE TREE MIN. 10'
SMALL TREE MIN. 8'

MIN. 30"

LARGE CANOPY TREE

MIN. 6'

SMALL SHRUBS

GROUND COVER

18"

2'
MIN.

18"

OVERHANG DRIP LINE

5' MIN.
DISTANCES BETWEEN DIFFERENT
PLANT TYPES SHOULD ALLOW FOR
FUTURE GROWTH TO MATURE SIZE.

TOP OF MULCH SHOULD BE
1" BELOW EDGE OF
SIDEWALK OR ANY PAVING.

NTS.

MEDIUM SHRUBS OR
FOUNDATION HEDGE

LARGE SHRUB
OR SMALL ACCENT TREE

7' MIN.
TO WALK

PALMS

PREPARED BASE FOR WALK
OR PAVING.

EXISTING SUBGRADE
PLANTING SOIL, FERTILIZER AND BACKFILL
AS REQUIRED PER SPECIFICATIONS AND
PLANTING DETAILS.

NTS.

A
1/2
A

1/2
A

DISTANCE AROUND THE ROOT BALL
SHALL BE 1/2 THE WIDTH OF THE ROOTBALL,
OR (12") MIN. CLEARANCE.

PROVIDE A 3" BERMED SAUCER ABOVE THE FINISHED GRADE
WITH A 3" LAYER OF MELALEUCA MULCH (6" TOTAL HEIGHT).
EXTEND MULCH BEYOND BERM. PULL MULCH AWAY FROM
TRUNK A MINIMUM OF 3".

2" X 4" BATTEN BLOCKS WITH 2" X 4" WOOD STAKING BRACES.
USE STEEL BANDING TO WRAP BLOCKS AROUND PALM TRUNK.
USE 20D NAILS TO NAIL ANCHOR BLOCKS TO STAKING BRACES
(SEE STAKING DETAILS FOR NUMBER OF REQUIRED BRACES).
*NO NAILS SHALL PIERCE THE TREE TRUNK.

BURLAP WRAP TRUNK WITH 3 LAYERS OF NATURAL BURLAP
UNDER BRACES, TO PROTECT TRUNK.

SET TOP OF ROOT BALL AT FINISHED GRADE.

CLEAR TRUNK
 HEIGHT

2" X 4" X MIN. 24" WOOD STAKES.
ANCHOR TREE BRACES WITH WOOD STAKES.
INSTALL STAKE BRACES OUTSIDE TEMPORARY SAUCER.

BACKFILL SHALL BE CLEAN, SALT FREE SAND
AND PEAT MOSS MIXTURE 3:1 RATIO.
ALL BACKFILL SHALL BE WATER-JETTED FOR FIRM COMPACTION.

TAMP BOTTOM OF PLANTING HOLE TO MINIMIZE SETTLING.

FOR BOOTED TRUNK PALMS, TRUNKS SHALL HAVE CLEAN INTACT
BOOTS FIRMLY ATTACHED TO THE PALM TRUNK.
FOR SLICK TRUNK PALMS, TRUNK SHALL BE CLEAR AND FREE
FROM DEFECTS AND SCARS.

"HURRICANE CUT" OR "CANDLE CUT" SABAL PALM HEADS
AT INSTALLATION.

FOR CONTAINER GROWN, BARE ROOT, FIELD DUG OR BALL AND BURLAP
SPECIMEN PALMS:   SHIPPING FROND TIES SHALL BE REMOVED UPON
INSTALLATION.  TIES SHALL BE ORGANIC TWINE ONLY.

(3) 2" X 4" WOOD BRACES.
STAKE OUTSIDE PLANTING HOLE ZONE.

OUTSIDE EDGE OF PLANTING SAUCER.

(3) WOOD BATTENS STRAPPED TO TRUNK WITH GALVANIZED METAL
BANDS.  ATTACH WOOD BRACES TO BATTENS TO AVOID TRUNK
DAMAGE.
WRAP TRUNK WITH 3 LAYERS OF NATURAL BURLAP FOR
PROTECTION AGAINST WOOD BATTENS AND STAKING BRACES.

PALM OR TREE TRUNK (SET VERTICAL AND PLUMB, TYP.).
* SEE PLAN IF SPECIAL SETTING/LEANING DIRECTIONS EXIST FOR PALMS.

SMALL PALM STAKING PLAN

• • • •••••

MIN. 5'

(4) 2" X 4" WOOD BRACES.
STAKE OUTSIDE PLANTING HOLE ZONE.

• • ••••

OUTSIDE EDGE OF PLANTING SAUCER.

(4) WOOD BATTENS STRAPPED TO TRUNK WITH METAL BANDS.
ATTACH WOOD BRACES TO BATTENS TO AVOID TRUNK DAMAGE.

WRAP TRUNK WITH 3 LAYERS OF NATURAL BURLAP FOR
PROTECTION AGAINST WOOD BATTENS AND STAKING BRACES.

PALM OR TREE TRUNK (SET VERTICAL AND PLUMB, TYP.).
* SEE PLAN IF SPECIAL SETTING OR LEANING DIRECTIONS EXIST FOR PALMS.

LARGE PALM OR TREE STAKING PLAN

PALM PLANTING DETAIL

NOTE:
1. APPLICABLE TO ALL MULTI-TRUNK PALMS AND PALMS WITH CALIPER SIZE OF SIX (6) INCHES OR GREATER
2. ALL TREE SUPPORTS MATERIALS ARE TO BE REMOVED FROM EACH TREE ONCE IT IS ESTABLISHED. TYPICALLY SIX
MONTHS FOR SHADE TREES OR ONE YEAR FOR PALMS.

NTS.

NTS.NOTE:
1.  APPLICABLE TO ALL PALMS WITH  CALIPER SIZE OF LESS THAN SIX (6) INCHES.
2.  ALL TREE SUPPORTS MATERIALS ARE TO BE REMOVED FROM EACH TREE ONCE IT IS ESTABLISHED. TYPICALLY SIX
MONTHS FOR SHADE TREES OR ONE YEAR FOR PALMS.

NTS.
TREE PLANTING DETAIL

FLEXIBLE GUYING MATERIAL.
LOCATE ABOVE FIRST LATERAL BRANCH.
AVOID  OVER TIGHTENED TIES AS THEY
PREVENT TREE'S NATURAL SWAY.

3" SHREDDED MELALEUCA MULCH.
WITH 3" BERMED PLANTING SAUCER (6" TOTAL HEIGHT)
ABOVE THE FINISHED GRADE .
EXTEND MULCH BEYOND BERM.
PULL MULCH AWAY FROM TRUNK FLARE A MINIMUM OF 3".

NEVER CUT TERMINAL LEADER.
THIN BRANCHES AND FOLIAGE AS DIRECTED
BY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT OR CERTIFIED ARBORIST.

BACKFILL HOLE WITH APPROVED SOIL MIX
(CHECK WITH LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT FOR MIX).
WATER JET ALL BACKFILL  FOR FIRM COMPACTION.

TAMP BOTTOM OF PLANTING HOLE TO MINIMIZE SETTLING.

A
1/2
 A

1/2
 A

2 A

WOODEN STAKES.
SET STAKES OUTSIDE PLANTING SAUCER
AT A MINIMUM DEPTH OF 2 FEET.

REMOVE ROOT BALL COVERING.
CUT BACK WIRE BASKETS BELOW TOP HALF OF THE ROOT BALL.
FOLD BACK BURLAP COVERING MATERIALS BELOW
TOP HALF OF ROOT BALL.
COMPLETELY REMOVE SYNTHETIC BURLAP COVERING MATERIALS.

SET ROOT BALL SLIGHTLY ABOVE GRADE
(10% MAXIMUM, OR 2" ABOVE FINISHED GRADE).

TRUNK FLARE OR TOP ROOT VISIBLE ON SURFACE.
DO NOT BURY ROOT IN MULCH.

• • • •••••

STAKING PLAN DIAGRAM

NOTE:
1.  ALL TREE SUPPORT MATERIALS ARE TO BE REMOVED FROM EACH TREE ONCE IT IS ESTABLISHED.  TYPICALLY SIX MONTHS TO
ONE YEAR AFTER PLANTING FOR SHADE TREES.

PROVIDE A PLANTING HOLE WITH A MINIMUM OF 3 TIMES
THE DIAMETER OF THE ROOT BALL ON THE SURFACE AND
TWO TIMES THE ROOT BALL DIAMETER AT THE BASE.

SAFETY FLAGGING

2'

TREE PLANTING SAUCER

REMAINING SHRUBS FILLED
IN BEHIND FRONT SHRUBS

LAYOUT SHRUBS AT BED
EDGE FIRST TO ESTABLISH
CONTINUOUS LINE. BEST
FACE OF SHRUB TO FACE
FRONT OF PLANTING BED.

MAINTAIN 12" AT PLANT BED EDGE

MAINTAIN 18" MIN.
BETWEEN SHRUB MASSES

SHRUB AND GROUNDCOVER PLANTING DETAIL
NTS.

NTS.

FINISHED GRADE

GROUNDCOVER DETAIL

PLANT SPACING DETAIL

ROOT BARRIER DETAIL

TYPICAL PLANTING DIAGRAM

NOTE:
1.  TREES ARE TO BE INSTALLED WITH
A MINIMUM TEN FOOT (10')
SEPARATION FROM ANY PUBLIC
WATER OR PUBLIC SEWER MAIN
AND/OR SERVICE, HYDRANTS, AND
LIFT STATIONS.  IF A TEN FOOT (10')
SEPARATION CANNOT BE ACHIEVED,
THE TREE SHALL BE INSTALLED WITH
A ROOT BARRIER SYSTEM.

2. ROOT BARRIERS SHALL COMPLY
WITH ALL REQUIREMENTS OF THE
MUNICIPALITY WITHIN WHICH THEY
ARE LOCATED AS WELL AS WITH
ANY REQUIREMENTS OF THE UTILITY
HOLDER OF THE AFFECTED UTILITIES.
IN THE EVENT THAT CONFLICTING
REQUIREMENTS EXIST BETWEEN THIS
ROOT BARRIER DETAIL  AND THE
MUNTICPALITY/UTILITY HOLDER
REQUIREMENTS, THE MORE
STRINGENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS
SHALL BE APPLICABLE.

TOP OF SOD SHOULD BE
EVEN WITH FINISHED
ELEVATION OF SIDEWALK
OR ANY PAVING.

7' MIN. W/BARRIER
10' MIN. W/O BARRIER

36"
MIN. COVER

FINISHED GRADE

(I.E. MAINS, SERVICES AND/OR LATERALS)

7.5' 7.5'
15'

(I.E. MAINS, SERVICES AND/OR LATERALS)

7' MIN. WITH BARRIER
10' MIN. WITHOUT BARRIER

OUTSIDE EDGE OF TREE OR PALM TRUNK

BELOW THE FINISHED GRADE.

8"

2'
MIN. 5' MIN.

PLANTING SAUCER, TYP.

X

5'

SET BARRIER A MINIMUM OF 4"
MINIMUM 8" COVER OVER TOP OF BARRIER.

WATER AND/OR SEWER FACILITIES

WATER AND/OR SEWER FACILITIES
"BIO BARRIER" OR "DEEP ROOT" (ALTERNATIVE
ROOT BARRIER SYSTEM BY BE UTILIZED WITH
APPROVAL OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.)

"BIO BARRIER" OR "DEEP ROOT"
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CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 301 College Street ·Lake Worth, Florida 33460 ·Phone: 561-586-1710

AGENDA DATE: June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT: Water/Sewer Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Proposal with Mock Roos and Associates for Wellfield Modeling Services to Evaluate Future Sea 
Level Rise Effects

SUMMARY:
The Proposal authorizes Mock Roos and Associates to complete Wellfield Modeling Services to 
Evaluate Future Sea Level Rise Effects for a price not to exceed $29,590.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
These modeling services will evaluate the long term effects of potential future sea level rise on the 
Surficial aquifer and city water resources. The Water Utilities Department is committed to assuring a 
sustainable water supply for the city, including the potential effects of sea level rise on the coastal 
saline intrusion in the aquifer. The model simulation will use the existing variable density SEAWAT 
model that was developed in support of the 2012 South Florida Water Management District 
Consumptive Use Permit. The previous model demonstrated that the reduced surficial withdrawals 
included in the SFWMD permit stabilize the projected salt water intrusion with the existing sea level.  
The proposed simulation will address the effects of estimated sea level rise.  The simulation will be 
run for a 50 year time period.

Mock Roos & Associates was the Engineering Consulting firm selected by the City of Lake Worth as 
for a continuing services contract, Contract No. RFQ 12-13-302, through the Consultant’s 
Competitive Negotiation Act (Florida State Statutes 287.055) procurement process. 

Under this Task Order, they have been selected to perform complete Wellfield Modeling Services to 
Evaluate Future Sea Level Rise Effects by the Lake Worth Water Utilities Department. 

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the Proposal with Mock Roos and Associates for Wellfield Modeling 
Services to Evaluate Future Sea Level Rise Effects for a price not to exceed $29,590.

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) Proposal Mock Roos and Associates / JLA Sciences



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures $29,590 0 0 0 0

External Revenues 0 0 0 0 0

Program Income 0 0 0 0 0

In-Kind Match 0 0 0 0 0

Net Fiscal Impact $29,590 0 $0 $0 $0

No. of Additional Full-

Time Employees

0 0 0 0 0

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact

The funds have been identified in the FY2015 Water Distribution Contractual Services budget from 
account 402-7022-533.34-50.  

Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description

Project 

#

FY 2015

Proposed 

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7010-533-31-

90

Water 

Distribution 

Contractual 

Services

NA $0 $288,000 $40,762 -$29,590 $11,172

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson – Director
Monica Shaner –Assistant Utilities Director
Clyde Johnson - Finance























CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE:  June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utility

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Task Order No. 4 with Mathews Consulting, Inc. for plan development, bid, and field phase services for the 
Mechanical Integrity Testing (MIT) for the Deep Injection Well

SUMMARY:
The Task Order authorizes Mathews Consulting, Inc. to complete the development, bid, and field phase 
services for the Mechanical Integrity Testing (MIT) for the Deep Injection Well for a price not to exceed 
$26,441. 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The City of Lake Worth owns and operates a Class 1 Deep Injection Well at the Reverse Osmosis (RO) 
Water Treatment Plant for the disposal of concentrate water from the RO process and backwash supernatant 
from the lime softening water treatment process.

Mechanical Integrity Testing is performed to demonstrate that there are no leaks in the casing, tubing or 
packer, and that there is no fluid movement into an underground drinking water source adjacent to the well. 
The MIT must be performed on the Deep Injection Well once every five years per the operating permit (no. 
0297969-002-UO) issued by The Florida Department of Environmental Protection. The permit requires this 
MIT to be completed prior to January 19, 2016.

Mathews Consulting, Inc. was the Civil Engineering Consulting firm selected by the City of Lake Worth as 
the number two ranked firm for a continuing services contract, RFQ 12-13-302, through the Consultant’s 
Competitive Negotiation Act (Florida State Statutes 287.055) procurement process. 

Under this Task Order, they have been selected to complete the development, bid, and field phase services 
for the Mechanical Integrity Testing (MIT) for the Deep Injection Well by the Lake Worth Water Utilities 
Department. Cost for this project in the amount of $150,000 is being requested to be transferred from 
remaining funds from project # WT1403 which is the Raw Water Main for well # 16, already completed.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Task Order No. 4 with Mathews Consulting, Inc. for development, bid, and 
field phase services for the Mechanical Integrity Testing (MIT) for the Deep Injection Well for a price not to 
exceed $26,441. 

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) Mathews Consulting, Inc. Task Order No. 4 



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Capital Expenditures $26,441 0 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0

External Revenues 0 0 0 0 0

Program Income 0 0 0 0 0

In-Kind Match 0 0 0 0 0

Net Fiscal Impact $26,441 0 $0 $0 $0

No. of Additional Full-

Time Employees

0 0 0 0 0

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact

The funds have been identified in the FY2015 Water Production Capital budget from account 402-
7021-533.63-00.  

Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description

Project 

#

FY 2015

Proposed 

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7021-533.63-00

Water 

Production 

Capital

WT-

1508
$0 $150,000 $150,000 -$26,441 $123,559

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson – Director
Monica Shaner –Assistant Director















CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE:  June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2015-04 - First Reading and First Public Hearing - amend various sections and tables in the City's 
Land Development Regulations; and schedule the second public hearing date for July 14, 2015

SUMMARY:
The Ordinance amends Chapter 23, Land Development Regulations, of the City’s Code of Ordinances including 
six (6) articles of the Land Development Regulations:  General Provisions, Administration, Zoning Districts, 
Development Standards, and Supplemental Regulations. The ordinance also revises the Land Development 
Regulation’s permitted use table, historic preservation and environmental regulations.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
On August 6, 2013, the City of Lake Worth adopted Chapter 23, Land Development Regulations (LDRs), of the 
Code of Ordinances. The LDRs include six (6) articles governing all development within the City. As use of the 
adopted LDRs progress, some provisions require clarification and edits/additions to provide consistency, 
improve understanding and facilitate implementation as well as address issues that have arisen since adoption.

The proposed amendments provide clarification, edits and additions to the LDRs’ definitions; zoning districts; 
permitted use tables; development standards; off-street parking; medium and high intensity conditional uses; 
portable storage units; sign code; historic preservation; and, environmental regulations.

On June 3, 2015, the Planning & Zoning Board, at its regularly scheduled meeting, discussed the proposed 
amendments to the LDRs and voted 5-0 to recommend approval to the City Commission.

On June 10, 2015, the Historic Resources Preservation Board, at its regularly scheduled meeting, discussed the 
proposed amendments to the LDRs and voted 4-2 to recommend approval to the City Commission.  

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Ordinance No. 2015-04 on first reading and first public hearing and schedule the 
second reading and second public hearing date for July 14, 2015.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
P&Z Board and HRPB Staff Reports
Ordinance 



City of Lake Worth
Department for Community Sustainability

Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division
1900 Second Avenue North· Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

MEMORANDUM DATE: May 27, 2015

AGENDA DATE: June 3, 2015

TO: Members of the Planning & Zoning Board

RE: Land Development Regulations (LDRs)

FROM: William Waters, Director
Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager
Department for Community Sustainability

TITLE: PZB/HRPB Project Number 15-02900001, 15-02900002, 15-02900003: Consideration of 
recommendation to the City Commission concerning a proposed amendment to Chapter 23 (Land 
Development Regulations) of the Lake Worth Code of Ordinances.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
On August 6, 2013 the City of Lake Worth adopted Chapter 23 – Land Development Regulations of the 
Code of Ordinances.  The LDRs include six (6) articles governing all development within the city.  They 
are Article I – General Provisions, Article II – Administration, Article III – Zoning Districts, Article IV –
Development Standards, Article V – Supplemental Regulations, and Article VI – Environmental 
Regulations. Article II contains an approval authority table as well as a noticing table.  Article III provides 
a permitted use table.  Article V includes a revamped Historic Preservation Ordinance and Article VI 
contains the Landscape Code.  

As the code progresses, staff acknowledges that some aspects including definitions, permitted uses and 
the sign code require clarification and edits/additions to provide consistency, improve understanding 
and facilitate implementation as well as address issues that have arisen over the past year. Attachment 
1 of this report includes the proposed ordinance(s) and a highlight/strike-thru version of those sections 
of the code and permitted use table which are proposed to be amended.

In this round of amendments, we are proposing to amend the following sections: Article 1 – General 
Provisions, Section 23.2-12 – Definitions; Article 3 – Zoning districts, Section 23.3-6 – Permitted use 
table, Article 4 – Development standards, Section 23.3-25(e) – Mixed Use Urban Planned Development, 
Section 23.3-30, Section 23.4-10 – Off-street parking, Section 23.4-13 – Medium and high intensity 
conditional uses; Section 23.4-18 – Portable Storage Units; and Article 5 – Supplemental regulations, 
Section 23.5-1 – Signs, Nonconformities, Section 23.5-4 – Historic Preservation, Section 23.5-4 –
Penalties, Section 23.6-1 – Environmental regulations.

As such, Staff is proposing these amendments as a solution to some of the aspects confronted since the 
last series of LDR amendments of July 2014.  The proposed amendments also will go before the Historic 
Resources Preservation Board (HRPB) next week at its regularly scheduled meeting of June 10, 2015.  
The first hearing of the ordinance before the City Commission is tentatively scheduled for the regularly 
scheduled meeting on June 16, 2015.



City of Lake Worth
Department for Community Sustainability

Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division
1900 Second Avenue North· Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

POTENTIAL MOTION:  
I MOVE TO RECOMMEND/NOT RECOMMEND DENY PZB/HRPB 15-02900001, PZB/HRPB 15-02900002, 
PZB/HRPB 15-02900003: Proposed amendments to Chapter 23 (Land Development Regulations) of the 
Lake Worth Code of Ordinances.

ATTACHMENTS:
Proposed Ordinance No. 2015-XX Amendments to Chapter 23 (Land Development Regulations) –
Inclusive of Attachments A through k.



1
2015-042

3
ORDINANCE NO. 2015-04 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF LAKE WORTH, 4
FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 23 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES BY 5
AMENDING ARTICLE 1 DIVISION 2, SECTION 23.1-12, DEFINITIONS;  6
ARTICLE 2, DIVISION 1, SECTION 23.2-36, PROVIDING FOR REZONINGS 7
OF LAND AND FUTURE LAND USE MAP (FLUM);  ARTICLE 3, DIVISION 1, 8
SECTION 23.3-6, USE TABLE; ARTICLE 3, DIVISION 6, SECTION 23.3-25, 9
MIXED USE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT;  ARTICLE 4, SECTION 23.4-10, 10
PROVIDING FOR OFF-STREET PARKING; ARTICLE 4, SECTION 23.4-4, 11
FENCES WALLS AND GATES; ARTICLE 4, SECTION 23.4-13, 12
TOWNHOUSES; ARTICLE 4, SECTION 23.4-18, “PORTABLE STORAGE 13
UNITS”, PROVIDING FOR REGULATIONS REGARDING PORTABLE 14
STORAGE UNITS; ARTICLE 5, “SUPPLEMENTAL REGULATIONS”, 15
SECTION 23.5.1(i) “NONCONFORMING SIGNS”; AMENDING SECTION 23.5-16
4 “HISTORIC PRESERVATION” SECTION 23.5-4(s) “PENALTIES”; ARTICLE 17
6, SECTION 23.6-8, PROVIDING FOR SEA TURTLE PROTECTION; 18
PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF LAWS IN CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR 19
SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING FOR 20
AN EFFECTIVE DATE21

22
WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth, Florida (the “City”) is a duly 23

constituted municipality having such power and authority conferred upon it by 24
the Florida Constitution and Chapter 166, Florida Statutes; 25

26
WHEREAS, On August 6, 2013, the City of Lake Worth adopted Chapter 27

23, Land Development Regulations (LDRs), of the Code of Ordinances; 28
29

WHEREAS, the LDRs include six (6) articles governing all development 30
within the City; 31

32
WHEREAS, as use of the adopted LDRs progress, some provisions 33

require clarification and edits/additions to provide consistency, improve 34
understanding and facilitate implementation as well as address issues that have 35
arisen since adoption; 36

37
WHEREAS, the proposed amendments to the LDRs provide clarification, 38

edits and additions to the LDRs’ definitions; zoning districts; permitted use 39
tables; development standards; off-street parking; medium and high intensity 40
conditional uses; portable storage units; sign code; historic preservation; and, 41
environmental regulations; 42

43
WHEREAS, on June 3, 2015, the Planning and Zoning Board reviewed 44

the amendments and found the amendments to be consistent with the 45
Comprehensive Plan and made a recommendation to the City Commission to 46
adopt the amendments;47

48



Page 2, Ord. No. 2015-04

WHEREAS, on June 10, 2015, the Historic Resources Preservation 49
Board reviewed the amendments and recommended that the City Commission 50
adopt the amendments; and,51

52
WHEREAS, the City Commission has reviewed the recommended 53

amendments and has determined that it is in the best interest of the public 54
health, safety and general welfare of the City, its residents and visitors to adopt 55
the amendments.56

57
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION 58

OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:59
60

Section 1.  The foregoing “WHEREAS” clauses are true and correct and are 61
hereby ratified and confirmed by the City Commission and made a part of this 62
Ordinance.63

64
Section 2.  Chapter 23, Article 1, Division 2, Section 23.1-12, Definitions, is65
amended by adding the words shown in underline in Exhibit “A” attached hereto 66
and incorporated herein.67

68
Section 3.  Chapter 23, Article 2, Division 3, is amended by adding Section 69
23.2-36, Rezoning of Land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM), is added as 70
indicated in Exhibit “B” attached hereto and incorporated herein.71

72
Section 4.  Chapter 23, Article 3, Division 1, Section 23.3-6, Use Table, is 73
amended by adding the words and letters shown in underline and deleting the 74
words and letters struck through as indicated in Exhibit “C” attached hereto and 75
incorporated herein.76

77
Section 5.  Chapter 23, Article 3, Division 6, Section 23.3-25, Planned 78
Development District, is amended by adding the words shown in underline and 79
deleting the words struck through as indicated in Exhibit “D” attached hereto 80
and incorporated herein.81

82
Section 6. Chapter 23, Article 4, Section 23.4-10, Off-Street Parking, is 83
amended as indicated in Exhibit “E” attached hereto and incorporated herein.84

85
Section 7. Chapter 23, Article 4, Section 23.4-4, Fences, Walls and Gates, is 86
amended as indicated in Exhibit “F” attached hereto and incorporated herein.87

88
Section 8. Chapter 23, Article 4, Section 23.4-13, Medium and High Intensity 89
Conditional Uses, is amended by adding the words shown in underline as 90
indicated in Exhibit “G” attached hereto and incorporated herein.91

92
Section 9. Chapter 23, Article 4, Section 23.4-18, Portable Storage Units, is 93
added as indicated in Exhibit “H” attached hereto and incorporated herein.94

95
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Section 10. Chapter 23, Article 5, Section 23.5.1(i), Non-Conforming Signs, is 96
amended by adding the words shown in underline and deleting the words struck 97
through as indicated in Exhibit “I” attached hereto and incorporated herein.98

99
Section 11. Chapter 23, Article 5, Section 23.5-4(s) Penalties, is amended by 100
adding the words shown in underline as indicated in Exhibit “J” attached hereto 101
and incorporated herein.102

103
Section 12. Chapter 23, Article 6, Section 23.6-8, Sea Turtle Protection, is 104
added as indicated in Exhibit “K” attached hereto and incorporated herein.105

106
Section 13.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase 107
or portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by 108
any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, 109
distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity 110
of the remaining portions thereof.111

112
Section 14 Repeal of Laws in Conflict.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 113
conflict herewith are repealed to the extent of such conflict.114

115
Section 15.  Codification.  All exhibits of this Ordinance shall be made a part of 116
the City code of ordinances and may be re-numbered or re-lettered to 117
accomplish such, and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section”, 118
“division”, or any other appropriate word.119

120
Section 16.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect ten days after its 121
adoption.122

123
The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 124

Commissioner ______________, seconded by Commissioner 125
______________, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:126

127
Mayor Pam Triolo128
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell129
Commissioner Christopher McVoy130
Commissioner Andy Amoroso131
Commissioner Ryan Maier132

133
The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 134

reading on the 16th day of June, 2015.135
136

The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 137
Commissioner _________, seconded by Commissioner _______, and upon 138
being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:139

140
Mayor Pam Triolo141
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell142
Commissioner Christopher McVoy143
Commissioner Andy Amoroso144
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Commissioner Ryan Maier145
146

The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and enacted 147
on the 14th day of July, 2015.148

149
LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION150

151
By:__________________________152

 Pam Triolo, Mayor153
ATTEST:154
________________________155
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk156

157
158
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159
160

EXHIBIT A161
162

Chapter 23163
164

ZONING165
166

***167
168

ARTICLE 1, GENERAL PROVISIONS, DIVISION 2, SECTION 23.2-12, DEFINITIONS169
170

Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underline type and deleting the words 171
and figures crossed through.172

173
Arborist means an ISA certified professional or equivalent A professional who possesses 174
the technical competence through experience and related training to provide for or 175
supervise the management of trees and other woody plants in the residential, commercial, 176
industrial and public landscape.177

Barrier means a protective, temporary barricade, at least three (3) feet in height, which is 178
formed with a minimum radius of six (6) feet from the base of the tree up to a maximum 179
distance that is consistent with the drip line of the tree. 180

Champion tree means a tree so designated by the city horticulturist or a tree so designated 181
by the Florida Division of Forestry Tree Program. A champion tree is intended to be the 182
most exemplary specimen of its species, by measurement of the following three (3) 183
dimensions: circumference, height, and crown spread. A champion tree is deemed 184
irreplaceable by the city due to the size, age and the historic, aesthetic or cultural 185
significance of the tree. 186

Circumference is a measurement of the circular distance around a tree trunk measured at a 187
point four and one-half (4½) feet above the ground level from the base of a tree. 188

Diameter breast height (DBH) means the diameter of a tree trunk measured at a level of 189
four and one-half (4½) feet above ground level from the base of the tree. 190

Historic tree means a tree that has been determined in the judgment of the city horticulturist 191
designated by the Tree Board to be of notable public interest because of its historic 192
association. 193

Measurements:194

A. The diameter of a tree shall be determined by dividing the circumference of the trunk 195
measured four and one-half (4½) feet above the ground by three and one hundred forty-196
two thousandths (3.412). 197

198
B. The diameter of a tree having multiple trunks four and one-half (4½) feet above the 199
ground shall be the sum of:200

201
1. One hundred (100) percent of the diameter of the largest trunk; and202
2. Sixty (60) percent of the diameter of each additional trunk.203

204
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C. The location of a tree on a lot shall be measured at the point at which the trunk of the205
tree meets the ground.206

207
Protected tree means a tree three (3) inches DBH or greater but does not include 208
prohibited or invasive trees. 209

Place of assembly means a building or portion of a building in which facilities are provided 210
for civic, fraternal, educational, political, religious, or social purposes.211

212
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213

Exhibit B214
215

Chapter 23216
217

ZONING218
219

***220
221
222

ARTICLE 2, ADMINISTRATION, DIVISION 3, PERMITS223

Amended by adding a new section 23.2-36 as follows:224

Section 23.2-36. Rezoning of land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) requested by petitioner 225
other than the city. 226

A request for rezoning and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) that changes the actual zoning 227
map designation of a parcel or parcels of land and is initiated by an entity or an individual other 228
than the city shall be considered pursuant to the following procedure: 229

(1) Application. 230

a. Petitioner must complete an application for rezoning and Future Land Use Map 231
(FLUM) using a form provided by the Department for Community Sustainability. 232

b. The completed application shall be submitted to the Development Review Official 233
together with the application fee established by resolution of the City 234
Commission. The application fee is intended to cover any administrative costs 235
associated with review and processing of the application as set forth in fee 236
schedule adopted by resolution of the City Commission.237

c. If the application is determined to be complete and technically sufficient by the 238
Development Review Official, the Department for Community Sustainability shall 239
schedule the rezoning request for hearing before the Planning and Zoning Board 240
or Historic Resources Preservation Board or both. 241

d. At the hearing on the application, the Planning and Zoning Board or Historic 242
Resources Preservation Board shall consider the rezoning/FLUM Amendment 243
application and request, the staff report including recommendations of staff, and 244
shall receive testimony and information from the petitioner, the owner, city staff, 245
and public comment. At the conclusion of the hearing, the Planning and Zoning 246
Board shall make a recommendation on the rezoning/FLUM Amendment request 247
to the City Commission. The City shall provide notice of the Planning and Zoning 248
Board or Historic Resources Preservation Board meeting or both.. 249

e. The Planning and Zoning Board or Historic Resources Preservation Board 250
meeting, and in accordance with the notice requirements of this section and F.S. 251
§ 166.041, the City Commission shall conduct a public hearing following the 252
procedures set forth in section 2-2 of this Code. The City Commission shall 253
consider the petitioner's requests, the recommendations of the Planning and 254
Zoning Board or Historic Resources Preservation Board, the staff report and the 255
recommendations of City staff, as well as public comment and other 256
documentary evidence and testimony deemed relevant by the town commission. 257

(2) Reading requirements. The proposed ordinance shall be read by title at two separate 258
City Commission meetings. The ordinance may be adopted at the meeting where the 259
second reading takes place. 260



Page 8, Ord. No. 2015-04

(3) Public Notice. Notice of the proposed ordinance must be published in a newspaper of 261
general circulation in the town at least ten days prior to adoption of the ordinance. 262
Public notice shall be provided as required by these LDRs for zoning or Future Land 263
Use Map application and as provided for in Florida Statutes Chapter 171. 264

(4) Review Criteria. An amendment to the official zoning map processed with or without 265
the FLUM amendment shall be reviewed based on the following factors:266

a. Demonstration of Need. A demonstration of need for the proposed zoning district 267
and the land use classification. Appropriate data must be provided within the 268
application.269

b. Consistency. Whether the proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment would be 270
consistent with the purpose and intent of the applicable Comprehensive Plan policies, 271
Redevelopment Plans, and Land Development Regulations. Approvals of a request to 272
rezone to a planned zoning district may include limitations or requirements imposed 273
on the master plan in order to maintain such consistency.274

c. Land Use Pattern. Whether the proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment would be 275
contrary to the established land use pattern, or would create an isolated zoning district 276
or land use classification unrelated to adjacent and nearby classifications, or would 277
constitute a grant of special privilege to an individual property owner as contrasted 278
with the protection of the public welfare. This factor is not intended to exclude 279
rezoning and FLUM amendments that would result in more desirable and sustainable 280
growth for the community.281

d. Sustainability. Whether the proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment would support 282
the integration of a mix of land uses consistent with smart growth or sustainability 283
initiatives, with an emphasis on 1) complementary land uses; 2) access to alternative 284
modes of transportation; and 3) interconnectivity within the project and between 285
adjacent properties.286

e. Availability of Public Services/Infrastructure. Requests for rezoning to planned 287
zoning districts shall be subject to review pursuant to Section 23.5-2. 288

f. Compatibility. The application shall consider the following compatibility factors:289

(1) Whether the proposed rezoning and FLUM amendment, if submitted concurrently, 290
would be compatible with the current and future use of adjacent and nearby 291
properties, or would negatively affect the property values of adjacent and nearby 292
properties.293

(2) Whether the proposed rezoning is of a scale which is reasonably related to the 294
needs of the neighborhood and the city as a whole.295

g. Direct Community Sustainability and Economic Development Benefits. For 296
rezoning/FLUM amendments involving rezoning to a planned zoning district, the 297
review shall consider the economic benefits of the proposed amendment, specifically, 298
whether the proposal would: 299

(1) Further implementation of the Economic Development (ED) Program;300

(2) Contribute to the enhancement and diversification of the city's tax base;301

(3) Respond to the current market demand or community needs or provide services or 302
retail choices not locally available;303

(4) Create new employment opportunities for the residents, with pay at or above the 304
county average hourly wage;305
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(5) Represent innovative methods/technologies, especially those promoting 306
sustainability;307

(6) Support more efficient and sustainable use of land resources in furtherance of 308
overall community health, safety and general welfare;309

(6) Be complementary to existing uses, thus fostering synergy effects; and310

(7) Alleviate blight/economic obsolescence of the subject area.311

h. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. 312
For rezoning/FLUM amendments involving rezoning to a conventional zoning district, 313
the review shall consider whether the proposal would further Economic Development 314
Program, but also determine whether the proposal would:315

(1) Represent a potential decrease in the possible intensity of development, given the 316
uses permitted in the proposed land use category and/or zoning district; and317

(2) Represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable 318
economic development benefits.319

i. Commercial and Industrial Land Supply. The review shall consider whether the 320
proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment would reduce the amount of land available for 321
commercial/industrial development. If such determination is made, the approval can 322
be recommended under the following conditions:323

(1) The size, shape, and/or location of the property makes it unsuitable for 324
commercial/industrial development; or 325

(2) The proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment provides substantiated evidence of 326
satisfying at least four (4) of the Direct Economic Development Benefits listed in 327
subparagraph "g" above; and328

(3) The proposed rezoning/FLUM amendment would result in comparable or higher 329
employment numbers, building size and valuation than the potential of existing land 330
use designation and/or zoning.331

j. Alternative Sites. Whether there are sites available elsewhere in the city in zoning 332
districts which already allow the desired use.333

k. Master Plan and Site Plan Compliance with Land Development Regulations. When 334
master plan and site plan review are required pursuant to Section 2.D.1.e. above, 335
both shall comply with the requirements of the respective zoning district regulations of 336
Article III and the site development standards of Section 23.2-32337

4. Denial. Within one (1) year from the date of denial by the City Commission, no 338
application for substantially the same zoning may be submitted, with the exception of 339
applications which are initiated by the city.340

341
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Exhibit C342
343

Chapter 23344
345

ZONING346
347

***348
349

ARTICLE 3, ZONING DISTRICTS, DIVISION 1, SECTION 23.3-6, USE TABLE350

Amended by adding the words shown in underlined type and deleting the words crossed351
through.352

353

354

355
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Exhibit D388
389

Chapter 23390
391

ZONING392
393

***394
395

ARTICLE 3, ZONING DISTRICTS, DIVISION 6, SECTION 23.3-25, Planned development396
district.397

Amended by adding a new section 23.3-25(e) and renumbering the existing section 23.3-398
25(e) to 23.3-25(f):399

400
e) Mixed use urban planned development district. 401

402
1. Location. Urban planned developments may be located in any mixed use district 403
east of Interstate 95 with the exception of the neighborhood commercial district. 404
Industrial planned developments are not allowed as a mixed use urban planned 405
development. 406

407
2. Minimum area required. The minimum area required for an urban planned 408
development district shall be one-half (.5) acres; however, an area of lesser size 409
may be approved for an urban planned development zoning upon findings by the 410
planning and zoning board or historic resources preservation board, as applicable, 411
and the city commission that particular circumstances justify such a reduction, and 412
requirements for planned development district zoning and the benefit to be derived 413
from planned development district zoning can be derived in such lesser area. 414

415
3. Permitted uses. Permitted uses within a mixed use urban development are 416
shown in Article 3 of these LDRs. An urban planned development may be 417
residential alone or may be any mixture of residential, retail, commercial, office, 418
personal services, institutional, and cultural & artisanal arts or other uses 419
specifically listed with the Use tables of section 23.3-6 for the districts where the 420
planned development is to be located.421

422
4. Required setbacks. Required setbacks shall be as provided in these LDRs for 423
the zoning district in which the planned development is to be located. 424

425
5. Parking and loading space requirements. Parking and loading spaces shall be 426
provided pursuant to Article 4 of these LDRs. 427

428
6. Landscaping/buffering. Landscaping and buffering shall be provided as required 429
by section 23.6-1 430
7. Illumination. Any source of illumination located within a commercial or industrial 431
planned development district shall not exceed one (1) foot candle at or beyond the 432
boundaries of such development. 433

434
8. Outdoor storage. All outdoor storage facilities are prohibited in any mixed use 435
urban planned development district. 436

437
9. Sustainability. All mixed use urban planned development districts must include 438
provisions for sustainability features such as those listed in section 23.2-33 City of 439
Lake Worth Sustainable Bonus Incentive Program.440
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441

Exhibit E442
443

Chapter 23444
445

ZONING446
447

***448
449

ARTICLE 4, DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 23.4-10, OFF-STREET450
PARKING451

Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underlined type and deleting the words452
and figures crossed through.453

Section 23.4-10, OFF-STREET PARKING454
455

***456
p) On-Street Parking.457

1. Applicability. The minimum number of required off-street parking spaces for a use or458
project may be satisfied, in part, by the use of on-street parking spaces located within the459
public right-of-way abutting that same lot or parcel.460

2. Conditions. The provision for on-street parking spaces to be used to meet the minimum461
number of required off-street parking spaces shall be subject to the following conditions:462

a. The on-street parking provision is applicable to all existing or proposed development463
located within all commercial and mixed use zoning districts;464

b. Only the on-street parking spaces located within the public right-of-way that abut the465
frontage of a use or project may be used to count toward meeting the minimum number of466
required off-street parking spaces. The on-street parking spaces must be located on the467
same side of the street as the subject use or project;468

c. The design of the on-street parking spaces must be approved by the City Public Services469
Department in order to satisfy parking demand according to Section B.1. herein; and470

d. On-street parking spaces utilized under this provision shall not be reserved, temporarily471
or permanently, for any given use.472

473
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Exhibit F474
475

Chapter 23476
477

ZONING478
479

ARTICLE 4, DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 23.4-4, Fences, walls and gates.480

Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underlined type and deleting the words481
struck through as a new section 23.4-4(c)(5) and renumbering the current section 23.4-482
4(c)(5) to section 23.4-4(c)(6).483

484
Sec. 23.4-4 Fences, walls and gates.485

***486
(c)(5). Entrance arbor, trellis, pergola, or arch.487

A. One (1) entrance arbor, trellis, pergola or arch shall be allowed at the front of 488
a property or two (2) shall be allowed for dual frontage properties. 489

B. Overall height of any entrance feature shall not exceed eight (8) feet in 490
height.491

C. Overall width of entrance feature shall not exceed ten (10) percent of the 492
overall width of the property frontage or ten (10) feet, whichever is less. 493

494
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495

Exhibit G496
497

Chapter 23498
499

ZONING500
501

***502
ARTICLE 4, DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 23.4-13, Medium and high503

intensity conditional uses504

Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underlined type and deleting the words505
struck through.506

507
Sec. 23.4-13. Medium and high intensity conditional uses508

***509
(c)(11). Townhouses.510

A. Townhouses shall comply with the following:511

(1)Front setback shall be ten (10) feet, with an open porch permitted in a 512
minimum of five (5) feet of setback; 513

(2)Distance between townhouse structures shall be twenty (20) feet; 514
however, distance between double-stacked townhouse structures shall be 515
thirty (30) feet; 516

517
(3)Rear setback shall be twenty (20) feet with ten (10) feet for accessory 518
structures;519

520
(4)Townhouse structures shall not exceed one hundred twenty (120) feet in 521
overall length or six (6) units; 522

523
(5)The maximum number of attached townhouse units within a townhouse 524
building fronting on Federal Highway shall be four (4) units, unless a 525
planned development district is approved; and 526

527
(6)No front door access from alleys when abutting single family residential 528
use or district.529

530
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531
Exhibit H532

533
Chapter 23534

535
ZONING536

537
***538

ARTICLE 4, SUPPLEMENTAL REGULATIONS539
540

Amended by adding a new Sec. 23.4-18, Portable Storage Units.541
542

Sec. 23.4-18. – Portable storage units.543
544

a) Definitions. For the purpose of this section the following definitions shall apply:545
546

(1) Portable Storage Unit. Any container designed for the storage of personal 547
property and/or overflow merchandise which is typically rented to owners or occupants of 548
property for their temporary use and which may be delivered and removed by vehicle.549

550
(2) Site. A piece, parcel, tract, or plot of land occupied, or that may be occupied, by 551

one or more buildings or uses and their accessory buildings and uses which is generally 552
considered to be one unified parcel.553

554
b). Number, Duration and Removal.555

556
(1) On-Site Storage. There shall be no more than one (1) portable storage unit per 557

site, at one (1) time, and no larger than one hundred thirty (130) square feet in total area. A 558
site permit, as required in this section, below, for a portable storage unit to remain at a site 559
in a residential or non-residential zoning district shall be valid for a maximum of seven (7) 560
consecutive days.561

562
(2) Cumulative Time Restriction. No portable storage unit shall be placed at any 563

one (1) site in a residential or non-residential zoning district in excess of twenty-one (21) 564
days within any 12-month period. All sites are limited to the maximum number of three (3) 565
site permits within any 12-month period. If more than one unit in succession is to be used 566
at a site, the time regulations detailed herein shall begin to accrue from the date of which 567
the first unit was placed at the location. 568

569
(3) Notwithstanding the time limitations as stated above. All portable storage units 570

shall be removed from the City immediately upon the issuance of a hurricane warning by a 571
recognized governmental agency. The removal of a portable storage unit during a 572
hurricane warning is the responsibility of the owner/operator of the portable storage unit.573

574
(4)  On-Site Storage Prohibited.  No on-site storage units shall be allowed on 575

vacant, unimproved properties unless associated with a commensurate building permit for 576
that site.577

578
c) Site permit required prior to placing a portable storage unit on any site. 579

580
(1) The site owner/occupier or the owner /operator of the portable storage unit must 581

apply for site permit. Application for the site permit shall be made to the Director of 582
Community Sustainability, or his/her designee, on a form provided by the City.  A review 583
shall be conducted by the Community Sustainability Department. 584

585
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(2) The application shall include the signature of the site property owner or renter in 586
order to ensure that the site owner or the renter has full knowledge of and consents to 587
placement of the portable storage unit on his or her site and the provisions of this section. If 588
the applicant is a renter of the property, then the applicant must also provide written 589
consent from the property owner to make such application. A site permit fee, established by 590
Resolution of the City Commission, shall accompany the application. The issuance of a site 591
permit shall allow the applicant to place a portable storage unit on the site in conformance 592
with the requirements of this section. The exterior of the portable storage unit shall have a 593
weatherproof clear pouch, which must display the site permit at all times. However, no site 594
permit shall be issued if it is determined that the storage unit provider or site owner is in 595
violation of any provision of this section.596

597
d) Maintenance and Prohibition of Hazardous Materials. The owner/operator of a 598
portable storage unit and/or the site owner/occupier of the property on which a portable 599
storage unit is placed shall be responsible to ensure that the portable storage unit is in 600
good condition, free from evidence of deterioration, weathering, discoloration, rust, ripping, 601
tearing or other holes or breaks. When not in use, the portable storage unit shall be kept 602
locked. The site owner/occupier of the property on which a portable storage unit is placed 603
shall also be responsible that no hazardous substances are stored or kept within the 604
portable storage unit.605

606
e) Residential Zoning Districts. In residential areas or zoning districts, a portable 607
storage unit shall only be placed in a driveway or other paved surface, unless the rear of 608
the site is readily available, and must be set back a minimum of five (5) feet from side 609
property lines, and three (3) feet from the front property lines. In the event that the Director 610
of Community Sustainability, or his/her designee, determines that there is no driveway, or 611
other paved surface, and the rear of the site is not accessible for placement of a portable 612
storage unit, the Director of Community Sustainability, or his/her designee, may approve 613
placement of a portable storage unit in the front yard providing that the placement of such 614
portable storage unit does not obstruct the free, convenient, and normal use of the public 615
right-of-way or access to any dwellings thereon.616

617
f) Non-residential Zoning Districts. In non-residential areas or zoning districts, a 618
portable storage unit shall only be placed in the rear or side portion of a site. Under no 619
circumstances shall a portable storage unit be placed in an area fronting a street or road, or 620
in the front parking lot of a non-residential site. All portable storage units shall comply with 621
all applicable zoning requirements as it relates to setback and use requirements. The 622
placement of a portable storage unit in fire lanes, passenger loading zones, commercial 623
loading zones or public rights-of-way shall be strictly prohibited.624

625
g) Portable storage units shall be for storage purposes only. No other activity such as 626
utilizing the unit for work or living space shall be allowed.627

628
h) Violations.629

630
(1) It shall be unlawful for any person to place or permit the placement of a portable 631

storage unit on a site which he or she owns, rents, occupies, or controls without first 632
obtaining a site permit from the Director of Community Sustainability, or his/her designee. 633

634
(2) It shall be unlawful for a portable storage unit to remain at a site in excess of the 635

time periods permitted under this section. Each day that any such portable storage unit 636
remains at the site in violation of the permitted time periods shall constitute a violation 637
against any person who owns, rents, occupies, or otherwise controls the site.638

639
(3) Any violation of this chapter shall be subject to Section 1-6 or may be deemed a 640
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public nuisance and as such, would be subject to the provisions for removal and abatement 641
of said nuisance as prescribed herein.642

643
644
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645
Exhibit I646

647
Chapter 23648

649
ZONING650

651
***652

ARTICLE 5, SUPPLEMENTAL REGULATIONS, SECTION 23.5-1(i), Nonconforming Signs.653
***654

Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underlined type and deleting the words655
struck through.656

657
(i) Nonconforming Signs.658

Nonconforming signs. All signs in existence upon August 16, 2013 which violate any 659
provision shall constitute a nonconforming sign. Any nonconforming sign in existence prior 660
to August 16, 2013 or which is destroyed or damaged to the extent of fifty (50) percent or 661
more as determined by the building official, or is altered or replaced, shall not be repaired, 662
reinstalled, altered or replaced unless and until said sign has been made to conform to all 663
applicable regulations of this section. All nonconforming signs shall be removed or made to 664
conform within five (5) years from the date such sign(s) shall become nonconforming or 665
December 31, 2019, except that nonconforming billboards shall be removed or made to 666
conform within ten (10) years from the date such sign(s) shall become nonconforming. 667
Notwithstanding the above, billboards which are the subject of a settlement of litigation, 668
between the city and the billboard owner, which was filed before the adoption of these 669
LDR’s (August 6, 2013) at the time of the adoption of these LDRs may be altered or 670
replaced as set forth in the approved settlement agreement and shall be removed or made 671
to conform on the earliest date as set forth in the approved settlement or twenty (20) years, 672
whichever is later. Any nonconforming sign previously approved by variance may continue 673
in existence as permitted.674

675
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676
Exhibit J677

678
Chapter 23679

680
ZONING681

682
***683

ARTICLE 5, SUPPLEMENTAL REGULATIONS, SECTION 23.5-4, HISTORIC684
PRESERVATION, SECTION 23.5-4(s), Penalties.685

***686
Amended by adding the words and figures shown in underlined type and deleting the words687
struck through.688

689
(s)   Penalties and Enforcement690

691
1. Criminal penalties. Any person violating any of the provisions of this article shall 692

be guilty of a misdemeanor in the second degree and fined not less than fifty 693
dollars ($50.00) nor more than two hundred fifty dollars ($250.00) for each 694
offense. Each day's continued violation up until the restoration of the site to its 695
appearance and setting prior to the violation shall constitute a separate offense. 696

697
2. Civil penalties. In addition to the criminal penalties provided above, any person who 698
violates any provision of this article shall forfeit and pay to the city civil penalties equal to 699
the fair market value of any property or portion thereof demolished, destroyed, disturbed (in 700
case of an archaeological site) or relocated in violation of this article or the cost to repair or 701
rehabilitate any property that is altered in violation of this section. Fair market value shall be 702
construed to mean value of the property or portion thereof prior to its demolition, 703
destruction or relocation. In lieu of any monetary penalty, any person altering property in 704
violation of the provisions of this article may be required to repair or restore any such 705
property or return it to its former location or condition. The civil penalty shall be in addition 706
to and or in lieu of any criminal prosecution or penalty. 707

 A.  A civil penalty may be assessed by the Historic Resources Preservation Board after 708
notice to the owner and a hearing in accordance with Section q.2 of this article.709

710
3. Equitable remedies. In addition to any other remedies provided in this section, the 711
city may seek injunctive or other equitable relief in an appropriate court to enforce the 712
provisions of this section. 713

714
4. Suspension of permit issuance. In addition to or in lieu of the civil penalty provided 715
in this section, the applicant or owner shall not be entitled to issuance of any building or 716
any other permit for the property, with the exception of a permit to fully restore the site, and 717
upon payment of any civil penalties assessed, for a period of three (3) years from and after 718
the date of such unpermitted activity. In addition, the applicant or owner shall not be issued 719
by the city any permit allowing curb cuts on the property for a period of three (3) years from 720
and after the date of such unpermitted activity. This provision may be waived if the 721
applicant or owner is able to demonstrate that it will cause an unreasonable economic 722
hardship, as provided in subsection l) of this subsection. 723

724
5.  A violation of this article may be referred to the code enforcement division for 725
appropriate action, including a finding of irreparable harm.726

727
6. Enforcement by affected party. If the city should neglect or decline to enforce the 728
provisions of this article, any affected party may undertake to do so at its sole cost. Such 729
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action shall not be used to circumvent the permit or certificate procedures, and procedures 730
for appeals thereafter, as set forth in these LDRs. The circuit court shall determine whether 731
such affected party has standing to pursue this action based on the facts in each case.732

733
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Exhibit K734
735

Chapter 23736
737

ZONING738
739

***740
ARTICLE 6, ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS,741

742
***743

Adding a new Section 23.6-8, Sea Turtle Protection.744

745
Sec. 23.6-8 . – Sea Turtle Protection746

747
a) Purpose.  This section is intended to protect the threatened and endangered sea 748

turtles that nest along the beach of the City by safeguarding the sea turtles and 749
hatchlings from the impact of artificial light.750

b) Definitions.751
The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this section, shall have the 752
meaning ascribed to them in this section.753

Beach means the sand beach and adjacent water area consisting of the property located 754
west of Atlantic Ocean and east of the crest of the dunes located within the boundaries of 755
the city.756

c) Shielding of light757
(1) Beach front property owners shall ensure that no artificial light illuminates any 758

area of the beach or water that may be used by nesting sea turtles and 759
hatchlings.760

(2) All lighting shall be positioned and shielded so that light is not visible from the 761
beach or water during the period from March 1 through October 31 of each 762
year.763

(3) All outdoor lighting and exterior lighting shall be directed downwards and 764
shielded if they are visible from the beach.765

d) City owned and maintained lighting.  Streetlights and beach lighting owned and 766
maintained by the City on City owned property shall be subject to the following:767
(1) Lights shall be located so that the bulk of their illumination will travel away from 768

the beach and water.  Lights shall be equipped with shades or shields that will 769
prevent backlighting and prevent lights from being visible from the beach or 770
water.771

(2) Lights at parks or other public beach access point shall be properly positioned 772
or shielded.773

e) Review and approval774
No lighting shall be installed without the prior approval of a lighting plan submitted 775
to the Department of Community Sustainability.776

777
778
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AGENDA DATE:   June 16, 2015, Regular Meeting                DEPARTMENT:   Water & Sewer Department 
 

 

EXECUTIVE BRIEF 
 

TITLE:   
Resolution Nos. 27-2015 through 35-2015 - declare acquisition of land as necessary for the widening and 

construction of Boutwell Road improvements 

 

SUMMARY:   
The Resolutions authorize the acquisition of parcels 1, 7, 19, 19E, 20, 20E, 21, 21E, and 28 as a public use and 

purpose, necessary for the widening and construction of Boutwell Road, and authorize other necessary actions for 

the acquisition.  This action also authorizes offers for each parcel, based on 125% of the appraised value of the 

properties not to exceed a total of $201,200. 

 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION: 

Improvement of Infrastructure along Boutwell Road is included as Phase 1 of the Park of Commerce Project, 

which was identified by a Master Plan completed by CDM in 2005.   Boutwell Road is the entrance road to the 

Park of Commerce, a regional road connector between I-95 and Lake Worth, and an access road for school children 

walking to a local middle school.  The roadway also serves as the primary access between the Lake Worth Tri-

Rail Station and I-95.  The Park of Commerce Project has been recognized by the Regional Planning Council of 

the Treasure Coast, and Palm Beach County is currently working with the City on an EDA Grant application for 

the project.   

 

The design and right-of-way acquisition for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road 

were approved in the FY 2014-2015 Capital Improvement Project (CIP) budget for Phase 1 of the Park of 

Commerce project.  The Commission approved the design of phase 1 of this project on January 7, 2014.  

Engineering of the project is now complete, identifying the necessary properties required to be acquired.  Grant 

applications to state and federal agencies require acquisition of necessary rights-of-way and easements.  The great 

majority of necessary project rights-of-way and easements (93%) are being obtained through transfer from Palm 

Beach County or donation from the existing land owner.  The project was redesigned to reduce necessary 

acquisitions.  The remaining acquisitions included here are required to construct the infrastructure improvements. 

 

The attached resolutions and their exhibits include a description and sketch of each parcel.  Offers for each parcel 

are based on two appraisals for each property.  Acquisition may be through negotiation or eminent domain.    

 

MOTION: 

I move a motion to approve/disapprove Resolution Nos. 27-2015 through 35-2015. 

 

Attachments: 

1) Fiscal Analysis 

2) Resolutions (nine total) 

3) Schedule of Value 



 

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS: 

 

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact 

 
Fiscal Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Capital Expenditures $201,200 0 0 0 0 

Operating Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0 

External Revenues 0 0 0 0 0 

Program Income 0 0 0 0 0 

In-Kind Match 0 0 0 0 0 

Net Fiscal Impact      $201,200  $0 $0 $0 $0 

      

No. of Additional Full-

Time Employees 
0 0 0 0 0 

 

 

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact 

 

The funds have been identified in the FY2015 Park of Commerce Capital Improvement Project 

Budget from account 304-5020-541.63-15.  

 

Utilities/Water Production      

Account Number 
Account 

Description 

Project 

# 

FY 2015 

Budget 

Amended 

Budget 

Current 

Balance 

Agenda Item 

Expenditures 

Remaining 

Balance 

304-5020-541.63-15 
Park of 

Commerce 

GV# 

1421 
$520,375 N/A $236,235 -$201,200 $35,035 

 

C. Fiscal Review:  

 
Larry Johnson – Director 
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RESOLUTION NO. 27-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PARCEL OF 4
LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 1 AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND 5
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A 6
PUBLIC USE AND PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF 7
APPRAISERS AND OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT 8
DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.9

10
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of fee 11

simple title to Parcel 1 to the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, as being 12
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road13
in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and,14

15
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 16

designated as Parcel 1; and,17
18

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 19
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 20
Statutes, as amended; and,21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 23

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 24
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 25
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and,26

27
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 28

Commission has determined that the acquisition of fee simple title to the real 29
property identified as Parcel 1 and described in Exhibit “A”, is necessary for the 30
following public use and purpose, to wit: the widening and the construction of 31
improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of said property is 32
for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests of the City of 33
Lake Worth; and,34

35
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 1 is necessary for the construction of 36

improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the aforementioned 37
project; and,38

39
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 40

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 41
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 42
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 43
to the extent they may apply; and,44

45
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 1, the City46

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 47
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 48
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counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 49
accomplish this purpose.50

51
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 52

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:53
54

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 55
forth in the foregoing recitals.56

57
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 58

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 59
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 60
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 61
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, fee simple title to the real property 62
described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other instruments 63
required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain proceedings are 64
prosecuted to judgment.65

66
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 67

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 68
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 69
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 70
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 71
purposes.72

73
SECTION 4.  The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 74

following public use and purpose; rights-of-way necessary for the widening and 75
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.76

77
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 78

its passage.79
80

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 81
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 82
as follows:83

84
Mayor Pam Triolo85
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  86
Commissioner Christopher McVoy87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso88
Commissioner Ryan Maier89

90
91
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92
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 93

on the 16th day of June, 2015.94
95

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION96
97

 98
By:________________________99

 Pam Triolo, Mayor100
101

ATTEST:102
103

____________________________104
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk105

106
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RESOLUTION NO. 28-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PARCEL OF 4
LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 7 AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND 5
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A 6
PUBLIC USE AND PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF 7
APPRAISERS AND OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT 8
DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.9

10
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of fee 11

simple title to Parcel 7 to the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, as being 12
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road13
in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and,14

15
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 16

designated as Parcel 7; and,17
18

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 19
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 20
Statutes, as amended; and,21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 23

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 24
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 25
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and,26

27
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 28

Commission has determined that the acquisition of fee simple title to the real 29
property identified as Parcel 7 and described in Exhibit “A”, is necessary for the 30
following public use and purpose, to wit: the widening and the construction of 31
improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of said property is 32
for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests of the City of 33
Lake Worth; and,34

35
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 7 is necessary for the construction of 36

improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the aforementioned 37
project; and,38

39
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 40

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 41
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 42
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 43
to the extent they may apply; and,44

45
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 7, the City46

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 47
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 48
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counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 49
accomplish this purpose.50

51
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 52

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:53
54

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 55
forth in the foregoing recitals.56

57
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 58

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 59
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 60
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 61
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, fee simple title to the real property 62
described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other instruments 63
required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain proceedings are 64
prosecuted to judgment.65

66
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 67

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 68
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 69
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 70
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 71
purposes.72

73
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 74

following public use and purpose; rights-of-way necessary for the widening and 75
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.76

77
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 78

its passage.79
80

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 81
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 82
as follows:83

84
Mayor Pam Triolo85
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  86
Commissioner Christopher McVoy87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso88
Commissioner Ryan Maier89

90
91
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92
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 93

on the 16th day of June, 2015.94
95

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION96
97

 98
By:________________________99

 Pam Triolo, Mayor100
101

ATTEST:102
103

____________________________104
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk105

106
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RESOLUTION NO. 29-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PARCEL OF 4
LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 19 AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND 5
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A 6
PUBLIC USE AND PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF 7
APPRAISERS AND OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT 8
DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.9

10
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of fee 11

simple title to Parcel 19 to the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, as 12
being necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell13
Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and,14

15
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 16

designated as Parcel 19; and,17
18

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 19
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 20
Statutes, as amended; and,21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 23

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 24
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 25
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and,26

27
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 28

Commission has determined that the acquisition of fee simple title to the real 29
property identified as Parcel 19 and described in Exhibit “A”, is necessary for the 30
following public use and purpose, to wit: the widening and the construction of 31
improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of said property is 32
for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests of the City of 33
Lake Worth; and,34

35
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 19 is necessary for the construction 36

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 37
aforementioned project; and,38

39
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 40

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 41
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 42
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 43
to the extent they may apply; and,44

45
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 19, the City46

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 47
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 48
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counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 49
accomplish this purpose.50

51
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 52

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:53
54

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 55
forth in the foregoing recitals.56

57
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 58

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 59
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 60
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 61
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, fee simple title to the real property 62
described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other instruments 63
required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain proceedings are 64
prosecuted to judgment.65

66
SECTON 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 67

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 68
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 69
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 70
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 71
purposes.72

73
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 74

following public use and purpose; rights-of-way necessary for the widening and 75
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.76

77
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 78

its passage.79
80

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 81
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 82
as follows:83

84
Mayor Pam Triolo85
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  86
Commissioner Christopher McVoy87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso88
Commissioner Ryan Maier89

90
91
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92
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 93

on the 16th day of June, 2015.94
95

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION96
97

 98
By:________________________99
 Pam Triolo, Mayor100

101
ATTEST:102

103
____________________________104
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk105
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RESOLUTION NO. 30-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A 4
PERMANENT EASEMENT IN AND TO A PARCEL OF LAND DESIGNATED 5
PARCEL 19E AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND CONSTRUCTION 6
OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A PUBLIC USE AND 7
PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF APPRAISERS AND 8
OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; 9
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES10

11
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of a 12

permanent easement in and to Parcel 19E to the City Commission of the City of 13
Lake Worth, as being necessary for the widening and construction of 14
improvements to Boutwell Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and15

16
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 17

designated as Parcel 19E; and,18
19

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 20
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 21
Statutes, as amended; and22

23
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 24

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 25
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 26
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and27

28
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 29

Commission has determined that the acquisition of a permanent easement in and30
to the real property identified as Parcel 19E and described in Exhibit “A”, is 31
necessary for the following public use and purpose, to wit: to provide a landscape 32
and buffer easement to be used in conjunction with the widening and the 33
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of 34
said property is for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests35
of the City of Lake Worth.  A full description of the easement is set forth on 36
Exhibit “C”; and37

38
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 19E is necessary for the construction 39

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 40
aforementioned project; and41

42
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 43

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 44
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 45
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 46
to the extent they may apply; and47
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48
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 19E, the City49

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 50
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 51
counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 52
accomplish this purpose.53

54
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 55

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:56
57

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 58
forth in the foregoing recitals.59

60
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 61

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 62
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 63
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 64
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, a permanent easement in and to the 65
real property described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other 66
instruments required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain 67
proceedings are prosecuted to judgment.68

69
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 70

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 71
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 72
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 73
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 74
purposes.75

76
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 77

following public use and purpose; a permanent drainage and utilities easement78
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.79

80
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 81

its passage.82
83

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 84
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 85
as follows:86

87
Mayor Pam Triolo88
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  89
Commissioner Christopher McVoy90
Commissioner Andy Amoroso91
Commissioner Ryan Maier92

93
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94
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 95

on the 16th day of June, 2015.96
97

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION98
99

 100
By:________________________101

 Pam Triolo, Mayor102
103

ATTEST:104
105

____________________________106
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk107
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RESOLUTION NO. 31-2015OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PARCEL OF 4
LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 20 AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND 5
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A 6
PUBLIC USE AND PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF 7
APPRAISERS AND OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT 8
DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.9

10
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of fee 11

simple title to Parcel 20 to the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, as 12
being necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell13
Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and,14

15
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 16

designated as Parcel 20; and,17
18

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 19
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 20
Statutes, as amended; and,21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 23

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 24
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 25
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and,26

27
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 28

Commission has determined that the acquisition of fee simple title to the real 29
property identified as Parcel 20 and described in Exhibit “A”, is necessary for the 30
following public use and purpose, to wit: the widening and the construction of 31
improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of said property is 32
for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests of the City of 33
Lake Worth; and,34

35
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 20 is necessary for the construction 36

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 37
aforementioned project; and,38

39
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 40

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 41
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 42
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 43
to the extent they may apply; and,44

45
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 20, the City46

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 47
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 48
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counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 49
accomplish this purpose.50

51
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 52

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:53
54

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 55
forth in the foregoing recitals.56

57
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 58

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 59
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 60
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 61
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, fee simple title to the real property 62
described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other instruments 63
required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain proceedings are 64
prosecuted to judgment.65

66
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 67

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 68
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 69
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 70
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 71
purposes.72

73
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 74

following public use and purpose; rights-of-way necessary for the widening and 75
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.76

77
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 78

its passage.79
80

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 81
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 82
as follows:83

84
Mayor Pam Triolo85
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  86
Commissioner Christopher McVoy87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso88
Commissioner Ryan Maier89

90
91

The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 92
on the 16th day of June, 2015.93

94
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LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION95
96

 97
By:________________________98

 Pam Triolo, Mayor99
100

ATTEST:101
102

____________________________103
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk104
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A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LAKE 3
WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PERMANENT 4
EASEMENT IN AND TO A PARCEL OF LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 20E AS 5
NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND CONSTRUCTION OF 6
IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A PUBLIC USE AND 7
PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF APPRAISERS AND 8
OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; 9
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES10

11
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of a 12

permanent easement in and to Parcel 20E to the City Commission of the City of 13
Lake Worth, as being necessary for the widening and construction of 14
improvements to Boutwell Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and15

16
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 17

designated as Parcel 20E; and,18
19

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 20
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 21
Statutes, as amended; and22

23
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 24

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 25
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 26
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and27

28
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 29

Commission has determined that the acquisition of a permanent easement in and30
to the real property identified as Parcel 20E and described in Exhibit “A”, is 31
necessary for the following public use and purpose, to wit: to provide a landscape 32
and buffer easement to be used in conjunction with the widening and the 33
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of 34
said property is for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests35
of the City of Lake Worth.  A full description of the easement is set forth on 36
Exhibit “C”; and37

38
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 20E is necessary for the construction 39

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 40
aforementioned project; and41

42
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 43

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 44
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 45
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 46
to the extent they may apply; and47

48
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50
51

WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 20E, the City52
Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 53
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 54
counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 55
accomplish this purpose.56

57
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 58

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:59
60

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 61
forth in the foregoing recitals.62

63
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 64

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 65
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 66
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 67
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, a permanent easement in and to the 68
real property described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other 69
instruments required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain 70
proceedings are prosecuted to judgment.71

72
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 73

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 74
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 75
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 76
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 77
purposes.78

79
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 80

following public use and purpose; a permanent drainage and utilities easement81
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.82

83
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 84

its passage.85
86

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 87
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 88
as follows:89

90
Mayor Pam Triolo91
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  92
Commissioner Christopher McVoy93
Commissioner Andy Amoroso94
Commissioner Ryan Maier95

96
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97
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 98

on the 16th day of June, 2015.99
100

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION101
102

 103
By:________________________104

 Pam Triolo, Mayor105
106

ATTEST:107
108

____________________________109
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk110
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RESOLUTION NO. 33-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PARCEL OF 4
LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 21 AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND 5
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A 6
PUBLIC USE AND PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF 7
APPRAISERS AND OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT 8
DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.9

10
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of fee 11

simple title to Parcel 21 to the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, as 12
being necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell13
Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and,14

15
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 16

designated as Parcel 21; and,17
18

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 19
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 20
Statutes, as amended; and,21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 23

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 24
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project,25
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and,26

27
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 28

Commission has determined that the acquisition of fee simple title to the real 29
property identified as Parcel 21 and described in Exhibit “A”, is necessary for the 30
following public use and purpose, to wit: the widening and the construction of 31
improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of said property is 32
for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests of the City of 33
Lake Worth; and,34

35
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 21 is necessary for the construction 36

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 37
aforementioned project; and,38

39
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 40

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 41
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 42
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 43
to the extent they may apply; and,44

45
WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 21, the City46

Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 47
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 48
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counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 49
accomplish this purpose.50

51
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 52

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:53
54

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 55
forth in the foregoing recitals.56

57
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 58

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 59
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 60
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 61
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, fee simple title to the real property 62
described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other instruments 63
required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain proceedings are 64
prosecuted to judgment.65

66
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 67

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 68
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 69
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 70
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 71
purposes.72

73
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 74

following public use and purpose; rights-of-way necessary for the widening and 75
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.76

77
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 78

its passage.79
80

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 81
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 82
as follows:83

84
Mayor Pam Triolo85
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  86
Commissioner Christopher McVoy87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso88
Commissioner Ryan Maier89

90
91

The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 92
on the 16th day of June, 2015.93
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94
LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION95

96
 97

By:________________________98
 Pam Triolo, Mayor99

100
ATTEST:101

102
____________________________103
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk104
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RESOLUTION NO. 34-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A 4
PERMANENT EASEMENT IN AND TO A PARCEL OF LAND DESIGNATED 5
PARCEL 21E AS NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND CONSTRUCTION 6
OF IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A PUBLIC USE AND 7
PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF APPRAISERS AND 8
OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; 9
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES10

11
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of a 12

permanent easement in and to Parcel 21E to the City Commission of the City of 13
Lake Worth, as being necessary for the widening and construction of 14
improvements to Boutwell Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and15

16
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 17

designated as Parcel 21E; and,18
19

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 20
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 21
Statutes, as amended; and22

23
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 24

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 25
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 26
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and27

28
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 29

Commission has determined that the acquisition of a permanent easement in and30
to the real property identified as Parcel 21E and described in Exhibit “A”, is 31
necessary for the following public use and purpose, to wit: to provide a landscape 32
and buffer easement to be used in conjunction with the widening and the 33
construction of improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition of 34
said property is for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests35
of the City of Lake Worth.  A full description of the easement is set forth on 36
Exhibit “C”; and37

38
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 21E is necessary for the construction 39

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 40
aforementioned project; and41

42
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 43

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 44
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 45
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 46
to the extent they may apply; and47

48
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50

WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 21E, the City51
Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 52
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 53
counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 54
accomplish this purpose.55

56
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 57

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:58
59

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 60
forth in the foregoing recitals.61

62
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 63

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 64
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 65
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation, 66
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, a permanent easement in and to the 67
real property described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other 68
instruments required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain 69
proceedings are prosecuted to judgment.70

71
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 72

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 73
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 74
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 75
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 76
purposes.77

78
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 79

following public use and purpose; a permanent drainage and utilities easement80
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.81

82
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 83

its passage.84
85

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 86
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 87
as follows:88

89
Mayor Pam Triolo90
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  91
Commissioner Christopher McVoy92
Commissioner Andy Amoroso93
Commissioner Ryan Maier94

95
96
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The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 97
on the 16th day of June, 2015.98

99
LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION100

101
 102

By:________________________103
 Pam Triolo, Mayor104

105
ATTEST:106

107
____________________________108
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk109
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RESOLUTION NO. 35-2015 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 3
LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF A PERMANENT 4
EASEMENT IN AND TO A PARCEL OF LAND DESIGNATED PARCEL 28 AS 5
NECESSARY FOR THE WIDENING AND CONSTRUCTION OF 6
IMPROVEMENTS TO BOUTWELL ROAD TO BE FOR A PUBLIC USE AND 7
PURPOSE, AUTHORIZING THE EMPLOYMENT OF APPRAISERS AND 8
OTHER EXPERTS AND THE FILING OF EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEEDINGS; 9
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES10

11
WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended the acquisition of a 12

permanent easement in and to Parcel 28 to the City Commission of the City of 13
Lake Worth, as being necessary for the widening and construction of 14
improvements to Boutwell Road in the City of Lake Worth, Florida; and15

16
WHEREAS, the funds are available for the acquisition of the parcel 17

designated as Parcel 28; and,18
19

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Worth is exercising 20
its authority of eminent domain pursuant to  Chapters 73, 74, and 166, Florida 21
Statutes, as amended; and22

23
WHEREAS, the City Commission has considered the required factors 24

pursuant to Florida law including safety, costs, alternate routes or methodologies, 25
long-range planning and the environment, as applicable to this parcel and project, 26
as described in attached Exhibit “B”; and27

28
WHEREAS, after considering the factors as set forth above, the City 29

Commission has determined that the acquisition of a permanent easement in and30
to the real property identified as Parcel 28 and described in Exhibit “A”, is 31
necessary for the following public use and purpose, to wit: to provide a permanent32
drainage and utilities easement to be used in conjunction with the widening and 33
the construction of improvements to Boutwell Road and, as such, the acquisition 34
of said property is for a public use and purpose deemed to be in the best interests35
of the City of Lake Worth.  A full description of the drainage and utilities 36
easement is set forth on Exhibit “C”; and37

38
WHEREAS, the acquisition of Parcel 28 is necessary for the construction 39

of improvements to be undertaken by the City of Lake Worth for the 40
aforementioned project; and41

42
WHEREAS, the property as described in Exhibit “A” to be acquired through 43

eminent domain as authorized by this Resolution is not being acquired for the 44
purpose of abating or eliminating public nuisances, slum or blighted conditions, 45
and is subject to any applicable conveyance restrictions pursuant to Florida law, 46
to the extent they may apply; and47

48
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50
51

WHEREAS, in order to accomplish the acquisition of Parcel 28, the City52
Manager, City Attorney and their designees are authorized to take legal action, 53
including the filing of eminent domain proceedings, and to employ outside legal 54
counsel, real estate appraisers and other experts deemed necessary to 55
accomplish this purpose.56

57
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 58

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, THAT:59
60

SECTION 1. This City Commission adopts and ratifies those matters set 61
forth in the foregoing recitals.62

63
SECTION 2. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 64

authorized and directed to proceed to take all necessary steps, including the 65
hiring of outside legal counsel, accountants, appraisers, or other experts and 66
witnesses, for the City of Lake Worth to acquire in its own name by donation,67
purchase or eminent domain proceedings, a permanent easement in and to the 68
real property described in Exhibit “A”, and prepare all papers, pleadings and other 69
instruments required for that purpose, and to see that all eminent domain 70
proceedings are prosecuted to judgment.71

72
SECTION 3. The City Manager, City Attorney and their designees are 73

hereby further authorized and directed to take such further actions as are 74
reasonably required to fully accomplish the purposes herein above directed, 75
including the making of minor changes in the description of any real property 76
described in Exhibit “A” that may be necessary to fully accomplish those 77
purposes.78

79
SECTION 4. The property described in Exhibit “A” is to be used for the 80

following public use and purpose; a permanent drainage and utilities easement81
necessary for the widening and construction of improvements to Boutwell Road.82

83
SECTION 5.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 84

its passage.85
86

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner ____, 87
seconded by Commissioner _____, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 88
as follows:89

90
Mayor Pam Triolo91
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  92
Commissioner Christopher McVoy93
Commissioner Andy Amoroso94
Commissioner Ryan Maier95

96
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97
The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 98

on the 16th day of June, 2015.99
100

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION101
102

 103
By:________________________104

 Pam Triolo, Mayor105
106

ATTEST:107
108

____________________________109
Pamela J. Lopez, Clerk110
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Appraised  Value 125% of Appraised Value

Parcel 1 $7400.00 $9250.00

Parcel 7 $3710.00 $4637.50

Parcel 19 $23,850.00 $29,812.50

Parcel 19E $10,420.00 $13,025.00

Parcel 20 $42,800.00 $53,500.00

Parcel 20E $6910.00 $8637.50

Parcel 21 $33,040.00 $41,300.00

Parcel 21E $12,130.00 $15,162.50

Parcel 28 $20,700.00 $25,875.00



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
 7 North Dixie Highway ·Lake Worth, Florida 33460 ·Phone: 561-586-1600· Fax: 561-586-1750

AGENDA DATE: June 16, 2015 Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT: Water Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Agreement with Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. for Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Projects

SUMMARY:
The Agreement authorizes sanitary sewer rehabilitation projects throughout the City, including the lining of 
100 sanitary manholes, the Sanitary Main Improvements for 15th Avenue South, Fordham Drive, and the 6th

Avenue South Interceptor at a cost not to exceed $1,027,557.20.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The proposed pipeline repair is to line the sewer mains on the following streets:

• 6th Avenue South from A Street to Lakeside Drive, 

• 15th Avenue South from A Street to Lakeside Drive, and 

• Fordham Drive from Dixie Highway to Federal Highway.  

The total length of pipeline to be rehabilitated is approximately 7,700 feet of vitrified clay pipes that range in 
diameter from 10 inch to 24 inch. This will include the lining of all associated manholes. 

Excess infiltration and inflow (I & I) takes up sewer capacity needed for existing customers and future 
growth, and increases the operating costs.  This extra volume of water can also possibly overload the sewage 
collection system pipes causing backups or spills of raw sewage. These projects will decrease the operating 
costs associated with pumping and treatment of this water. They will also restore the structural integrity of the 
pipelines, and eliminate the formation of future sink holes that have developed in the roadway above the 
deteriorating pipes.

The proposed manhole lining project is the FY 2015 annual rehabilitation of 100 sanitary sewer manholes 
throughout the City that were identified by City staff as critically deteriorated. 

A protective Calcium Aluminate coating will be applied to each manhole, to improve the structural integrity 
and prolong the lifespan of the manhole. The improvements will also reduce stormwater infiltration to the 
sanitary system, thereby decreasing operating expense by decreasing flow sent to the treatment plant.

The contract uses unit pricing contained in the Palm Beach County contract WUD 12-063(B) Continuing 
Contract for Wastewater Gravity Lines & Manhole Rehabilitation.  The county has renewed their contract, 
and the proposed city contract is attached.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove an agreement with Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. for Sanitary Sewer 
Rehabilitation Projects at a cost not to exceed $1,027,556.60.

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. – Palm Beach County Contract WUD 12-063(B)
3) Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. Palm Beach County Lining Contract Renewal
4) Lanzo Lining Services, Inc. agreement with City of Lake Worth



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Capital Expenditures $1,027,557.20 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
External Revenues 0 0 0 0 0
Program Income 0 0 0 0 0
In-Kind Match 0 0 0 0 0
Net Fiscal Impact $1,027,557.20 0 $0 $0 $0

No. of Additional Full-
Time Employees

0 0 0 0 0

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact

The funds have been identified in the FY2015 Sewer Collection Capital budget account, and 
the FY2015 Regional Sewer Capital budget account.  

Utilities/Sewer Collection

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2015
Proposed 
Budget

Amended
Budget

Current
Balance

Agenda Item
Expenditures

Remaining
Balance

403-7231-535.63-15
Local San 

Capital

LS 1501
LS 1506
LS 1507

$801,384 N/A $801,384 -$801,384 $0

406-7490-535.62-20
Regional 

San Capital
RS1502 $0 $300,000 $300,000 -$226,173.20 $73,826.80

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson – Director
Monica Shaner –Assistant Director.



































CITY OF LAKE WORTH
7 North Dixie Highway · Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1600

DRAFT
AGENDA

CITY OF LAKE WORTH
CITY COMMISSION MEETING

CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER
TUESDAY, JULY 14, 2015 - 6:00 PM

1. ROLL CALL:

2. INVOCATION: Pastor Steve Wipperman, Our Savior Lutheran Church

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

4. AGENDA - Additions/Deletions/Reordering:

5. PRESENTATIONS:  (there is no public comment on Presentation items)

6. COMMISSION LIAISON REPORTS AND COMMENTS:

7. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION OF NON-AGENDAED ITEMS AND CONSENT 
AGENDA:

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

9. CONSENT AGENDA:  (public comment allowed during Public Participation of Non-
Agendaed items)

A. First Amendment to RTT-Benny's On The Beach Lease (waiting for signed amendment)

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

11. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

12. NEW BUSINESS:

13. LAKE WORTH ELECTRIC UTILITY:

A. PRESENTATION:  (there is no public comment on Presentation items)

1) Update on the electric utility system

B. CONSENT AGENDA:  (public comment allowed during Public Participation of Non-



Agenda Date:  July 14, 2015 Regular Meeting

Agendaed items)

C. PUBLIC HEARING:

D. NEW BUSINESS:

14. CITY ATTORNEY'S REPORT:

15. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT:

A. August 4, 2015 Draft Commission Agenda

16. ADJOURNMENT:

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency or commission with 
respect to any matter considered at such 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.  (F.S. 286.0105)

NOTE:ONE OR MORE MEMBERS OF ANY BOARD, AUTHORITY OR 
COMMISSION MAY ATTEND AND SPEAK AT ANY MEETING OF ANOTHER CITY 
BOARD, AUTHORITY OR COMMISSION.
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