
 

 

 
 
  

 

 

 

 

 

AGENDA 

CITY OF LAKE WORTH 

CITY COMMISSION MEETING 

CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 05, 2016 - 6:00 PM 

 

1. ROLL CALL: 

 

2. INVOCATION OR MOMENT OF SILENCE:  Offered by Pastor Mike Olive, Common Ground, 

on behalf of Mayor Pam Triolo 

 

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. Proclamation declaring January 18, 2016 as Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 

 

B. Accept a Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting by the Government 

Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada  

 

C. Sea Level Rise Conference  

 

6. COMMISSION LIAISON REPORTS AND COMMENTS: 

 

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

 

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

 

A. City Commission Meeting - December 8, 2015 

 

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

items) 

 

A. Resolution No. 01-2016 - oppose the Trans-Pacific Partnership  

 

B. Resolution No. 02-2016 - support a statewide prohibition on fracking to explore and produce oil 

and natural gas in Florida 
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C. Resolution No. 03-2016 - agreement with Palm Beach County for improvements to Tropical Drive 

and Barton Road 

 

D. Purchase Order to Garber Chevrolet, Pontiac, GMC Truck for two replacement vehicles for the 

Code Compliance Division  

 

E. Task Order with Keith & Schnars for a Traffic Calming Study & Associated GIS Base Map - Phase 

1 

 

F. Second Amendment to an Agreement with D.S. Eakins Const. Corp. for crews with equipment for 

specialized underground utility repairs 

 

G. First Amendment to an Agreement with Sulphuric Acid Trading Company, Inc. to purchase bulk 

sulfuric acid for the Reverse Osmosis Water Treatment Plant 

 

H. First Amendment to an Agreement with Harcros Chemicals, Inc. to purchase caustic soda for water 

treatment and odor control 

 

I. Amendment to an Agreement with LHoist North America of Alabama, LLC to purchase bulk 

quicklime for the Water Treatment Plant 

 

J. Agreement with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. to purchase sodium hypochlorite (bleach) 

 

K. Agreement with Craven Thompson and Associates for engineering design, bid and construction 

phase services for the 2-Inch Watermain Replacement Program, Years 2 through 6 

 

L. Restrictive Covenant for Benzaiten Center for Creative Arts Grant (FEC Train Depot) 

 

M. Settlement on attorney's fees for City of Lake Worth v. C & E Holding of Palm Beach County, Inc. 

 

N. Agreement with Florida Railroad, LLC for acquisition of certain rights of way and an easement 

for the Boutwell Road Infrastructure Project 

 

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

 

A. Property located 200 feet west of the 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road Intersection: 

 

1) Ordinance No. 2016-01 - Second Reading - voluntary annexation of 6.54 acres 

2) Ordinance No. 2016-02 - Second Reading - Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment 

3) Ordinance No. 2016-03 - Second Reading - rezone property 

 

B. Ordinance No. 2016-04 - Second Reading and Quasi-Judicial Public Hearing  - rezone a portion 

of the Gulfstream Hotel 

 

C. Ordinance No. 2016-05 - Second Reading - amend the hours of sales for alcoholic beverages 
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11. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

12. NEW BUSINESS: 

 

A. Ordinance No. 2016-06 - First Reading - provide regulations for "public property" and schedule the 

public hearing date for January 19, 2016 

 

B. Ordinance No. 2016-07 - First Reading - amend various ordinances to include sexual orientation 

and gender identity or expression and schedule the public hearing date for January 19, 2016 

 

C. Resolution No. 04-2016 - declare the City's intent to use the uniform method of collecting non-ad 

valorem assessment for certain nuisance abatements 

 

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-Agendaed 

items) 

 

C. PUBLIC HEARING: 

 

D. NEW BUSINESS: 

 

1) Florida Municipal Electric Association membership dues for Fiscal Year 2015-2016 

 

14. CITY ATTORNEY'S REPORT: 

 

15. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT: 

 

A. January 19, 2016 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. 

 



PROCLAMATION
United We Are The World

WHEREAS, on Monday, January 18, 2016, the Nation will recognize Reverend
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Day; and

WHEREAS,  the City of Lake Worth and the MLK Event Committee will 
sponsor events in honor of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. to promote 
the harmony, peace, courage and inspiration for which Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. gave his life; and

WHEREAS,  these events include, on Sunday, January 17, 2016 at 4:00 pm, a 
Musical Drama in honor of civil rights activist, Fannie Lou 
Hamer, at St. Andrew’s Episcopal Church, a full slate of activities 
on Monday, January 18, 2016 encompassing a Unity Prayer 
Breakfast from 7:30 am to 9:00 am at St. Andrew’s Lutheran 
Church, a Candlelight March gathering at City Hall at 5:00 pm, a 
MLK Commemorative Program with the rededication of the 
Pathway to Freedom Fountain at 5:30 pm at the Cultural Plaza, 
Downtown Lake Worth, culminating with an MLK Fellowship 
Dinner from 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm at First Baptist Church in Lake 
Worth; and

WHEREAS, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.’s dream encompassed the hopes and 
dreams of all Americans. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, PAM TRIOLO, Mayor of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, 
by virtue of the authority vested in me, do hereby acknowledge:

JANUARY 18, 2016
as

DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. DAY
 

and ask every racial, religious and ethnic group in Palm Beach
County to join Lake Worth residents in their celebration of the diversity of our 

community.  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
City of Lake Worth to be affixed this 18th day of January, 2016.

 
______________________________

  Pam Triolo, Mayor
ATTEST:

_______________________________
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk



MINUTES
CITY OF LAKE WORTH

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COMMISSION
DECEMBER 8, 2015 – 6:00 PM

The meeting was called to order by Vice Mayor Maxwell on the above 
date at 6:03 PM in the City Commission Chamber located at City Hall, 7 
North Dixie Highway, Lake Worth, Florida.

1. ROLL CALL: 

Present were Mayor Pam Triolo (arrived 6:27 PM); 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.  INVOCATION:

There was a moment of silence in lieu of an invocation.  Vice Mayor 
Maxwell asked everyone to remember the veterans who were serving at 
Pearl Harbor on December 7th.  

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

The pledge of allegiance was led by Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell.

4. AGENDA - Additions/Deletions/Reordering:

Action: Motion made by Commissioner McVoy and seconded by Commissioner 
Maier to waive the rules to: 

• Delete Consent Agenda, Item G – Contract with Waste Management 
for roll-off services; and

• Approve the agenda as amended.   

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Vice Mayor Maxwell and Commissioners 
McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.  

5. PRESENTATIONS:

A. Proclamation declaring December 1, 2015 as World AIDS Day

Vice Mayor Maxwell read a proclamation declaring December 1, 2015, as 
World AIDS Day.  

B. Update provided by School Board, District 4 representative Erica 
Whitfield

Erica Whitfield, District 4 representative, provided an update on what 
schools were like in the County and particularly in Lake Worth.  She 
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commented about the differences between eastern and western Lake 
Worth schools.  She said there was a common misconception that Lake 
Worth had more schools than it had within its borders.  She spoke about 
the high poverty level of students, non-English speaking students, high
school and elementary school principals, and school grades.  She 
commented that South Grade Elementary was a D rated school, they
needed the most assistance, and they received a grant.

Mayor Triolo arrived at the meeting, the time was 6:27 PM.

C. PBSO Community Policing update

PBSO Captain Todd Baer and Lieutenant David Groover provided an 
update on the bike registration program, breaking the cycle of gang 
recruitment program, bullying program, partnerships with local church 
leaders, the Guatemalan Consulate event, and graffiti removal program. 

D. ROLO Neighborhood Association update

The Residents of Lake Osborne (ROLO) Neighborhood Association’s Vice 
President and Secretary provided an update on their increased 
boundaries, private neighborhood network system, and guest speakers at 
their association meetings.  They said their neighborhood attracted 
diverse neighbors.  

6. COMMISSION LIAISON REPORTS AND COMMENTS:

Commissioner Maier:  announced his attendance at the December 1-3, 
2015, South Florida Regional Climate Summit, the issues discussed were 
sea level rise, and said he would schedule a presentation about the 
summit information at a future Commission meeting.  He cited issues that 
he learned during the summit.  He said he would be attending the next 
Treasurer Coast Regional Planning Council meeting on December 11, 
2015, and that he looked forward to providing information about that 
meeting at a future Commission meeting.  

Commissioner Amoroso:  announced that he was the Commission’s 
Downtown Cultural Alliance liaison and cited upcoming scheduled events.

Commissioner McVoy:  announced his attendance at the South Florida 
Regional Climate Summit and the issue about sea level rise had gone 
beyond political party lines.  He said the level of intellect and information 
provided at the summit was excellent and that, as a City, there was a 
need to move forward and dedicate staff to the sea level rise issue 
because of liabilities.

Vice Mayor Maxwell:  announced his attendance at the South Florida 
Regional Climate Summit, said he enjoyed the summit and looked forward 
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to contributing to the sea level rise discussion.  He wished everyone a 
Merry Christmas, Happy Hanukkah, and Happy New Year.

Mayor Triolo:  thanked the County for a beautiful holiday program they 
held for disabled children.  She also thanked the Alzheimer Community 
Care for providing day care and encouraged everyone to volunteer 
because it was an incredible program.  She reminded everyone about the 
Palm Beach County’s League of Cities 7th grade students’ “What Would I 
Do If I Was Mayor” contest.  She said the winner could play mayor for a 
day and receive $100.  She wished everyone Happy Holidays. 

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

The following individuals spoke on issues written on their comment cards:

AnnaMaria Hunt suggested a new ordinance be created to allow 1% of 
new construction costs to be used for artists.  She said she knew the City 
was short staffed and offered to help.

Caroline Chen asked the City to minimize its streetlight glow in order to 
reduce the risk of cancer.  She thanked the City for asking the Florida 
Department of Transportation for an exemption to their Light Emitting 
Diode (LED) light guidelines.  She suggested a dark sky ordinance be 
created and to limit the light brightness.  She said additional lights or light 
poles at the lower beach parking lot would be allowed.  

Jon Faust, Neighborhood Association Presidents Council Chairperson,
announced a candidate forum would be held at 6 PM on January 6, 2016, 
and the City’s 50th annual holiday parade.  

Richard Stowe wished everyone Happy Holidays and supported the 
creation of a light ordinance.

David Silvers thanked the Commission for the work they did and 
announced that he was running for State Representative.  He wished 
everyone a Happy Holiday and said he attended this meeting to learn 
about the City’s local issues.

Yobini Nura-Orna offered peace, love, and happiness to all.  She said she 
was a priestess and invited the Pioneers of Jewell visionaries,  
preservation society,  and others to embrace and participate in the spirit of 
Kwanza into their 2015 celebrations.  She commented that Kwanza was a 
50-year old holiday created by African Americans.

Dorothy Gay said she sat in various meetings and there were problems in 
the community because of the water meters changing and an increase in 
water fees.  She asked the Commission not to approve the purchase of  
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Badger Water Meters if they hindered the residents and they had to pay 
more fees.

The following individuals spoke on various issues; however, they did not 
write anything on their comment cards: Mary Lindsey and Greg Rice.  

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Action: Motion made by Vice Mayor Maxwell and seconded by Commissioner 
Amoroso to approve the following minutes, as submitted: 

A. City Commission Meeting – November 10, 2015

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.

9. CONSENT AGENDA:  

Action: Motion made by Vice Mayor Maxwell and seconded by Commissioner 
Maier to approve the Consent Agenda, less Item G.

A. Resolution No. 59-2015 – amend the Commission’s Rules of 
Procedures to include a policy for Invocation or Moment of Silence

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:

RESOLUTION NO. 59-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
ADOPTING RULES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE CITY COMMISSION; 
AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 56-2013 AND ANY OTHER 
RESOLUTION IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.

B. Resolution No. 63-2015 – set the general election ballot

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:

RESOLUTION NO. 63-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO PREPARE THE OFFICIAL BALLOT 
FOR THE CITYWIDE ELECTION TO BE HELD ON MARCH 15, 2016; 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

C. Resolution No. 64-2015 – amend the Municipal Canvassing Board 
members during the March 15, 2016, election

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:
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RESOLUTION NO. 64-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING THE CITY’S CANVASSING BOARD; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.

D. Resolution No. 65-2015 – second amendment to the Fiscal Year 2015-
2016 budget

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:

RESOLUTION NO. 65-2015, A GENERAL APPROPRIATION 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, A MUNICIPAL 
CORPORATION OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA, MAKING SEPARATE 
AND SEVERAL BUDGET AMENDMENTS AND CORRESPONDING 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE CITY’S NECESSARY OPERATING 
EXPENSES, THE USES AND EXPENSES OF THE VARIOUS FUNDS 
AND DEPARTMENTS OF THE CITY FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
BEGINNING OCTOBER 1, 2015 AND ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2016; 
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

E. Resolution No. 66-2015 – agreement with Palm Beach County for 
improvements to the Osborne Pavilion

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:

RESOLUTION NO. 66-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
APPROVING THE INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN PALM 
BEACH COUNTY AND THE CITY IN THE AMOUNT OF $60,000 IN 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS FOR THE 
OSBORNE PAVILION IMPROVMENTS PROJECT; AUTHORIZING THE 
MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT AND ALL RELATED 
DOCUMENTS; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES. 

F. Contract with Rosso Site Development, Inc. for the construction of 
the 6th Ave. South – Federal to Dixie Roadway Improvements Project

G. (Deleted) Contract with Waste Management for roll-off services

H. Variance Agreement to allow stamped concrete on a driveway and 
City right-of-way on property located at 173 Vassar Drive

I. General Release Agreement with Boris Pritsker for payment of a 
claim for damages

J. Second amendment to a contract with Utilities Services Company for 
elevated tank maintenance
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K. First Amendment to an Agreement with Pace Analytical Services, 
Inc. for laboratory testing services on an as needed basis

L. Agreement with All Webbs Enterprises, Inc. for the construction of 
Surficial Aquifer Test Well TW-18

M. Agreement with All Webbs Enterprises, Inc. for the performance of 
Mechanical Integrity Testing of Class 1 Deep Injection Well IW-1

N. Purchase authorization for Badger water meters from Innovative 
Metering Solutions, Inc.

O. Utility easement by and between LaJoya Villages, Ltd. and the City of 
Lake Worth

P. Agreement with CP Logistics Lake Worth, LLC for acquisition of 
certain rights of way and an easement for the Boutwell Road 
Infrastructure Project

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.  

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. Ordinance No. 2015-16 – Second Reading and Public Hearing – adopt 
amendments to the Lien Reductions and Release of Liens Code

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-16 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, “ADMINISTRATION”, ARTICLE VI, “CODE 
COMPLIANCE”, SECTION 2-64, “APPOINTED” TO CLARIFY THAT THE 
SPECIAL MAGISTRATE IS SERVING IN AN EX OFFICIO CAPACITY; 
AMENDING SECTION 2-69.3.1, “LIEN REDUCTIONS AND RELEASE 
OF LIENS” BY ENACTING SUBSECTION 2-69.3.1(J), PROVIDING FOR 
REGULATIONS REGARDING THE PARTIAL RELEASE OF LIENS; 
PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS, CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY AND 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Action: Motion made by Vice Mayor Maxwell and seconded by Commissioner 
Amoroso to approve Ordinance No. 2015-16 on second reading.  

Mayor Triolo announced that this was the time for public comment. No 
one from the public commented.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.  
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B. Ordinance No. 2015-17 – Second Reading and Public Hearing –
clarify authority to regulate, inspect, and permit managed honeybee 
colonies

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-17 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 6 “ANIMALS AND FOWL”, BY CREATION OF A 
NEW SECTION 6-3, “HONEYBEE COLONIES” TO ADDRESS THE 
STATE’S PREEMPTION OF LOCAL ORDINANCES REGULATING 
HONEYBEE COLONIES AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES; PROVIDING 
FOR RE-NUMBERING OF EXISTING SECTIONS, SEVERABILITY, 
REPEAL OF LAWS IN CONFLICT, CODIFICATION, AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Vice Mayor 
Maxwell to approve Ordinance No. 2015-17 on second reading.   

Commissioner Maier explained that this ordinance clarified that the 
authority to regulate, inspect, and permit managed honeybee colonies 
was preempted to the State of Florida and superseded any related 
ordinance adopted by the City.

Mayor Triolo announced that this was the time for public comment. No 
one from the public commented.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.  

11. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

There were no Unfinished Business items on the agenda.

12. NEW BUSINESS:

A. Property located 200 feet west of the 10th Avenue North and Boutwell 
Road intersection:

1. Ordinance No. 2016-01 – First Reading – voluntary annexation of 6.54 
acres and schedule the public hearing date for January 5, 2016

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-01 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF LAKE 
WORTH, FLORIDA, ANNEXING  THE PROPERTY LOCATED 
APPROXIMATELY 200 FEET WEST OF THE NORTHWEST PORTION 
OF THE INTERSECTION OF 10TH AVENUE NORTH AND BOUTWELL 
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ROAD, BEING MORE FULLY DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A; PROVIDING 
FOR AMENDMENT TO THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF 
LAKE WORTH TO INCLUDE THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IN THE 
OFFICIAL BOUNDARY MAP; PROVIDING FOR ADVERTISING; 
PROVIDING THAT THIS ORDINANCE SHALL BE FILED WITH THE 
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, THE 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR OF PALM BEACH COUNTY AND THE 
FLORIDA SECRETARY OF STATE; PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF ALL 
ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

William Waters, Community Sustainability Director, explained that the 
applicant proposed to voluntarily annex 6.54 acres for a project known as 
Southport.  The request would fall within the scope of a small-scale 
comprehensive plan amendment.  He explained that the parcel located in 
Palm Beach County fronted on 10th Avenue North and lied along the 
western border of the City’s Mixed Use-West (MU-W) zoning district.  He 
said the future land use designation of MU-W was appropriate for the site 
and was consistent with adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North.  He 
said this ordinance was a companion to Ordinance Nos. 2016-02 and 
2016-03.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Commissioner 
Maier to approve Ordinance No. 2016-01 on first reading and schedule 
the public hearing date for January 5, 2016.  

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

Rodney Romano said he purchased properties around the project and 
hoped that this project would not impact his residential properties.  He 
said he was not antidevelopment as long as it did not impact on 
residential properties. He asked the developer to reduce the density.

Christina Morrison said this area was in dire need of change.  She 
supported anything that would make the area more usable and friendly 
into the Park of Commerce.  

Mr. Williams explained that Mr. Romano’s concerns would be discussed 
during the site plan review phase at the Planning and Zoning Board 
meeting.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.

2. Ordinance No. 2016-02 – First Reading – Small Scale Future Land 
Use Map Amendment and schedule the public hearing date for 
January 5, 2016
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City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-02 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY PROVIDING A SMALL 
SCALE AMENDMENT CHANGE TO THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF 
CERTAIN PROPERTY MORE FULLY DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A FROM 
A COUNTY LAND USE DESIGNATION OF COMMERCIAL HIGH 
INTENSITY/8 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE AND COMMERCIAL LOW 
INTENSITY/8 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE (CH/8;CL/8) TO A CITY OF 
LAKE WORTH DESIGNATION OF MIXED USE WEST (MU-W); 
PROVIDING THAT CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ARE REPEALED; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERANCE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Commissioner 
Maier to approve Ordinance No. 2016-02 on first reading and schedule 
the public hearing date for January 5, 2016.  

William Waters, Community Sustainability Director, announced that this 
ordinance was a companion to Ordinance Nos. 2016-01 and 2016-03. He 
explained that this ordinance amended the City’s Future Land Use Map, 
including a small scale amendment to its Comprehensive Plan as part of a 
voluntary annexation.

Mark Rickards, Kimley Horn, explained that the Park of Commerce efforts 
established a western boundary in Lake Worth, which was a canal.  The 
City’s Comprehensive Plan addressed the appropriate land use category 
and zoning for this property.  He said the City’s Planning and Zoning 
Board process protected single-family properties.  Additionally, the 
applicant would provide additional setbacks to buffer the surrounding 
residential properties.  He announced that a site plan would be submitted 
in the first part of 2016.  

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

Rodney Romano suggested zoning the property Multi-Family 20 (MF-20) 
instead of Mixed Use-West.  

Mr. Rickard responded that the MF-20 zoning would neither be consistent 
with the surrounding properties nor the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Vice Mayor Maxwell left the meeting at 8:09 PM and returned at 8:11 PM.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo, Vice Mayor Maxwell, and 
Commissioners Amoroso and Maier.  NAYS:  Commissioner McVoy.  
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3. Ordinance No. 2016-03 – First Reading – rezoning property and 
schedule the public hearing date for January 5, 2016

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-03 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA; 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN 
EXHIBIT A FROM COUNTY ZONING RESIDENTIAL HIGH INTENSITY 
(RH) TO CITY OF LAKE WORTH ZONING MIXED USE – WEST (MU-W); 
PROVIDING THAT CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ARE REPEALED; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERANCE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Commissioner 
Maier to approve Ordinance No. 2016-03 on first reading and schedule 
the public hearing date for January 5, 2016.  

Mayor Triolo announced that this was the time for public comment.  No 
one from the public commented.  

Comments/requests summaries:

1. Vice Mayor Maxwell asked to meet with Mr. Rickard and Mr. Romano 
to learn more about the project and concerns. 

2. Mayor Triolo asked for an opportunity to learn more about the project 
prior to the January 5, 2016, second reading of the ordinance.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo, Vice Mayor Maxwell, and 
Commissioners Amoroso and Maier.  NAYS:  Commissioner McVoy.

Mayor Triolo recessed the meeting at 8:15 PM and reconvened at 8:28 
PM.

B. Ordinance No. 2016-04 – First Reading – rezone a portion of the 
Gulfstream Hotel and schedule the public hearing date for January 5, 
2016

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-04 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA; 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN 
EXHIBIT A FROM A CITY ZONING OF MEDIUM-DENSITY MULTI-
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (MF-30) TO A CITY OF LAKE WORTH ZONING 
OF DOWNTOWN (DT); PROVIDING THAT CONFLICTING 
ORDINANCES ARE REPEALED; PROVIDING FOR SEVERANCE; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
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City Attorney Torcivia explained that this rezoning was a quasi-judicial 
hearing.  The Commission was both judge and jury and their decision 
would be based on sworn testimony.  He asked each of the Commission if 
they had any ex parte communication with the applicant.

Comments/requests summaries:

1. Commissioner McVoy commented that he was contacted by Hudson 
Holdings, told them he would get back to them, but then decided not 
to meet.

2. Vice Mayor Maxwell and Commissioners Amoroso and Maier 
commented that they had no ex parte communication.

3. Mayor Triolo commented that she received a phone call from Hudson 
Holdings, but met with no one.  She said she did visit the site.

City Attorney Torcivia explained that staff would provide a presentation. If 
the public wanted to offer testimony they would be sworn in individually 
and could be cross examined by staff or the applicant.  He announced 
that the public comments, made by individuals who did not want to be 
sworn in and provide testimony, would hold less weight than those 
providing testimony.  He explained that individuals providing only public 
comments would not be cross examined.   

Comment/request summary:

4. Vice Mayor Maxwell asked for an explanation as to why the previous 
zoning request on the agenda was not considered quasi-judicial.

William Waters, Community Sustainability Director, replied that this 
request was the first time the City chose to rezone property from its 
original zoning.  The previous agenda item was an initial zoning 
because of an annexation.  He explained that this rezoning would 
place the property more in line with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Waters explained that the applicant was preparing applications to 
renovate and redevelop the historic Gulfstream Hotel properties.  The 
applicant proposed to rezone seven parcels for the proposed project, 
serving to revitalize the downtown corridor between the retail/restaurant 
uses and the beach and casino area.  In order for the project to move 
forward, the applicant must first rezone the Multi-Residential (MF-30) 
portion of the property to Downtown (DT).  

On November 18, 2015, the Historic Resources Preservation Board 
(HRPB) members unanimously recommended approval to the 
Commission, which covered changing the zoning and included a condition 
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to require the petitioner to implement a Unity of Title for the subject 
parcels.  The HRPB members also suggested, as a condition of approval,
that any proposed development be compatible and harmonious with the 
historic integrity and character of the local historic district.  

Bonnie Miskel, on behalf Hudson Holdings, explained that the applicant 
petitioned for a Downtown (DT) zoning.  She explained in detail the 
property location, existing zoning, application request, conceptual site 
plan, and rezoning criteria.

City Attorney Torcivia swore in Bonnie Miskel and William Waters who 
provided testimony.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Vice Mayor 
Maxwell to approve Ordinance No. 2016-04 on first reading and schedule 
the public hearing date for January 5, 2016.   

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

City Attorney Torcivia swore in each of the following individuals providing
testimonies separately:  

Lisa Stewart said she did not oppose the plan, but that it was approached 
through the “back door.”  The residents approved a charter amendment to 
reduce building heights from 65 feet to 40 feet in the downtown area.  If 
this was the right thing to do, then the issue should be up to the voters to 
decide.  To bypass this would be unconstitutional.

City Attorney Torcivia explained that the State Legislators took away 
citizens right to vote on height issues.  In 2013, the State passed 
legislation, retroactively, that voters rights were null and void.  The 
Comprehensive Plan, adopted by the City, was what was currently in 
effect.

Michelle Sylvester, said she represented the downtown businesses and 
supported the Gulfstream Hotel, revitalization of the downtown corridor, 
HRPB’s recommendation, and ordinance to allow the project to move 
forward.

Rosann Malakates said that changing the zoning to DT would raise the 
building heights to 65 feet.  In 2013, she said there was a vote by the
residents and did not believe their vote was null and void.  The 
Commission was not recognizing their vote.  A notice was mailed to those 
individuals living within 400 feet of the property, but no consideration was 
given to those individuals who showed an interest in keeping the whole 
City low rise.  She commented that she wanted this project done correctly 
and the Commission did not respect the voters.
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Gael Silverblatt said it would be wonderful to have the Gulfstream Hotel 
open and that Hudson Holdings should be encouraged to open the Hotel.  
The rezoning to DT would allow Hudson Holdings to build six stories.  The 
developer claimed a two-story garage would be built, but if the zoning was
approved, then six stories would be allowed.  With the rezoning came a 
reduction in setbacks.  

Maryann Polizzi said she supported Hudson Holdings.  There were many 
buildings in the City that were tall.  She said she was discouraged today 
because she received an email about a Commissioner sending out emails 
asking for votes and to be heard about the zoning.  She said that was not 
appropriate from a Commissioner.  The City needed to grow and be 
unified.  The diversity in the City was out of control.  She asked the 
Commission to grant Hudson Holdings what they wanted.

Jo-Ann Golden said the majority of the Commission continued to pursue 
their own vision, and approving the rezoning would exceed the charter 
amendment approved by the voters.  The zoning change would impact the 
low rise surrounding area.  She said three votes could change the 
residents.  A better way could be found to receive 8% of tourist dollars. 
This zoning change was against a charter amendment voted on by the 
residents.

Christina Morrison said she represented many owners in Lake Worth and 
that most of her work was in the Park of Commerce.  This was an existing 
historic building that sat empty for 10 years.  This building needed to be 
renovated, and a vibrant downtown area needed a hotel.  She asked the 
Commission to approve the ordinance.

Commissioner Amoroso left the meeting at 9:22 PM.

Noam Brown said he wanted his child to come tonight because the child 
walked with him a couple of years ago for the height limit charter 
amendment.  He said his child wanted to come tonight to understand why, 
if people voted for something, the decision could be flipped and how State 
representatives could make that vote null and void.  He said his child did 
not understand how government representatives did not vote for the 
popular voters.  This issue was an opportunity for the governing body to 
consider the height limits.  He asked the Commission to consider the “will 
of the people” when considering their vote.

Commissioner Amoroso returned to the meeting at 9:24 PM.

Betty Resch commented that she supported the ordinance.  The 
Gulfstream Hotel had been standing empty for years.  There was a need 
for meeting or wedding rooms to be provided.  There was a five or six-
story nursing home a block away from her home and no one knew that it 
was there.   There was a need for a six-story hotel and a need for it in the 
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City.  She said she was sad that people were politicizing this issue.  The 
ordinance was good for the City.

Lynda Mahoney said she lived one block away from the subject property 
and could see the hotel.  This ordinance would allow another building to 
rise from the ground.  She said she objected to anything that was higher 
than 45 feet.  The height proposed would allow for additional residential 
use and traffic congestion on the one-way streets.  She said her property 
and quality of life would be negatively impacted.  This zoning would stay 
with the property, and new owners could do whatever they wanted.  She 
said she did not believe that the zoning was needed to open the 
Gulfstream Hotel.

Ginny Powell commented that she found it surprising that the entire HRPB 
members voted unanimously to move forward with the rezoning.  This was 
a historic preservation board, and their vote violated their whole being.  
She said she lived in a historic district and needed to provide detailed 
information to the HRPB for a back door.  She said she was happy that 
she lived in a historic district, but this situation was contrary to the issue of 
being in a historic district.

Richard Stowe said he supported the renovation of the iconic Gulfstream 
Hotel and the dollars that it would bring to the City, but he opposed the 
ordinance.  Denying the ordinance would strengthen the project.  
Maintaining a Multi-Family 30 (MF30) zoning category would be sensitive 
to the neighborhood.  The height limit would provide relief and 
sustainability and would not be bad for the environment.  He said the 
applicant would construct a parking garage.  

Arthur Braughton said he supported the project.   He commented that he 
did live in Lake Worth when the height limit issue was voted on and 
understood the decision of the State.  To quiver over 20 feet was a 
distraction and set the City backward.  This was the time to move forward.   
A “no” vote on the ordinance was a vote for stagnation.  He asked the 
Commission to vote wisely.  

Laurel Robinson commented that everyone needed to recognize that the 
discussion tonight was not about the design of the property, but the 
mechanism to move the development forward.  When development was 
done, there was a need for scale.  One does not have boutique hotels 
without parking.  She said she lived one block from the property and did 
not want to see something ugly.  This ordinance was a tool to move the 
project forward. 

Chip Guthrie said that one of his first jobs in Lake Worth was a busboy at 
the Gulfstream Hotel, and the workers lived in a five-story structure.  
People stayed in the hotel for months, and his company installed new 
plumbing in the hotel to make it more viable.  He said he was looking 
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forward to this project moving forward and allowing Hudson Holdings to 
proceed.  Without the zoning, the developer could not build the other 
structures to make the property viable.  There would be ample time to 
provide comments about the site plan when it comes up.

Janet Labanara said she supported the rezoning request and the 
reopening of the Gulfstream Hotel.  She advised that she was a new 
resident, was working on her 1925 cottage, and was very interested in the 
revitalization of the area.  This development was  very important and good 
for the City.  She said she was sympathetic towards the voters about the 
height limit, but the HRPB would impose mandates and the developer’s
plan would be scrutinized.  The development would be consistent with the 
community, and she asked the Commission to approve the ordinance.

Greg Rice said that, for five or six years, there was discussion about what 
it would take to get the Gulfstream Hotel reopened.  Commissioner McVoy 
had made a comment about the hotel rooms and bathrooms being small, 
and that they should be rented to small people.  Over 20 years ago, there 
was a charter amendment about 65 and 100 foot height limitations 
because of the City’s economy.  This ordinance was an important issue 
for the City to realize the need to move forward. 

Martin Welfeld said no one had been saying anything new.  The issue 
boiled down to what direction the City going.  Was it moving forward or 
backwards.  The Gulfstream Hotel had been void of opportunities for 10 
years.  Lake Worth was the second poorest community in the County.  He 
said he wanted to see Lake Worth move forward and suggested a new 
name, “Lake Worth Success.”  He said it would be interesting to learn who 
wanted to move the City forward and who wanted to drag it backwards.  

City Attorney Torcivia announced that the following individuals provided 
public comments, were not sworn in, and did not offer testimonies:  

Melissa Jones said she was a new resident in Lake Worth and purchased 
a home.  She said she had opportunities to travel and lived in many cities.  
She commented that she was involved with many city councils and loved 
Lake Worth because she saw great potential.  She said she had been 
welcomed by her neighborhood association. She commented that she 
noticed the Gulfstream Hotel and had witnessed, in other cities, other 
empty hotels being opened and revitalizing the cities.  She said she 
respected the comments made from those individuals who did not support 
the ordinance, but said that she did.  

David Simms commented that having height limits did not hold a city back.  
Without the height limits, Lake Worth could become a mini West Palm 
Beach or Delray Beach.  The heights in the downtown area gave Lake 
Worth a unique character, which had value.  The City could have height 
limits and still build the project in order to make the residents happy.
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Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Tammy Pansa.  Ms. Pansa
wrote that [the City] needed the Gulfstream Hotel and the plans moving 
forward.  Let’s not “bicker the town into a large rotting hole.”  Instead of a 
historic landmark, open the hotel.  [She wrote asking] to see more 
published and public plans posted on the City’s website and wanted the 
Gulfstream Hotel open in the near future.  

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Mark Herbert.  Mr. Herbert 
wrote that the Gulfstream was a historical landmark and needed to be 
saved.  It sat dormant for too long. This project had to move forward or 
[the City] risked losing this jewel of the City.

Peggy Fisher said the issue before the Commission was zoning and not 
the charter referendum; however, there was an email sent about the 
legality of the referendum.  The City needed the hotel to open.  The new 
construction’s height would be lower than the existing Gulfstream Hotel.  
People who attended the HRPB meeting were told to state why there was 
an objection.  The HRPB unanimously voted to approve the request for 
rezoning because it met the City’s Land Development Regulations.  The 
Commission’s vote should not be based on people’s opinion, but on what 
was allowed in the Code.  The State took away citizens right to vote on 
height issues, and the legislators retroactively passed legislation that null 
and voided voters rights.  Residents have to move the City forward and 
provide resources to fix roads and pipes.  

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Lynn Anderson.  Ms. 
Anderson wrote that this upzoning request ignored [residents’] vote and its 
outcome on the charter amendment.  [The Commission] could have 
honored [residents] vote, but chose to ignore it.  [Residents] were the 
people [the Commission] served.  [She asked if the City] was still a 
democracy.  She reminded [the Commission] that there was a charter 
amendment on heights.  No matter how [the Commission] felt personally, 
the people won at the ballot box on 45 feet in the area of the Gulfstream.  
As elected representatives of all who have standing in this endeavor, 
those who campaigned for and who voted for this charter amendment 
expect [the Commission] to honor this vote.

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Laurence McNamara.  Mr. 
McNamara wrote that Florida Statutes 166.031 authorized citizens of any 
municipality to amend their charter in the exact way citizens did so to limit 
development in the downtown area encompassing the Gulfstream 
property to 45 feet. Citizens were disenfranchised by a questionable 
opinion offered to the sitting Commission by the Assistant City Attorney 
based on post facto legislation, which was used to ignore the citizens 
charter amendment and refused to place the amendment into the Charter.  
Post facto legislation was illegal in criminal cases and was becoming 
indefensible in civil cases with great regularity.  To avoid exposing citizens 
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to another lawsuit, it would be prudent for [the Commission] to reject this 
rezoning application and require the purported developer to work within 
the existing zoning regulations and the 45 foot limits of the charter 
amendment.  A City charter was the constitution of a municipality and its 
highest law.  Ignoring it would put the developer and the City at risk of any 
construction in violation of its limits.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Commissioner 
McVoy to extend the meeting one hour in accordance with Rule 1 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Procedure.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None.

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Mary Watson.  Ms. Watson 
wrote that she was very much in support of finally redoing and preserving 
the historic Gulfstream Hotel.  It was high time this structure was 
addressed rather than slip further into ruin.  [She wrote that] she was
strongly opposed to the precedent about to take place of developers 
taking precedence over zoning laws, citizen votes, and constitutional 
amendments.  She attended the meeting of the HRPB where this was 
approved and was very surprised to hear that a seated member of the 
board was not even aware that variances could be disapproved.  This 
gave the impression of rubber stamping any development.  The City had 
always been praised for its “small town” character.  Until a few weeks ago 
this was on the face page of lakeworth.org.  The downtown area was 
unique for its low rise diversity of boutique shops, neighborhood watering 
holes, and high end restaurant and antique shops.  This added two-story 
height would destroy that ambiance and herald seven-story profiteering at 
the expense of the very character that had been [the City’s] landmark.  

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Wes Blackman.  Mr. Blackman 
wrote that the Gulfstream Hotel was the tallest building on [the City’s] 
waterfront.  Nestled among other buildings of a similar size, scale and 
height.  You could say the hotel occupied the most prominent location in 
the City.  It was on [the City’s] main street that led to the downtown and 
City beach.  For 90 years, the building had stood, watching the City and 
society change around it.  We, the residents and elected officials, were 
vested with the responsibility of creating the right environment for this 
property.  Not only to survive, but thrive.  Other residents who had come 
before us recognized its importance to the community.  The hotel was 
placed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1983.  [He wrote that] 
he lived in Lake Worth for 23 years.  Most of his memories of the 
Gulfstream Hotel were of the building being closed.  This was not the fault 
of the current owners of the property.  It was not the fault of the previous 
owners of the property.  There was a series of long existing conditions that 
had contributed to its closure - - some going back 30 and 40 years.  Dixie 
Highway, replaced by I-95 as the main means of travel through and to 
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south Florida communities, was one.  Rooms in the building were too 
small to be attractive in the present tourist marketplace was another.  Lack 
of adequate and convenient parking was another.  [The City] needed a 
vibrant, historic, first class flagship hotel in Lake Worth, hosting visitors 
from around the world and having them contribute to the economic health 
and vitality of the City.   

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Teresa Miller.  Ms. Miller wrote 
that there were questions to be asked.  Why were the few so violently anti-
progress?  Were they afraid streets and sewers would be fixed, afraid 
streetlights would be installed in dark neighborhoods, afraid fire hydrants 
would be available where none existed?  Were they afraid property 
values, including theirs, would increase?  Clearly, improving Lake Worth 
was nothing to fear.  [She wrote] that she was baffled by the fear that 
some harbor and encourage.  Lake Worth needed jobs, needed repairs, 
needed money, and businesses needed customers.  The City did not 
participate in the huge tourist revenue generated by visitors to Florida.  
[Residents] had an historic opportunity to change that.  The Gulfstream 
rebirth was an opportunity for Lake Worth that the City could not afford to 
miss.  [She wrote asking] why, why, why would anyone not want to 
improve this City?  What were their real motives?  Now was the time for all 
[residents] who wanted what was right and good for Lake Worth, who 
wanted to move this City forward, and to stand up and make their desires 
known here tonight and at the voting booth in 2016.  Lake Worth needed 
the help and support of every rational person to move this City forward.

Mayor Triolo read the comments written by Anthony Marotta.  Mr. Marotta 
wrote that his fiancé and he decided to move to Lake Worth just over two 
years ago when they found a beautiful historic home built in 1912 right 
near the water, across the street from a golf course, and with many great 
amenities nearby in an up and coming City.  After finding such a great 
place with so much to offer they spent much time researching the local 
political climate and City management.  [He wrote] that they found the City 
management and Commission in place at the time had been working very 
hard and laying great groundwork to bring Lake Worth forward and try to 
undo the many years of what seemed to be intentional mismanagement.  
This encouraging direction convinced them that Lake Worth was the place 
to invest their future in and call their community.  [He wrote] that they liked 
the feel and charm of the City and knew of its wonderful potential. [He 
wrote] that he was a firm believer in respectful smart growth and progress 
to improve upon the City and provide an improving quality of life to its 
residents.  

Comment/request summary:

5. Mayor Triolo commented that the property could not be divided 
because of the Unity of Title.



Pg. 19, Regular Meeting, 12/08/2015

Commissioner Amoroso left the meeting at 10:07 PM.

Commissioner McVoy read the comments written by Sander Schrantz. Mr. 
Schrantz wrote that three years ago he and his wife purchased a triplex on 
South M Street that had previously been an active sober home and was 
suffering from years of neglect and shady property management practices 
by absentee landlords.  Over the past three years they had invested 
everything they had and more to completely and legally renovate the 
property.  [He wrote] that he was proud to say that they now lived on the 
property and were renting out the additional renovated units to young, 
local working professionals including a young family with a toddler.  They 
hoped that their hard work and investment would give them a place to 
start their own family in the little beach town they loved.  They chose Lake 
Worth for several reasons and certainly the small town neighborhood feel 
was a major factor.  They liked the laid back, low-rise eclectic feel of the 
City and preferred this to other more developed and bustling local cities 
such as West Palm Beach and Delray Beach.  [He wrote] strongly 
supporting Hudson Holdings recently proposed plan for renovating and 
upgrading the historic Gulfstream Hotel and encouraged the Commission 
to approve the proposed rezoning application that would allow their plan 
to come to fruition.  The proposed rezoning and subsequent renovation 
plan would be a major win for the City and all of its residents.  It would not, 
change the low rise feel of the City.  All one needed to do to understand 
this was to go stand in the spot where the proposed plan would take 
place.  The historic hotel itself was over 70 feet in height.  To claim that 
this proposal would negatively affect the City and change its small town 
feel was absurd.  What this proposal would do was convert a decade old 
dilapidated building into a beautiful and active historic hotel, which would 
be a point of pride for the City and attract more young families. 

Commissioner McVoy read the comments written by Brenda Smith.  Ms. 
Smith wrote that [she, Michael Stetser, and Arjuna Smith] were residents 
of Lake Worth and unable to make this important meeting, but would like 
their voices heard.  They moved to this town many years ago.  Due to the 
fact that it was not built up like all the other waterfront towns with huge 
buildings blocking their waterway view.  In the process of living here and 
loving this town, they got eight other families to purchase homes in their 
great town for the same reason.  If [the Commission] started changing 
their rules and deregulating the height of buildings, [residents] would lose
the charm of their great city.  Please do not allow Hudson Holdings to 
build any larger than the original 45 feet to keep the quality, resident base 
they had now in their great city.  They love their water and wanted to keep 
their city safe and enjoyable.  

Commissioner McVoy read the comments written by Cheryl Leventhol and 
James Thompson.  Ms. Leventhol and Mr. Thompson wrote that they 
would like to express their concern and dismay about a very important 
issue. [They wrote that] they had been residents for 26 years and were 
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deeply disturbed that the Commission was not listening to the people who 
voted on an issue two years ago to limit the heights.  It seemed [like] that 
fact was being ignored.  They did not know who, other than Hudson 
Holdings, who would benefit from this project, but [wrote that] they were 
stunned because there seemed to be no vision regarding Lake Worth.  If 
there was a benefit to the City and residents, it was dwarfed by the cost, 
which was not only monetary.  [They wrote] asking the Commission to 
keep this project within the bounds for a reason.  This City was unique 
and its charm and beauty.  It was one of the last places that was still a 
remnant to “Old Florida.”  [They wrote that] they grew up in South Florida 
and were saddened to see such “limited vision” as to how to improve the 
City.  [They asked] if [the Commission] was picturing a Delray Beach or 
West Palm Beach. [They asked the Commission] to try and picture Lake 
Worth for its uniqueness and character.  Please do not go down the same 
destructive path [they had] seen all around them.

Commissioner McVoy read the comments written by Robert Potochnik.  
Mr. Potochnik wrote to please inform the Commission that he did not want 
the height limits or rezoning.  This was a simply “build and flip” company 
as their reputation indicated.  The people had spoken, “no raise in building 
heights.”  In fact, lowering [the heights] would be better.

Commissioner Amoroso returned to the meeting at 10:13 PM.

City Attorney Torcivia explained that this was the time for cross 
examinations or rebuttals.  

Ms. Miskel said she would make her closing statements.  As a quasi-
judicial hearing, the Commission was acting like a judge; however, they 
could visit the site and could have ex parte communication.  The 
Commission must be impartial and weigh the evidence.  She said she was 
required to show evidence of complying with the law - - it was not a 
charter invalidated by the State.  She said she was sympathetic to the 
voters, but the State nullified their vote, and the Commission could not 
take into consideration the charter because it was invalidated and not a 
law.  The City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations 
were the Commission’s laws.  There was no competent evidence brought 
forward by the opposition to deny the request.  She asked the 
Commission to support the laws in effect and pass this ordinance. 

Comments/requests summaries:

6. Mayor Triolo commented that this agenda item had nothing to do 
with building heights.

City Attorney Torcivia replied that the issue was a rezoning.  This 
item was a middle step towards development of the property.  Later a 
site plan would be submitted for approval.  There were criteria for the 
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zoning, which were addressed by Mr. Williams and had specific 
uses.  The HRPB voted that the rezoning was consistent with the
City’s Comprehensive Plan and people had to follow it.  The decision 
before the Commission was if this request followed the City’s laws.

Mr. Williams replied that the provisions of the charter did not apply to 
this property.  Staff was on top of the issue and wanted to assure the 
Commission that no part of any new construction would exceed 65 
feet.

7. Vice Mayor Maxwell commented that the City’s Land Development 
Regulations lowered the heights throughout the City except for a six-
block area east of Federal Highway and west of Golfview Road in the 
downtown area.  Over 100,000 people attended the Street Painting 
Festival this year, but there were no hotels for them to stay.  

8. Commissioner McVoy commented that it was up to the Commission 
to judge whether this rezoning was compatible to the City’s rules.

City Attorney Torcivia replied that the Commission had to decide 
whether this rezoning was consistent with the City’s current plan.

9. Commissioner Maier commented that, it was pointed out, that the 
zoning would last beyond Hudson Holdings and any new owner 
could build to the maximum.  It was pointed out that a lawsuit was 
filed and cases could be dismissed without prejudice and still had the 
possibility of moving forward.  One resident in support of the 
ordinance mentioned that they had experience working with other 
elected officials.  More voters turned out to vote on the height 
limitation.  The Commission’s job, under the law, was to represent 
the majority of the voters.  The hotel needed to be reopened for the 
economic benefit of the community, which was the voters.  The 
majority wanted the hotel to be opened based on their vote.

10. Commissioner McVoy commented that assertions made from the 
applicant and said it was incumbent on the Commission to see if the 
applicant met applicability.  Many issues were not black and white.  
Would they negatively impact the surrounding property owners, 
which would be predictable?  As a judge, the Commission needed to 
determine what would happen.  Some things would be known such 
as traffic, which would have a negative impact on property owners.  
Setbacks could also have a negative impact.  He said he heard a lot 
about the economics of the City; however, there were plausible 
evidence that Lake Worth was different from other communities and 
Delray Beach had already been identified as having a negative 
impact.  As a judge, he said he had to take into consideration those 
things. 
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11. Mayor Triolo commented that the Gulfstream Hotel had been empty 
for years and if the hotel was renovated at its current 90 rooms, there 
would be a traffic impact.  She said heights were lowered all over the 
City through the Land Development Regulations except for 
construction of a hotel with 50 rooms or more in the downtown area.  
People voted against the height limits because they were told a 
skyscraper could be built in residential areas on M or O Streets.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo, Vice Mayor Maxwell, and 
Commissioner Amoroso.  NAYS:  Commissioners McVoy and Maier.

Mayor Triolo recessed the meeting at 10:41 PM and reconvened at 10:49 
PM

C. Ordinance No. 2016-05 – First Reading – amend the hours of sales 
for alcoholic beverages and schedule the public hearing date for 
January 5, 2016

City Attorney Torcivia read the following ordinance by title only:

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-05 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 5 “ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES”, SECTION 5-4, 
“HOURS OF SALE”, TO ALLOW ALCOHOL SALES ON SUNDAY 
MORNINGS AND TO PROHIBIT THE SALES OF ALCOHOL FOR OFF-
PREMISES CONSUMPTION AFTER 10:00 P.M., SUNDAY THROUGH 
SATURDAY; AND PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY, REPEAL OF 
LAWS IN CONFLICT, CODIFICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Action: Motion made by Vice Mayor Maxwell and seconded by Commissioner 
Amoroso to approve Ordinance No. 2016-05 on first reading and schedule 
the public hearing date for January 5, 2016.

Mayor Triolo announced that it was time for public comment.  No one from 
the public commented.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None. 

13. LAKE WORTH ELECTRIC UTILITY:

A. PRESENTATION:

1) Update on the electric utility system

No update was provided.
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B. CONSENT AGENDA:

There were no Lake Worth Electric Utility Consent Agenda items on the 
agenda.

C. PUBLIC HEARING:

1. Resolution No. 67-2015 – Public Hearing – abandon six utility 
easements that run through the center of the Wawa project

City Attorney Torcivia did not read the following resolution by title only:

RESOLUTION NO. 67-2015 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 
PROVIDING FOR THE ABANDONMENT OF SIX (6) EXISTING UTILITY 
EASEMENTS LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LAKE 
WORTH ROAD AND SOUTH CONGRESS, AS RECORDED IN THE 
FOLLOWING:  PLAT BOOK 27683, PAGE 191; BOOK 27522, PAGE 366; 
BOOK 27619, PAGE 1335; BOOK 27687, PAGE 1488; BOOK 08390, 
PAGE 0158; BOOK 23286, PAGE 1399; BOOK 27685, PAGE 1478; 
BOOK 20501, PAGE 683; and, BOOK 24741, PAGE 242, OF PALM 
BEACH COUNTY PUBLIC RECORDS; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.

Action: Motion made by Commissioner Amoroso and seconded by Vice Mayor 
Maxwell to approve Resolution No. 67-2015.

Mayor Triolo announced that it was time for public comment.  No one from 
the public commented.

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS

D. NEW BUSINESS:

There were no Lake Worth Electric Utility New Business items on the 
agenda.

14. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT: 

City Attorney Torcivia wished everyone a Happy Holiday.

15. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

A. January 5, 2016 – draft Commission agenda

City Manager Bornstein wished everyone a Happy Holiday.
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16. ADJOURNMENT:

Action: Motion made by Vice Mayor Maxwell and seconded by Commissioner 
Amoroso to adjourn the meeting at 10:51 PM.  

Vote: Voice vote showed:  AYES:  Mayor Triolo; Vice Mayor Maxwell; and 
Commissioners McVoy, Amoroso, and Maier.  NAYS:  None. 

________________________________
PAM TRIOLO, MAYOR

ATTEST:

______________________________
PAMELA J. LOPEZ, CITY CLERK

Minutes Approved:  January 5, 2016

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



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016 , Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Commissioner McVoy

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Resolution No. 01-2016 - oppose the Trans-Pacific Partnership 

SUMMARY:  
The Resolution calls upon the elected officials in the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives to oppose the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and any similar trade agreements.  Commissioner McVoy requested this be 
placed on the agenda.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The TPP may have adverse impacts on job retention and creation s in the United States.  Lake Worth currently 
has over a 12% unemployment rate.

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve Resolution No. 01-2016.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Resolution
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2
RESOLUTION NO. 01-2016 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
OPPOSING THE TRANS-PACIFIC PARTNERSHIP; DIRECTING STAFF TO 4
SEND A COPY OF THE RESOLUTION TO THE HOUSE AND SENATE 5
LEADERSHIP AND FLORIDA HOUSE AND SENATE DELEGATES TO THE 6

114TH CONGRESS; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 7
8
9

WHEREAS, international trade agreements have the potential to benefit 10
all of American society but also have the potential to harm parts of society, 11

especially small businesses and working families; and12
13

WHEREAS, growing trade deficits, driven by the North American Free 14
Trade Agreement, China’s accession to the World Trade Organization, and the 15
U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agreement, have displaced 700,000 jobs, 3,200,000 16

jobs, and 75,000 jobs respectively; and17

18
WHEREAS, U.S. employment in manufacturing has dropped by 19

5,000,000 jobs from 2000 to 2015; and20

21
WHEREAS, the loss of jobs devastates families and entire communities 22

and can permanently reduce lifetime earnings for hundreds of thousands of 23
workers; and24

25

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth unemployment rate is 11%; and26
27

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth poverty rate is 32%, which requires 28
the expenditure of limited public funds to assist families in crisis; and29

30

WHEREAS, the decline in the American manufacturing base—31
exacerbated by trade policies that reward outsourcing—undermines U.S. 32

economic security and poses a direct threat to our national security; and33
34

WHEREAS, the offshoring of manufacturing and service jobs deprives 35
local and state governments of sorely needed revenues, in turn jeopardizing the 36

employment of public servants and of construction workers who build, repair 37
and maintain public infrastructure; and38

39

WHEREAS, under NAFTA-style trade rules, the U.S. annual trade deficit 40
has increased dramatically from 70 billion in 1993, the year before NAFTA went 41

into effect, to more than $508 billion in 2014; and42
43

WHEREAS, the disproportionate power of global corporations in the 44
formation of U.S. “free trade” agreements has advanced agendas that can 45
undermine the public interest and threaten democracy; and46

47
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WHEREA, NAFTA and all but two of the U.S. trade deals that followed it 48
include special legal rights for foreign investors, known as “investor-to-state 49
dispute settlement” or ISDS provisions; and 50

51

WHEREAS, investor-to-state dispute settlement (ISDS) provisions can 52
allow foreign firms to bypass state and federal courts to challenge state and 53
local laws, regulations, and administrative and judicial decisions in international 54

tribunals; and55
56

WHEREAS, foreign investors already have used NAFTA’s ISDS 57
provisions to challenge decisions regarding local building permits, 58
environmental regulations, state bans on toxic chemicals and decisions of state 59
courts; and60

61

WHEREAS, environmental degradation and climate change threaten 62

communities across the globe, and ISDS provisions in the Trans-Pacific 63
Partnership (TPP) may restrict the abilities of individual nations to protect the 64
environment and address climate change; and 65

66
WHEREAS, promoting economic growth with equity in the City of Lake 67

Worth requires an approach that improves the trade negotiation process to fully 68
represent the interests of small businesses, workers, farmers, families and 69
communities; and70

71

WHEREAS, the TPP has been negotiated in secret, effectively 72
preventing state and local governments from ensuring that TPP rules benefit 73

the people of the City of Lake Worth; and74
75

WHEREAS, the enactment of fast track trade negotiating authority 76
means that states, municipalities and their citizens will have no opportunity to 77
correct shortcomings in the TPP since its text will not be made public until it is 78

final; and79
80

WHEREAS, a secretive process of negotiating trade agreements such as 81
the TPP represents a missed opportunity to strengthen our economy, reduce 82
income inequality and promote sustainable growth.83

84
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 85

LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:86
87

SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 88
calls upon our elected officials in the U.S. Senate and U.S. House of 89
Representatives to oppose the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and any similar 90
trade agreements.91

92
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SECTION 2: The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 93
calls upon our elected officials in the U.S. Senate and U.S. House of 94
Representatives to reject new trade agreements such as the TPP if such 95
agreements do not:96

97

• Protect and promote traditional state and local “home rule” authority by 98
ensuring that states and localities will not be restricted in their ability to 99
enact preference legislation for local, state, or U.S. goods and/or 100
services; 101

• Ensure balanced trade and reduce the U.S. trade deficit;102

• Include enforceable rules against currency manipulation, which countries 103
such as China and Japan have used to tilt the playing field in their favor;104

• Exclude investor-to-state dispute settlement (ISDS) and other provisions 105
that favor foreign over domestic companies and undermine public 106
choices;107

• Ensure that countries cannot undercut U.S. based producers with 108
weaker labor and environmental laws and enforcement;109

• Ensure that the U.S. will engage in robust enforcement of trade rules, 110
including labor and environmental rules;111

• Include strong rule of origin provisions to promote economic growth and 112
job creation within the U.S.;113

• Promote high standards of protection for workplaces, products, and 114
natural resources; and115

• Put the interests of the people and the planet over the interests of private 116
profit.117

118

SECTION 3: Upon execution of the Resolution, a copy shall be sent to the 119

Honorable Members of the House and Senate leadership and to the Honorable 120
Members of the Florida House and Senate Delegates to the 114th Congress.121

122

SECTION 4: This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption.123
124

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner _____, 125
seconded by Commissioner ______, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 126
as follows:127

128
129

Mayor Pam Triolo130
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  131
Commissioner Christopher McVoy132

Commissioner Andy Amoroso133
Commissioner Ryan Maier134

135
136
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137
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and 138

adopted on the 5th day of January, 2016.139
140
141

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION 142
143
144
145

By:__________________________146
 Pam Triolo, Mayor   147

148
ATTEST:149

150
__________________________151

Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk152



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Commissioner Maier

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Resolution No. 02-2016 - support a statewide prohibition on fracking to explore and produce oil and natural gas 
in Florida

SUMMARY:  
The Resolution supports a statewide prohibition against the use of hydraulic fracturing, acid fracturing, and 
similar high pressure well stimulation practices, commonly called fracking, to extract underground oil and 
natural gas resources.  Commissioner Maier requested this item be placed on the agenda.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Due to the geologic nature of the state of Florida and its sensitive water resources, there are concerns regarding 
the negative environmental impacts of fracking. 

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve Resolution No. 02-2016.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Resolution
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2
RESOLUTION NO. 02-2016 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
SUPPORTING A STATEWIDE PROHIBITION ON HYDRAULIC FRACTURING, 4
ACID FRACTURING, AND SIMILAR HIGH PRESSURE WELL STIMULATION 5
PRACTICES PERFORMED FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXPLORATION AND 6

PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL GAS IN THE STATE OF FLORIDA 7
AND SUPPORTING LEGISLATION PROVIDING FOR THE PROHIBITION; 8
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.9

10
11

WHEREAS, hydraulic fracturing, acid fracturing, and similar high 12
pressure well stimulation practices, commonly called fracking, are methods of 13
extracting underground oil and natural gas resources; and14

15
WHEREAS, fracking typically involves the pumping or injection of 16

millions of gallons of water mixed with sand and chemicals into the ground at 17

high pressure to fracture rock under the surface of the ground in the vicinity of 18
an extraction well; and19

20

WHEREAS, most of Florida’s water supply comes from highly permeable 21
limestone formations which are vulnerable to contamination from fracking and 22

any other activity which introduces potentially harmful substances into 23
subsurface aquifers; and24

25

WHEREAS, Florida’s oil and gas regulations found in Chapter 377, 26
Florida Statutes, and Florida Administrative Code Rules 62C-25 thru 30 makes 27

no reference to hydraulic fracturing or fracking; and28
29

WHEREAS, in December 2013, high pressure acid fracturing was 30

utilized by a Texas-based oil drilling company in Collier County prompting the 31
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) to issue a cease and 32

desist order, revoke the company’s drilling permits, and issue a $25,000 fine; 33
and34

35

WHEREAS, DEP has installed a series of groundwater wells in the 36
vicinity of the Collier County fracking well to monitor for contamination; and37

38

WHEREAS, the New York State Department of Health, in an extensive 39

study of high volume hydraulic fracturing released in December 2014, found 40
that there were significant uncertainties about the kinds of adverse health 41
outcomes that may be associated with hydraulic fracturing, the likelihood of the 42
occurrence of adverse health outcomes, and the effectiveness of some of the 43
mitigation measures in reducing or preventing environmental impacts which 44

could affect public health; and45
46

WHEREAS, there is legislation pending in the State of Florida that would 47
provide a statewide prohibition on fracking as well as legislation that provides 48
additional regulation and permitting requirements; and49

50
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WHEREAS, the Lake Worth City Commission has consistently 51
maintained policies and programs for the protection of public health and natural 52
resources including drinking water supplies, conservation lands, and other local 53
and state resources; and54

55

WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined that without 56

compelling scientific evidence of the safety of fracking in the State of Florida, it 57
is in the best interest of the City of Lake Worth to support a statewide ban on 58
these activities.59

60
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 61

LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:62
63

SECTION 1: The City of Lake Worth supports a statewide ban on hydraulic 64
fracturing, acid fracturing, and similar high pressure well stimulation practices 65

more commonly known as fracking, and support legislation providing for same.66
67

SECTION 2: A copy of this Resolution be forwarded to the Governor of the 68
State of Florida, the President of the Florida Senate, the Speaker of the Florida 69

House of Representatives, the Chair and members of the Palm Beach County 70
Legislative Delegation, and the Secretary of the Florida Department of 71

Environmental Protection.72
73

SECTION 3: This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption.74
75

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner _____, 76
seconded by Commissioner ______, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 77
as follows:78

79
Mayor Pam Triolo80

Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  81
Commissioner Christopher McVoy82
Commissioner Andy Amoroso83

Commissioner Ryan Maier84
85

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and 86
adopted on the 5th day of January, 2016.87

88
LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION 89

90
91

By:__________________________92

 Pam Triolo, Mayor   93
ATTEST:94

95
__________________________96
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk97



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Public Services

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Resolution No. 03-2016 - agreement with Palm Beach County for improvements to Tropical Drive and Barton 
Road.

SUMMARY:  
The Resolution authorizes the City to enter into an agreement with Palm Beach County for $513,343 in 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds to reconstruct Tropical Drive between Palmetto Avenue 
and South Road and of Barton Road between 12th Avenue South and Andrew Redding Road.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
At its meeting of May 5, 2015, the City Commission approved Resolution No. 20-2015 authorizing the submission of 
an application to Palm Beach County Department of Economic Sustainability (DES) for Fiscal Year 2015-2016 
CDBG Program funding for improvements to Tropical Drive and Barton Road. A total of $513,343 in CDBG funding 
was requested for this purpose. 

The project entails a complete reconstruction of Tropical Drive between Palmetto Avenue and South Road and 
to Barton Road between 12th Avenue South and Andrew Redding Road. Proposed improvements include 
clearing and grubbing of the site, reconstruction of the existing roadways, construction of curbing, concrete 
sidewalks and driveways, landscaping of the area, and other work associated with, and pertinent to, these 
improvements. 

The estimated cost of these improvements is $661,002.  Funding for this project will be comprised of $513,343 
in CDBG funds and $147,659 from the City’s Roadway fund. 

As a result of master planning efforts by the City and combining water, sewer, drainage and roadway projects, 
the reconstruction of these roadways will include drainage, water and sewer utilities work.  These improvements 
will be installed prior to the reconstruction of the roadways, and will be funded through the City’s Water Utilities 
Department. 

MOTION:
I move to approve/ not approve Resolution No. 03-2016.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis
Resolution
Cost Estimate
Agreement
Aerial



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 661,002 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 661,002 0 0 0 0

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

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact:  
An allocation of $513,343 in FY 2015-2016 CDBG funds will be allocated to this project.  The balance of 
$147,659 will come from the City’s Roadway Fund.

Public Services

Account Number (s) Account Description Project #
FY 2016 

Budget

Agenda 

Expense

CDBG 

Grant
City Funds Balance

170-5020-519-63-15 Infrastructure Pending 669,282 661,002 (513,343) (147,659) 8,280 

Tropical & Barton

C. Department Fiscal Review:  _____JK____
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2
RESOLUTION NO. 03-2016 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
APPROVING THE INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN PALM BEACH 4
COUNTY AND THE CITY IN THE AMOUNT OF $513,343 IN COMMUNITY 5
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS FOR THE TROPICAL DRIVE AND 6

BARTON ROAD STREET IMPROVMENTS PROJECT; AUTHORIZING THE 7
MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT AND ALL RELATED DOCUMENTS;8
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 9

10
11

WHEREAS, the City desires to make comprehensive improvements to12
Tropical Drive from Palmetto Avenue and South Road and to Barton Road from 13
12th Avenue South and Andrew Redding Road; and14

15
WHEREAS, the City has requested from Palm Beach County that 16

$513,343 in Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds that have been 17

made available to the City for Fiscal Year 2015-2016; and18
19

WHEREAS, the proposed infrastructure improvements are an eligible use 20

of CDBG funds; and 21
22

WHEREAS, the Palm Beach County has prepared an Interlocal 23
Agreement that sets forth the terms and conditions for the use of these CDBG 24
funds for this project; and25

26
WHEREAS, the City desires to enter into this Interlocal Agreement with 27

Palm Beach County for the purpose of making comprehensive street 28
improvements to Tropical Drive and Barton Road.  29

30

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

33
SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 34
approves the Interlocal Agreement between Palm Beach County and the City in 35
the amount of $513,343 in CDBG funds for the Tropical Drive and Barton Road36
Street Improvements Project.37

38
SECTION 2: The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, hereby 39
authorizes the Mayor to execute three originals of the Interlocal Agreement 40
between Palm Beach County and the City for this stated purpose.41

42

SECTION 3: Upon execution of the Resolution, one copy shall be forwarded to 43
the Public Services Department Director. The fully executed original shall be 44
maintained by the City Clerk as a public record of the City.45

46
SECTION 4: This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption.47

48
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The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner 49
________________, seconded by Commissioner _________________, and 50

upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:51
52

Mayor Pam Triolo53
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell  54
Commissioner Christopher McVoy55

Commissioner Andy Amoroso56
Commissioner Ryan Maier57

58
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and 59

adopted on the 5th day of January, 2016.60
61
62

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION 63

64
65

66
By:__________________________67

 Pam Triolo, Mayor   68

69
ATTEST:70

71
__________________________72
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk73















































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Public Services

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
Purchase Order to Garber Chevrolet, Pontiac, GMC Truck, Inc., for two replacement vehicles for the Code 
Compliance Division.

SUMMARY:  
The Purchase Order authorizes the purchase of two (2) new vehicles (2016 GMC Terrain) for an amount not to 
exceed $51,000.00.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The Code Compliance Division currently has two (2) vehicles scheduled for replacement in FY 2016. Due to the 
age, condition and safety concern, the following vehicles are being replaced:

• Truck #263---1999 Chevrolet S-10 pickup
• Truck #608---2001 Chevrolet S-10 pickup

These vehicles are currently being used by the Code Compliance Division as part of their daily operations and 
are past their useful life and no longer meet the daily needs of the Division.  The new vehicles will have a 6 year 
100,000 mile warranty on them.

The replacement vehicles are quoted by Garber Chevrolet, Pontiac, GMC Truck, Inc., under the State of 
Florida’s Department of Management Services state term contract #25100000-16-1 “Motor Vehicles” for the 
2016 GMC Terrain.
http://www.dms.myflorida.com/business_operations/state_purchasing/vendor_information/state_contracts_and_a
greements/state_term_contracts/motor_vehicles2

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve a Purchase Order for Garber Chevrolet, Pontiac, GMC Truck, Inc., under a 
cooperative purchase use of the State of Florida’s Department of Management Services state term contract.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis
Dealer Quote Sheet
Vehicle Specifications



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 50,781.50 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 50,781.50 0 0 0 0

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

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact: 

Public Services

Account Number Account Description

FY2016

Budget

Project

#

Pre Exp;

Balance

Expenditure

for this item

Post Exp;

Balance

530-9010-549.64-30

Machinery and 

Equipment / Vehicles 960,000 N/A 681,631 50,781  640,850

C. Department Fiscal Review:  _JB_
Finance Review: CE 



Title:

Est. Delivery: 90-120 Days

Phone #'s: Primary:

Title:

Title:

UNSPSC 

Commodity Code
Line No.

25101507 56

OEM Options Discount %

3.00%

Manufacturer's 

OEM Option 

Code(s)

MSRP    

$##.##

OEM Options 

Discount %

 Total Discount 

Dollars  

Option Total Cost with 

Applied Discount

3SA -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

LEA -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

MX0 -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

GAZ -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

AR9 -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

AFA -$           0 -$                    -$                                        

VQG 300.00$     3.00% 9.00$                  291.00$                                  

VLI 75.00$       3.00% 2.25$                  72.75$                                    

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

flofaso@lakeworth.org

Phone #'s: 561-586-1720 

Email Address:

Price Quote Form (PQF)-  Motor Vehicles
Contract No.:  25100000-16-1.  

Awarded Contractor Information
Vendor Name:  (Drop Down) Garber Chevrolet Pontiac GMC Truck

Street Address: 3340 Highway 17

(STATE AGENCIES MUST ALSO SUBMIT MP6301)     
Formulas are included in the BLUE and YELLOW shaded columns (auto-calculate) 

Please complete only the unshaded white cells

Updated 11/18/2015

Description

SLE-1 PREFERRED EQUIPMENT GROUP

ENGINE, 2.4L DOHC 4-CYLINDER SIDI

TRANSMISSION, 6-SPEED AUTOMATIC

SUMMIT WHITE (Or Standard Ext Color)

SEATS, FRONT BUCKET

JET BLACK, PREMIUM CLOTH

LPO, PROTECTION PACKAGE

LPO, ALL-WEATHER REAR CARGO MAT, BLACK

City, State, Zip:

Agency Name: City of Lake Worth

Contact Person:

Original Quote Date:

Email Address:

Fax #:

rdavis@garberautomall.com

904-284-0054

Green Cove Springs, FL 32043

Assistant Director of Public ServicesFelipe Lofaso

Requesting Agency Information

Contact Person: Ryan Davis Fleet Sales

Revised Quote Date:11/24/15

Secondary:904-264-2442

Fax #:

Contact Person:

Phone #'s:

Representative Model Description      

2016 GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 (TLG26) 

Secondary Contact for Agency: (optional)

Group 4: Light Trucks or Sport Utility Vehicles; Sub-
Groups A-B Sports Utility Vehicle

Vehicle Group (Drop Down) Sub Group                                                     

Sub-Group B: SPORT UTILITY VEHICLE, 4WD [INCLUDING ALL 

WHEEL DRIVE ("AWD")]

Email Address:

Fax #:

Base Vehicle Price

22,376.00$                                         

Page 1 of 3



Price Quote Form (PQF)-  Motor Vehicles
Contract No.:  25100000-16-1.  

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

0 -$                    -$                                        

11.25$                363.75$                                  

22,739.75$                             

Identified 

Aftermarket 

Option(s)

MSRP    

$##.##

 MSRP Discount 

% 

 Total Discount 

Dollars  

Option Total Cost with 

Applied Discount

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

 $                      -   -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

Non-Identified 

Aftermarket 

Option(s)

MSRP    

$##.##

 MSRP Discount 

% 

 Total Discount 

Dollars  

 Option Total Cost with 

Applied Discount 

-$                    -$                                        

NS 126.00$     -$                    126.00$                                  

6YR/100K 2,525.00$  -$                    2,525.00$                               

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                    -$                                        

-$                     $                               2,651.00 

25,390.75$                  
1
$25,390.75

TOTAL COST:  IDENTIFIED AFTERMARKET OPTIONS 

NITESAVER INTERIOR DOME LAMP

GM MAJOR GUARD 6 YEAR/100K MILE

      $0 DEDUCTIBLE WARRANTY

TOTAL COST:  OEM OPTIONS 

Description

TOTAL COST:  NON-IDENTIFIED AFTERMARKET OPTIONS 

 PO GRAND TOTAL 

 GRAND TOTAL PER REPRESENTATIVE MODEL 

 Total Vehicles Quoted (Drop Down) 

SUB-TOTAL

 

Description

Page 2 of 3



Price Quote Form (PQF)-  Motor Vehicles
Contract No.:  25100000-16-1.  

 Vendor 

Comments: 

 Agency 

Comments: 

Revised 08-2015 DMS 

*UNSPSC = United Nations Standard Products and Services Commodity Code  

Page 3 of 3



Prepared By:

administrator

  

  

2016 GMC Terrain

TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

Photo may not represent exact vehicle or selected equipment.



Prepared By:

administrator

  

  

2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

SELECTED MODEL & OPTIONS

SELECTED MODEL - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

Code Description MSRP

TLG26 2016 GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 $28,550.00

SELECTED VEHICLE COLORS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

Code Description

- Interior:  Jet Black

- Exterior 1:  Summit White

- Exterior 2:  No color has been selected.

SELECTED OPTIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

CATEGORY

Code Description MSRP

EMISSIONS
FE9 EMISSIONS, FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS $0.00

ENGINE
LEA ENGINE, 2.4L DOHC 4-CYLINDER SIDI (SPARK IGNITION DIRECT 

INJECTION) with VVT (Variable Valve Timing) (182 hp [135.7 kW] @ 
6700 rpm, 172 lb-ft [232.2 N-m] @ 4900 rpm) (STD)

$0.00

TRANSMISSION
MX0 TRANSMISSION, 6-SPEED AUTOMATIC (STD) $0.00

AXLE
FXH AXLE, 3.53 FINAL DRIVE RATIO (Included and only available with (LEA) 

2.4L I-4 SIDI engine and (MXO) 6-speed automatic all-wheel drive 
transmission. Refer to Engine/Axle chart for availability.)

INC

PREFERRED EQUIPMENT GROUP
3SA SLE-1 PREFERRED EQUIPMENT GROUP Includes Standard Equipment $0.00

PAINT
GAZ SUMMIT WHITE $0.00
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

SELECTED MODEL & OPTIONS

SELECTED OPTIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

CATEGORY

Code Description MSRP

PAINT SCHEME
___ STANDARD PAINT $0.00

SEAT TYPE
AR9 SEATS, FRONT BUCKET (STD) $0.00

SEAT TRIM
AFA JET BLACK, PREMIUM CLOTH $0.00

RADIO
UFU AUDIO SYSTEM, COLOR TOUCH AM/FM/SIRIUSXM STEREO WITH 

MP3 PLAYBACK includes 7" diagonal color touch-screen display, USB 
port, AUX port and iPod support (STD) (Includes Bluetooth for phone.)

$0.00

ADDITIONAL EQUIPMENT
VQG LPO, PROTECTION PACKAGE includes front and rear all-weather floor 

mats and front and rear molded splash guards (Not available with (VQK) 
Front and rear splash guards, LPO, (VAV) All-weather floor mats, LPO or 
(PDH) GMC Interior Protection Package, LPO.)

$300.00

VLI LPO, ALL-WEATHER REAR CARGO MAT, BLACK (Included with (PDH) 
GMC Interior Protection Package, LPO.)

$75.00

OPTIONS TOTAL $375.00
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

PRICING SUMMARY

PRICING SUMMARY - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

MSRP

Base Price $28,550.00

Total Options:  $375.00

Vehicle Subtotal $28,925.00

Advert/Adjustments $0.00

Destination Charge $925.00

GRAND TOTAL $29,850.00
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

STANDARD EQUIPMENT

STANDARD EQUIPMENT - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

ENTERTAINMENT

• Audio system, Color Touch AM/FM/SiriusXM stereo with MP3 playback includes 7" diagonal color touch-screen 
display, USB port, AUX port and iPod support (Includes Bluetooth for phone.)

• Audio system feature, 6-speaker system

• SiriusXM Satellite Radio is standard on nearly all 2016 GM models. Enjoy a 3-month All Access trial subscription 
with over 150 channels including commercial-free music, plus sports, news and entertainment. Plus listening on the 
app and online is included, so you'll hear the best SiriusXM has to offer, anywhere life takes you. Welcome to the 
world of SiriusXM. (IMPORTANT: The SiriusXM Satellite Radio trial package is not provided on vehicles that are 
ordered for Fleet Daily Rental ("FDR") use. If you decide to continue service after your trial, the subscription plan you 
choose will automatically renew thereafter and you will be charged according to your chosen payment method at 
then-current rates. Fees and taxes apply. To cancel you must call us at 1-866-635-2349. See our Customer 
Agreement for complete terms at www.siriusxm.com. All fees and programming subject to change.)

• Audio system feature, USB port

• Bluetooth for phone personal cell phone connectivity to vehicle audio system

EXTERIOR

• Wheels, 4 - 17" x 7.0" (43.2 cm x 17.8 cm) aluminum

• Tires, P225/65R17 all-season, blackwall (Included with (RTN) 4 - 17" x 7.0" (43.2 cm x 17.8 cm) aluminum wheels.)

• Spare tire and wheel

• Grille, Charcoal with chrome surround

• Liftgate, rear manual with fixed glass

• Bumpers, front and rear body-color

• Headlamps, halogen projector lamp

• Glass, deep-tinted (all windows, except light-tinted glass on windshield and driver- and front passenger-side glass)

• Mirrors, outside heated power-adjustable, body-color and manual folding

• Wipers, front intermittent with washers

• Wiper, rear intermittent with washer

• Door handles, body-color
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

STANDARD EQUIPMENT

STANDARD EQUIPMENT - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

INTERIOR

• Seats, front bucket

• OnStar with 4G LTE provides a built-in Wi-Fi hotspot to connect to the internet at 4G LTE speeds (Available 4G LTE 
Wi-Fi requires compatible mobile device, active OnStar subscription and data plan after trial.)

• Seat trim, premium cloth

• Seat adjuster, driver 2-way manual fore/aft adjustment power lumbar and power 2-way seat height adjuster 
(up/down)

• Seats, rear bench, 3 passenger with manual fore/aft adjustment, 60/40 split seatback and recline feature

• Floor mats, carpeted front

• Floor mats, carpeted rear

• Console, front center, with arm rest and concealed storage

• Cupholders 2 front and 2 rear and 2 additional in rear center armrest

• Steering wheel, comfort grip vinyl with mounted cruise and audio controls

• Steering column, tilt and telescopic

• Instrumentation includes speedometer, single trip odometer, fuel level, engine temperature and tachometer

• Driver Information Center monitors 26 various systems including, Vehicle Information Menu (oil life, tire pressure, 
standard/metric units) and Trip Information Menu (trip 1, trip 2, fuel range, average fuel economy, instant fuel 
economy, average vehicle speed) and compass display

• Windows, power with driver and front passenger Express-Down

• Door locks, power programmable with lockout protection

• Remote Keyless Entry

• Cruise control, electronic with set and resume speed

• Theft-deterrent system, content theft alarm and engine immobilizer

• Air conditioning, single-zone manual front climate control

• Defogger, rear-window electric

• Power outlets 4 auxiliary with covers, 12-volt, includes 2 front, 1 second row and one in the cargo area
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

STANDARD EQUIPMENT

STANDARD EQUIPMENT - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

• Mirror, inside rearview auto-dimming

• Visors, driver and front passenger illuminated vanity mirrors

• Assist handles, front passenger and rear outboards

• Lighting, interior with theatre dimming, center-mounted dome, rear cargo area, dual front map lights and ambient 
lighting on integrated center stack

• OnStar Guidance plan for 6 months including Automatic Crash Response, Stolen Vehicle Assistance, Roadside 
Assistance, Turn-by-Turn Navigation, Advanced Diagnostics and more (trial excludes Hands-Free Calling) (Visit 
www.onstar.com for vehicle availability, details and system limitations. Services may vary by model and conditions.)

• OnStar Basic plan for 5 years including limited RemoteLink mobile app services, Advanced Diagnostics and Dealer 
Maintenance Notification (Basic Plan available for 5 years from the date of vehicle delivery, and is transferable. 
Does not include Emergency, Security or Navigation services.)

MECHANICAL

• Engine, 2.4L DOHC 4-cylinder SIDI (Spark Ignition Direct Injection) with VVT (Variable Valve Timing) (182 hp [135.7 
kW] @ 6700 rpm, 172 lb-ft [232.2 N-m] @ 4900 rpm)

• Transmission, 6-speed automatic

• E10 Fuel capable (May be upgraded to (FHS) E85 FlexFuel Capable with (FE9) Federal emissions on FWD 
(TLF26/TLH26/TLJ26) models.)

• Axle, 3.53 final drive ratio (Included and only available with (LEA) 2.4L I-4 SIDI engine and (MXO) 6-speed 
automatic all-wheel drive transmission. Refer to Engine/Axle chart for availability.)

• Alternator, 120 amps

• Chassis - all wheel drive (TLG26 model only.)

• Battery, 525 cold-cranking amps with rundown protection

• Suspension, front independent, strut type coil springs

• Suspension, rear independent trailering arm with three lateral locating links, coil springs

• Suspension, Soft Ride

• Steering, power, variable electric assist

• Brakes, 4-wheel antilock, 4-wheel disc

• Exhaust, single
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

STANDARD EQUIPMENT

STANDARD EQUIPMENT - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

SAFETY

• StabiliTrak, stability control system with traction control

• Daytime Running Lamps

• Air bags, dual-stage frontal and thorax side-impact, driver and front passenger, and head curtain side-impact, front 
and rear outboard seating positions (Always use safety belts and the correct child restraints. Children are safer 
when properly secured in a rear seat in the appropriate child restraint. See the Owner's Manual for more 
information.)

• Air bag Passenger Sensing System sensor indicator inflatable restraint, front passenger/child presence detector 
(Always use safety belts and the correct child restraints. Children are safer when properly secured in a rear seat in 
the appropriate child restraint. See the Owner's Manual for more information.)

• Rear Vision Camera

• Tire Pressure Monitor System (Does not monitor spare.)

• Safety belts, 3-point, front and second row all seating positions

• Door locks, rear child security

• LATCH system (Lower Anchors and Top tethers for CHildren), for child safety seats
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

WARRANTY INFORMATION

WARRANTY INFORMATION - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

WARRANTY
Basic: 
        3 Years/36,000 Miles

Drivetrain: 
        5 Years/60,000 Miles

Corrosion: 
        3 Years/36,000 Miles
        Rust-Through
        6 Years/100,000 Miles

Roadside Assistance: 
        5 Years/60,000 Miles

Maintenance: 
        2 Years/24,000 Miles
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

POWERTRAIN - BASIC SPECIFICATIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

ENGINE

Engine Order Code LEA

Engine Type Gas/Ethanol I4

Displacement 2.4L/145  CID

SAE Net Horsepower @ RPM 182 @ 6700

SAE Net Torque (lb ft) @ RPM 172 @ 4900

TRANSMISSION

Transmission order code MX0

Transmission Type Description * 6-Speed Automatic

Drive Train All Wheel Drive

MILEAGE

City EPA fuel economy estimate (MPG) 20.00

Hwy EPA fuel economy estimate (MPG) 29.00

City cruising range (mi) 376.00

Hwy cruising range (mi) 545.20

     * Indicates equipment which is in addition to or replaces base model's standard equipment.
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

POWERTRAIN - ADVANCED SPECIFICATIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

TRANSMISSION

Gear Ratio (:1)

First Gear Ratio (:1) 4.58

Second Gear Ratio (:1) 2.96

Third Gear Ratio (:1) 1.91

Fourth Gear Ratio (:1) 1.45

Fifth Gear Ratio (:1) 1.00

Sixth Gear Ratio (:1) 0.75

Reverse Ratio (:1) 2.94

Clutch size (in)

Final Drive Axle Ratio (:1) 3.53

TRANSFER CASE

Transfer case model

Gear Ratio (:1)

Transfer case high gear ratio - TBD -

Transfer case low gear ratio - TBD -

Transfer case power take off

ELECTRICAL

Battery 1

Battery cold cranking Amps @ 0 F 525.00

Alternator

Alternator Amps 120.00

COOLING SYSTEM

Cooling system capacity 8.20

     * Indicates equipment which is in addition to or replaces base model's standard equipment.
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

PAYLOAD/TRAILERING SPECIFICATIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

WEIGHT INFORMATION

Base curb weight (lbs) 3,955.00

TRAILERING Max Trailer Wt. Max Tongue Load

Dead Weight Hitch (lbs) 1,500.00 150.00

Weight Distributing Hitch (lbs) 1,500.00 225.00

Fifth Wheel Hitch (lbs)

     * Indicates equipment which is in addition to or replaces base model's standard equipment.
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

CHASSIS SPECIFICATIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

SUSPENSION Front Rear

Suspension Type MacPherson Strut Trailing Arm

Suspension Type (cont.) w/Coil Springs w/Coil Springs

Shock Absorber Diameter (mm) - TBD - - TBD -

Stabilizer Bar Diameter (in) - TBD - - TBD -

BRAKES

Brake type Pwr

ABS System 4-Wheel

Front Rear

Disc Yes Yes

Rotor Diam x Thickness (in) 12.6 x 1.18 11.9 x 0.78

Drum

Drum Diam x Width (in)

TIRES Front Rear Spare

Tire Order Code QYZ QYZ

Tire Size P225/65R17 P225/65R17 - TBD -

WHEELS Front Rear Spare

Wheel Size 17 x 7.0 17 x 7.0 - TBD -

Wheel Type Aluminum Aluminum - TBD -

STEERING

Steering type Pwr Electric Assist

Ratio (:1)

Overall 18.10

Lock-to-Lock Turns 3.46

Turning Diameter

Curb-to-Curb 40.00

Wall-to-Wall - TBD -
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

CHASSIS SPECIFICATIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

FUEL TANK Main

Capacity 18.80

     * Indicates equipment which is in addition to or replaces base model's standard equipment.
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

DIMENSIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

EXTERIOR DIMENSIONS

Wheelbase (in) 112.50

Length, Overall w/rear bumper (in)

Length, Overall (in) 185.50

Width, Max w/o mirrors (in) 72.80

Height, Overall (in) 66.30

Tread Width

Track Width, Front 62.90

Track Width, Rear 62.10

Min Ground Clearance (in) 6.90

Rear Door

Rear Door Opening Height - TBD -

Rear Door Opening Width - TBD -

CARGO AREA DIMENSIONS

Length @ Floor 

Cargo Area Length @ Floor to Seat 1 - TBD -

Cargo Area Length @ Floor to Seat 2 - TBD -

Cargo Area Length @ Floor to Seat 3

Width

Cargo Area Width @ Beltline - TBD -

Cargo Box Width @ Wheelhousings - TBD -

Cargo Box (Area) Height (in) - TBD -

Liftover Height (in) - TBD -

Cargo Volume 

Cargo Volume to Seat 1 63.9

Cargo Volume to Seat 2 31.6

Cargo Volume to Seat 3
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2016 Fleet/Non-Retail GMC Terrain AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 TLG26

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

DIMENSIONS - 2016 Fleet/Non-Retail TLG26 AWD 4dr SLE w/SLE-1 

INTERIOR DIMENSIONS

Passenger Capacity 5

Passenger Volume (ft³) 99.60

EPA Classification 4WD Sport Utility

Seating Position Front Second

Head Room (in) 39.80 39.20

Leg Room (in) 41.20 39.90

Shoulder Room (in) 55.70 55.30

Hip Room (in) 55.10 51.30

     * Indicates equipment which is in addition to or replaces base model's standard equipment.
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AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Public Services

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Task Order with Keith & Schnars, P.A., for a Traffic Calming Study & Associated GIS Base Map - Phase 1.

SUMMARY:  
This Task Order provides for professional consulting services to collect field data and make observations related
to the first phase of a city-wide traffic calming program at a cost not to exceed $44,600.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Public Services is beginning a multi-phased City-wide traffic calming effort. Keith & Schnars, a consultant 
under contract with the City (pursuant to an award under RFQ 12-13-302) will provide work product related to 
Phase 1. The scope of services include reviewing previous studies, collecting field data related to traffic control, 
posted speed and implemented measures; summarizing citizen complaints, crash data and police citations; 
developing GIS layers to represent all collected data in order to identify clusters of complaints, sign deficiencies 
and crashes; evaluating the effectiveness of previously implemented measures; and combining this information 
with field observations to identify two priority areas for further study. Further study will include traffic volumes 
and speed data collection. Deliverables include a draft report, GIS layers compatible with the city GIS mapping 
system and a final report recommending traffic calming measures for the two study areas.  

Future Phases will involve public workshops and input based on the data developed in Phase 1 as well as 
discussions on funding scenarios.

The cost for Phase 1 was included in the Fiscal Year 2016 budget.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the Task Order with Keith & Schnars for a traffic calming study and associated 
GIS base map – Phase 1.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis
Task Order



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenditures 44,600 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 44,600 0 0 0 0

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

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact:  

Public Services Traffic Calming Device

Account Number (s) Account Description 
FY 2016 
Budget

Current 
Balance

Agenda 
Expense

Balance

001-5010-519-34-50
Contractual Services (Calming 
Devices)

 
140,000 

 
70,949 (44,600)

 
26,349 

C. Department Fiscal Review:  __JB___
Finance Department Review: CE 















AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities, Public Services

EXECUTIVE BRIEF
 
TITLE:
Second Amendment to the City agreement with D. S. Eakins Construction Corp. 

SUMMARY:
The Amendment extends the term of the City’s agreement with D.S. Eakins Const. Corp. for crews with 
equipment for specialized underground utility repairs until August 31, 2016. 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The City of Lake Worth Water Utilities and Public Services Departments have in-house capability to 
perform normal water, sewer and stormwater repairs. However, the Departments are in need of crews with
specialized equipment to perform underground utility repairs that are exceptionally large or deep or with 
limited access. 

In 2013, the City entered an agreement with D.S. Eakins Const. Corp., based on a piggy-back of a 
competitively awarded Palm Beach County contract (County solicitation #11-073/GC), and established a 
unit price contract for the rental of crews with equipment to be used by Water Utilities and Public Services 
on an “as needed” basis for planned and emergency repairs of underground water, sewer and stormwater 
utilities requiring specialized equipment. 

The Palm Beach County contract has been extended through August 31, 2016 and D. S. Eakins Const. Corp. 
has agreed to continue to extend the terms and conditions of the Palm Beach County Contract to the City. 
Individual purchase orders will be issued for all services performed. 

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve the Second Amendment to the City agreement with D. S. Eakins Const. 
Corp. for crews with equipment.

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis – not applicable
2) 2013 Agreement
3) 2015 Renewal Letter
4) Palm Beach County Bid
5) Second Amendment to the Agreement
6) First Amendment to the Agreement

































































































































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
First Amendment to an Agreement with Sulphuric Acid Trading Company, Inc., to purchase bulk sulfuric acid 
for the Reverse Osmosis Water Treatment Plant.

SUMMARY:  
This Amendment renews the term of a 2014 agreement through October 14, 2016, under the same terms, 
conditions, and pricing. Additionally, the Amendment provides for the City Manager to authorize the second 
one-year renewal term ending in 2017.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Sulfuric Acid is a necessary chemical used in the reverse osmosis treatment process for pH adjustment and 
odor control. On September 9, 2014 bids were received for the process chemicals needed for treatment of 
potable water at the City’s reverse osmosis plant. These bids were evaluated by staff, taking into account 
unit costs, minimum quantities, and penalties for deliveries below minimum. Sulfuric Acid Trading 
Company, Inc., was the lowest responsive and responsible bidder.  The agreement was approved on October 
14, 2014, for a 12 month purchase contract with two optional 12 month extensions.  This authorization is for 
the first 12 month extension which is anticipated not to exceed $25,520.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the First Amendment to an Agreement with Sulphuric Acid Trading 
Company, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $25,520.00 for Fiscal Year 2016.  

Attachments
1. Fiscal Analysis
2. 2014 Agreement
3. Bid Tabulation
4. Invitation for Bid
5. First Amendment to Agreement



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Three Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures $25,520.00 0 0

External Revenues 0 0 0

Program Income 0 0 0

In-Kind Match 0 0 0

Net Fiscal Impact $25,520.00 0 0

Our estimated annual usage is 22,000 gallons per year for fiscal year 2016.  Sulfuric Acid Trading Company is the low 

bid at a price of $1.16 per gallon. Staff is therefore requesting a Contract Extension for an amount not to exceed 
$25,520.00 for FY 2016.  

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact

The funds have been identified in the 2016 Operations and Maintenance budget from account 
402-7022-533.52-30.  

Water Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2015
Proposed 
Budget

Amended
Budget

Current
Balance

Agenda Item
Expenditures

Remaining
Balance

402-7022-533.52-30 Chemicals N/A $541,990 N/A $448,428 -$25,520 $422,908

C. Fiscal Review: 

Monica Shaner – Assistant Utilities Director
Larry Johnson - Director
Corinne Elliott – Assistant Finance Director





























DESCRIPTION
QUANTITY (in 

gallons)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload Price 

(per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Sulfuric Acid 20,000  $                 1.19  $                    2.05  $               1.16  $                       1.16  $                       1.41  $                       1.77  $                 1.43  $                      2.32 

23,800.00$      41,000.00$         23,103.00$    23,103.00$           28,200.00$           35,400.00$           28,660.00$      46,360.00$           

3,300 gallons 1,000 gallons 1,600 gallons 1,600 gallons 48,000 lbs 24,000 lbs

 

3 4

3 1 2 4

City of Lake Worth

Shrieve Chemical

OPENED BY: Sarah Vinci

Annual Extended Price :

Minimum Requirements

Bid Signed (B3)

Affidavit of Prime Bidder (B4)

Drug Free Workplace (B5)

yes

yes

yes

Qualification of Bidders Information (B2)

yes

yes

yes

Sulphuric Acid Trading 

Company, Inc
Univar USA Inc

OPENED: September 9, 2014 at 2:00 PM

BID TABULATION - Sulfuric Acid

RANKING per PRICE only!!!! FULL truckload

 these prices marked "as-is basis" 

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

1

RANKING per PRICE only!!!! PARTIAL truckload

Allied Universal
IFB# 14-133 Sulfuric Acid

2

Price includes 24 ton minimum, single 
point delivery with one hour free 

unloading time followed by retention at 
$37.50 per half hour thereafter.  

Tractor Air, if required is an additional 
$25.00







































































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities/Regional Sewer

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
First Amendment to the City agreement with Harcros Chemicals, Inc., to purchase caustic soda for water 
treatment and odor control.

SUMMARY:  
This Amendment extends the term of a 2014 City agreement through October 14, 2016, under the same terms, 
conditions, and pricing as the original agreement and provides for the City Manager to authorize the second one-
year renewal term ending in 2017.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Sodium Hydroxide, also commonly known as Caustic Soda, is a necessary chemical used in the reverse 
osmosis water treatment process for pH adjustment and odor control. In addition, Caustic Soda is used at the 
Master Pump Station for odor control.

On September 9, 2014, the City received bids for the purchase of bulk Caustic Soda. Harcros Chemical was 
the low bidder at a price of $1.71 per gallon for full truck loads, and $1.97 per gallon for partial truck loads 
(less than 1,800 gallons). The City awarded the agreement to Harcros Chemicals for a term of one year with 
two (2) one year extension options. This Amendment will extend the term through the first year extension 
for a not to exceed amount of $96,872.17 for Fiscal Year 2016. This amount will be split between Water 
Utilities ($76,950) and Regional Sewer ($19,922.17). This Amendment will also authorize the City Manager 
to extend the agreement for the final one year extension (if needed and with the not to exceed amount set 
forth in the 2017 fiscal year budget). 

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the First Amendment to the City agreement with Harcros Chemicals, Inc., for 
an amount not to exceed $96,872.17 for Fiscal Year 2016 and authorize the City Manager to extend the 
agreement for the final one year extension.  

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) 2014 Agreement
3) Bid Tabulation
4) Bid packet 
5) First Amendment



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures $96,872.17 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 96,872.17 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 2016 Operating budget.   

For the Water Treatment Plant supply:

Water Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2016

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7022-533.52-30 Chemicals N/A $541,990.00 N/A $374,117.83 -$76,950.00 $297,167.83

For the Master Lift Station supply:
Water

Water Utilities/Regional Pumping

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2016

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

405-7421-535.52-30 Chemicals N/A $210,200.00 N/A $27,150.00 -$19,922.17 $7,227.83

Utilities/Water Production

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson - Director
Monica Shaner – Asst. Director
Clyde Johnson – Finance
Corinne Elliot –Assistant Finance Director





























DESCRIPTION
QUANTITY (in 

gallons)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload Price 

(per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload Price 

(per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Full Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Partial Truckload 

Price (per gal)

Caustic Soda 45,000  $                 1.74  $                    1.98  $               1.76  $                       2.24  $                       1.71  $                       1.97  $                       1.76  $                       1.83  $                 1.72  $                      2.03 

78,300.00$      89,100.00$         79,020.00$    100,755.00$         76,950.00$           88,650.00$           79,200.00$           82,350.00$           77,400.00$      91,350.00$           

3,500 gallons 1,000 gallons none listed none listed 1,800 gallons 1,800 gallons 3,500 gallons 3,500 gallons 48,000 lbs 24,000 lbs

 

RANKING per PRICE only!!!! PARTIAL truckload

Allied Universal
IFB# 14-130 Caustic Soda 

3

Univar USA IncKey Chemical, Inc
OPENED: September 9, 2014 at 2:00 PM

BID TABULATION - Caustic Soda

RANKING per PRICE only!!!! FULL truckload

City of Lake Worth

Harcros Chemicals, Inc

OPENED BY: Sarah Vinci

Annual Extended Price :

Minimum Requirements

Bid Signed (B3)

Affidavit of Prime Bidder (B4)

Drug Free Workplace (B5)

yes

yes

yes

Qualification of Bidders Information (B2)

yes

yes

yes

Brenntag MidSouth, Inc

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

4 (tie with Key Chemical) 1 4 (tie with Brenntag MidSouth) 2

3 5 2 1 4



























AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
Amendment to Agreement with LHoist North America of Alabama, LLC, to purchase bulk quicklime for the 
Water Treatment Plant.

SUMMARY:  
The Amendment authorizes the extension of a City agreement through December 15, 2016, under a cooperative 
purchasing agreement for an amount not to exceed $135,014.60. 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The City is a member of a local cooperative purchasing effort, which includes the cities of Delray Beach 
and Boynton Beach. The City of Boynton Beach is the lead agency on this cooperative bid. As a member of 
this cooperative purchase, the City of Lake Worth is able to leverage its purchasing power with its 
neighboring utilities to provide for the acquisition of a critical chemical, at a price point that would be 
otherwise unattainable. 

Quicklime is a necessary chemical which, when added to the raw water supply, causes the coagulation and 
precipitation process necessary to remove hardness, color and iron content, as well as other contaminants. 
The approval of this purchase order will provide for the continued and uninterrupted delivery of Bulk 
Quicklime to the Water Treatment Plant. 

The City of Boynton Beach bid the purchase under bid number 009-2821-13/JMA in November 2012. 
LHoist North America of Alabama, LLC, was the lowest responsive bidder. The purchase agreement was 
extended one year to December 15, 2016, by the City of Boynton Beach on October 20, 2015, with a price 
of $275.24 per ton, which is an increase of $1.20 per ton from 2015. Based on the cost effectiveness of this 
price, it is recommended the City extend its agreement with LHoist North America of Alabama, LLC, for 
2016 for an amount not to exceed $135,014.60 (for 490 tons).

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the Amendment to a City agreement with LHoist North America of Alabama, 
LLC, for bulk quicklime in an amount not to exceed $135,014.60.

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) 2014 Agreement
3) Bid Proposal
4) Boynton Beach Renewal Letter
5) Amendment



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures $135,014.60 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 135,014.60 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 purchase of the quicklime is included as part of the annual budget for the Water Fund. 

Water Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2016

Proposed 

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7022-533.52-30 Chemicals N/A $541,990 N/A $173,344 -$135,014 $38,330

/Water Production

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson - Director
Monica Shaner – Assistant Utilities Director
Corinne Elliott – Assistant Finance Director























































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
Agreement with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. to purchase Sodium Hypocholorite (bleach)

SUMMARY:  
This Agreement authorizes the purchase of bulk sodium hypochlorite from Odyssey Manufacturing Co. to 
disinfect drinking water and control odor at the Reverse Osmosis Water Treatment Plant and Master Pump 
Station in an amount not to exceed $113,901.25 for Fiscal Year 2016.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Sodium Hypochlorite is a necessary chemical which, when added to the finished water supply, is used for 
the disinfection of drinking water, killing germs, micro-organisms, algae, etc. Sodium Hypochlorite is also 
necessary for odor control at the Reverse Osmosis Water Treatment Plant and Master Pump Station.

The City of Lake Worth proposes to piggy-back the competitively bid City of Ocoee contract for purchase 
of Sodium Hypochlorite. The City of Ocoee awarded its Sodium Hypochlorite Invitation to Bid (#B13-01) 
to Odyssey Manufacturing Co. on November 6, 2012. The attached contract and bid package from Odyssey 
Manufacturing Co. make up the City of Ocoee Contract. The City of Ocoee Contract is valid through 
October 31, 2016.

The City of Ocoee Contract provides a price of $0.61 per gallon for full and partial truckloads of Sodium 
Hypochlorite. The City of Lake Worth’s estimated purchase of Sodium Hypochlorite for FY 2016 under the 
City of Ocoee Contract is estimated at $113,901.25. This cost will be split as follows: $103,901 from Water 
Fund; and, $10,000 from Regional Sewer Fund.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove a piggy-back agreement with Odyssey Manufacturing Co. at an amount not to 
exceed $113,901.25 for Fiscal Year 2016.  

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) Ocoee Agreement 
3) Agreement



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. FY2015 Summary of Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0

Operating Expenditures $113,901.25 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 $113,901.25 0 0 0 0

B. Recommended Source of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact

The funds have been identified in the 2016 Operations and Maintenance budget in the Water 
Fund and Regional Sewer Fund.   

Water Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2016

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7022-533.52-30 Chemicals N/A $541,990 N/A $277,245 -$103,901 $173,344

Water Utilities/Regional Pumping

Account Number
Account 

Description
Project #

FY 2016

Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

405-7421-535.52-30 Chemicals N/A $210,200 N/A $27,150 -$10,000 $17,150

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson – Director
Monica Shaner –Assistant Utilities Director
Corinne Elliott – Assistant Finance Director















































































































































































































































































































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Water Utilities

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:
Agreement with Craven Thompson and Associates for engineering design, bid and construction phase services 
for the 2-Inch Watermain Replacement Program, Years 2 through 6

SUMMARY:  
The Agreement authorizes Craven Thompson and Associates to complete engineering services for the 2-Inch 
Watermain Replacement Program, Years 2 through 6. 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The City Commission approved the FY2015-2019 Capital Improvement Plan, including a six year capital 
project to replace all existing 2-inch water distribution pipes in the alleys, easements and roadways of the 
city.  The Commission also approved Resolution 21-2015 on May 5, 2015, authorizing the City to request a 
Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan for construction of this project.  The City request for Phase 1 
Construction funding was approved for inclusion on the state’s priority list for funding, and an application 
for the loan has been submitted in December 2015.  

The project includes installing new 4-inch PVC water distribution pipes, which will improve water quality
and pressure to the customers, as well as reducing the occurrence of water pipe breaks.   The identified 2-
inch galvanized water pipes will primarily be replaced in alleys behind the homes.  In some areas where the 2 
inch galvanized steel water pipes are in easements that are not accessible, or in the roadway, they will be 
replaced in the roadway in front of the property.  Refer to enclosed Craven Thompson agreement for a 
detailed project description.

Phase 1A and 1B of the project were designed in FY2015 by Mock Roos under the Consultant Continuing 
Services Agreement. Due to the size of the proposed project, the City issued a separate Request for 
Qualification (RFQ #15-303) for Engineering Services for Phases 2-6. The City’s selection committee 
selected Craven Thompson & Associates as the highest qualified firm for a continuing services contract for 
Phases 2 through 6. The attached agreement is the master agreement with Exhibit “A” authorizing Craven 
Thompson and Associates to complete engineering design, permitting, and bid phase services for Phase 2 
(only) for a price not to exceed $312,100. The remaining design and construction phase services (Phases 3 –
6) will be presented to the Commission authorized under separate amendments to the agreement for each
year of the 5 year program.

MOTION:



I move to approve/disapprove the agreement with Craven Thompson and Associates for engineering services 
for the 2-Inch Watermain Replacement Program, Phases 2 through 6, and for engineering design, permitting, 
and bid phase services for Phase 2 for a price not to exceed $312,100. 

Attachments
1) Fiscal Analysis
2) Craven Thompson Agreement to Furnish Professional Services to the City of Lake Worth



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact

No fiscal impact for approval of this agreement.  Fiscal impact of each task order will be 
addressed separately.   

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 312,100 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 312,100 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 FY2016 Water Distribution Capital budget from account 
402-7034-533.63-15.  The funds will be released under separate amendments to this agreement 
for the design and construction phases of each year of the 5 year program. 

Utilities/Water Production

Account Number
Account 

Description

Project 

#

FY 2016

 Budget

Amended

Budget

Current

Balance

Agenda Item

Expenditures

Remaining

Balance

402-7034-533.63-15

Water 

Distribution 

Capital

WT-

1506
$3,196,000 NA $3,168,460 312,100 $2,856,360

C. Fiscal Review: 

Larry Johnson – Director
Monica Shaner –Assistant Director
Corinne Elliott – Assistant Finance Director















































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT: Economic Development

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Restrictive Covenant for Benzaiten Center for Creative Arts, Inc. (Benzaiten)

SUMMARY:
The restrictive covenant is a requirement for Benzaiten to be awarded a $141,000 cultural facilities grant from 
the Florida Department of State for the construction/build-out of the Metal Works Foundry and Flame Working 
Studio and requires Benzaiten to maintain the facility as a “cultural facility” for ten (10) years.  

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
On November 6, 2013, the City entered a lease agreement with Benzaiten for the creation of a public creative 
arts center that would provide space to artists of various disciplines. The project includes, but is not limited to, 
metal works, glass works and ceramics. Also included is gallery space, education outreach, artist-in-residence, 
and internships. The lease is for the City owned property at 1105 2nd Avenue South (the former FEC train depot) 
and has a term of 19 years, 11 months, and 29 days.  

Because the City owns the property, the Florida Department of State requires Benzaiten and the City to execute 
the 10-year restrictive covenant. Since the City’s lease agreement with Benzaiten extends past the ten year time 
frame of the restrictive covenant, City staff recommends approval of restrictive covenant.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove the Restrictive Covenant for the Cultural Facilities Grant.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Restrictive Covenant













 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1105 2nd Avenue South 
Lake Worth, FL 33460 
 

Exhibit A 
 
Lot 17, Block 79, The Palm Beach Farms Co. Plat No. 2, The Townsite of Lucerne, according to 
the plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 2, Page(s) 29, Public Records of Palm Beach County, 
Florida. 
 
 
 
  

Office of the City Manager 

7 North Dixie Highway 

Lake Worth, FL 33460 

561.586.1630 



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016,  Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT:  Legal

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Settlement on attorney’s fees for City of Lake Worth v. C & E Holding of Palm Beach County Inc.

SUMMARY:  
This Settlement will resolve the award of attorney’s fees to C & E Holding of Palm Beach County Inc.’s 
attorney.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
In 2006, the City of Lake Worth initiated a foreclosure case against C & E Holding of Palm Beach County Inc. 
based on several code enforcement liens recorded against the real property generally located at 19th Avenue 
North and North “A” Street (adjacent to the northbound lane of I-95). The case was dismissed for fraud on the 
court due to a City affidavit which failed to identify one or more of the liens as having been released by the City. 
In 2012, the case resurfaced because the property owner alleged the City’s remaining liens had to be released due 
to the dismissal of the case. The City Attorney’s Office asserted on behalf of the City that the order of dismissal 
did not require the remaining liens to be released. The City’s argument was essentially that the City lost the 
ability to foreclose the liens with the dismissal but that the liens remained valid liens of record. This argument is 
consistent with established case law on liens of mortgages. The Circuit Court disagreed with the City’s argument 
and granted the property owner, C & E Holding of Palm Beach County Inc.’s, motion to release the remaining 
liens. Due to the fact that the remaining liens exceeded $140,000 in fines; that C & E Holding was unwilling to 
pay any reduced amount on the liens (consistent with the City’s code of ordinances); and, that there were 
continuing concerns with the condition of the property, the City Attorney’s Office appealed the Circuit Court’s 
ruling. In November, the Fourth District Court of Appeals issued an order affirming the Circuit Court’s order to 
release the liens. The Fourth District Court of Appeals decision was without a written opinion which essentially 
ends the case. Pursuant to the Circuit Court’s order (as affirmed by the appellate court), the City has issued a 
release of the liens. 

Because the case evolved from a foreclosure under Chapter 162, Florida Statutes, the Fourth District Court of 
Appeals entered an order awarding attorney’s fees to the property owner’s attorney pursuant to statute. See
section 162.10, Florida Statutes (prevailing party entitled to attorney’s fees). We have come to an agreement 
with the attorney, John Jorgensen, on the amount of fees (in lieu of a hearing on the same and additional expense 
to both parties). Mr. Jorgensen has agreed to reduce his fees to $17,000 from an initial request of over $21,000.  

MOTION:  
I move to approve/not approve the settlement with payment of attorney’s fees in the amount of $17,000.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis
Detail Transaction File List



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenditures 17,000 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 17,000 0 0 0 0

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

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact:  

Legal Department

Account Number (s) Account Description Project #
FY 2016 

Budget

Current 

Balance

Agenda 

Expense
Balance

520-1331-513-31-10 Self Ins Fund -Legal N/A 438,000 266,866 (17,000) 249,866 

C & E Holdings of Palm Beach County

C. Department Fiscal Review:  _________







AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Agreement with Florida Railroad, LLC, for acquisition of certain rights of way and an easement for the Boutwell 
Road Infrastructure Project

SUMMARY:  
This Agreement provides for the dedication of a ten foot (10’) right of way and the granting of a ten foot (10’) 
easement for a bio-swale and landscaping associated with the Boutwell Road Infrastructure project.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
Over the past three years, the City has been working with its client representative, Mathews Consulting, and its 
design engineer, Mock Roos, to complete the necessary permit documents for the Boutwell Road Infrastructure 
Project. Now that the design work is 95% complete, the process to acquire and control the required rights of way 
to construct the project has begun. This agreement serves as the third formal, voluntary dedication of rights of 
way for property necessary for the roadway to be constructed. One (1) parcel is involved. The right of way 
dedication provides the required seventy foot (70’) right of way for along Boutwell Road north of Fourth Avenue 
North and the required northwest corner clip for Boutwell Road and Fourth Avenue North. The agreement 
includes the granting of an easement for a ten foot (10’) landscaped bioswale to run along the western side of the 
improved Boutwell Road.  

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove an agreement with Florida Railroad, LLC, for acquisition by dedication of certain 
rights of way and an easement for the Boutwell Road Infrastructure Project.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable 
Agreement w/exhibits























































AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016 , Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-01 - Second Reading - voluntary annexation of 6.54 acres

SUMMARY
The Ordinance provides for the voluntary annexation of approximately 6.54 acres pursuant to the Interlocal Service 
Boundary Agreement adopted by the City of Lake Worth on August 18, 2015, and subsequently adopted by Palm Beach 
County on October 6, 2015.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
This is a companion item to Ordinance Nos. 2016-02 and 2016-03 approving the Small Scale Future Land Use Map 
Amendment and Rezoning.

The Applicant (property owner) proposes to voluntarily annex approximately a 6.54 acre parcel of land. The request for 
annexation falls within the scope of a small-scale comprehensive plan amendment. The parcel located in Palm Beach 
County fronts on 10th Avenue North and lies along the western border of the City’s Mixed Use - West (MU-W) zoning 
district. Currently, the site has a Palm Beach County zoning designation of Multi Family Residential High Intensity (RH). 
It has a Palm Beach County Land use designation of Commercial High Intensity/ 8 dwelling units per acre. 

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with 
adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use -
West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North 
within the City. The MU-W District allows for low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and 
professional offices, medical offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity 
convenience sales, personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  

The City forwarded the Annexation, FLUM and rezoning documents to Palm Beach County to allow opportunity for 
comment. No comments or objections have been received.

At its meeting of November 4, 2015, the City’s Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously to recommend approval to 
the City Commission PZB 15-02200001, which covers, the voluntary annexation of the 6.54 acre parcel of land into the 
City of Lake Worth.

At its meeting of December 8, 2015, the City Commission voted 5-0 to approve the ordinance on first reading and to 
schedule the public hearing.

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve Ordinance No. 2016-01 on second reading.



ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – Not applicable
Draft November 4, 2015 P&Z Board minutes
Universal Development Application
PZB Staff Report
Ordinance



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
1900 2nd Ave N · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

Minutes
Regular Meeting

City of Lake Worth
Planning & Zoning Board

City Hall Commission Room
7 North Dixie Hwy; Lake Worth, FL

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 04, 2015 6:00 PM

1. Roll Call and Recording of Absences: Greg Rice, Board Chair, called the meeting to order at 
6:15 pm. Aimee Sunny, called the roll. Those present were: Mr. Rice; Dean Sherwin, Vice-Chair; 
Mark Humm; Elise LaTorre; and Dustin Zacks. Also present were Carolyn Ansay, Legal 
Counsel; Maxime Ducoste, Planning & Preservation Manager; Curt Thompson, Community 
Planner; and William Waters, Director for Community Sustainability.

Special Note: Maxime Ducoste noted that relocation of meeting was necessary due to 
plumbing issues at City Hall. In an attempt to notifiy the public, the City posted notice at all 
entrances of City Hall, posted on the City’s website, and Tweeted to note the change of 
location. Contacted all applicants and Board members to note the change of location. The 
meeting is starting at 6:15pm in order to give the public time to move locations.  Carolyn Ansay 
notes that the City has taken all of the steps possible to note the change of location due to the 
issues at City Hall.

2. Pledge of Allegiance
No flag was available in the room, therefore, the pledge was skipped.

3. Additions/Deletions/Reordering and Approval of the Agenda
Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Elise LaTorre to approve the agenda.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

4. Approval of Minutes:

A. Meeting Minutes will be recorded at the December 2015 meeting.

5. Cases:

A. Swearing in of Staff and Applicants:

• Ms. Sunny administered the swearing in of applicants.

B. Proof of Publication:
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Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Dustin Zacks to receive and file the 
Proof of Publication.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

C. Withdrawals/Postponements: None.

D. Consent:

1. Consideration to recommend city-owned parcel at 128 South E Street (PCN 38-43-44-
21-15-059-0030) be deemed suitable for affordable housing. 

Action: Motion made by Dean Sherwin with a Second by Mark Humm to recommend 
to the City Commission that the city-owned parcel be used for affordable housing. 
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

E. Public Hearings:

1. Board Disclosure
Mr. Humm and Mr. Rice read a letter that was sent to all Board members.

2. Cases:

a. PZB 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002  Request for Annexation to allow 
for the annexing of a +/- 6.54 acre site into the City of Lake Worth; a Small Scale 
Land Use Change from Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre 
(CH/8) and Commercial Low Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre (CL/8) to a City 
of Lake Worth Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) and a rezoning 
from a Palm Beach County zoning designation of High Density Residential (RH) to 
a City of Lake Worth zoning designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W).

• Staff Comments, Mr. Thompson (06:25pm)
Stated that this is a three part request, as outlined in the Staff report.  The site is 
located just west of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road.  Discussed the 
Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement between the City and Palm Beach County.  
This agreement is to help facilitate annexation of certain outlying parcels into the 
City.  Staff is recommending approval of the request for annexation, future land use 
map amendment, and zoning map amendment.

• Presentation from Applicant’s Agent, Mark Rickerts, Kimley Horn, notes that the 
request tonight is not a site plan or a development, only the annexation, future land 
use map amendment, and zoning map amendment.  The client is considering a 
residential project in the future.

• Mr. Thompson commented that the City has had 3 other similar cases in which an 
annexation has occurred without a development application.

• Mr. Waters and Mr. Romano were sworn in at 6:37pm.
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• Public Comments: Mr. Rodney Romano stated that his request is for the Planning 
Board to reject the proposal tonight.  He would like to see the entire enclave 
annexed at one time, rather than just this requested portion. Mr. Romano quotes 
Florida Statute 171, Section 046, regarding annexation, and notes that the Statute 
prohibits the annexation of an enclave.

• Mark Rickards, on behalf of Kimley Horn, notes that he believes the criteria for 
voluntary annexation is straightforward and that his client has met the requirements.

• Mr. Waters states that they City has worked with the County for 3 years to craft 
the ISBA program, which was effective in October.  The ISBA does allow for 
enclaves to be created, but rather to bring in parcels as they volunteer, rather than 
the entire enclave.  The County has already vacated Boutwell Road to the City, and 
therefore there is no way to access the County parcels but to use a City Right-of-
way, which actually created an enclave.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Romano where his property is located, and what 
specifically his concerns are regarding the project.  Mr. Romano stated that he feels 
the project as proposed will create an enclave, and that this will be in violation of 
Florida State Statute.  He is also concerned with the MF-30 zoning, which could 
allow up to 30 units per acre, next to the single-family property that he currently 
owns.

• Mr. Rickards indicates that his client hopes to move forward with a site plan in 
approximately 3 months.

• Mr. Waters states that the City assessed the cost differences between being a part 
of the County versus a part of the City.  Also, responds to Mr. Romano’s comment 
regarding the number of units that are allowed on the property.  In Lake Worth, the 
Code has a maximum FAR, height, lot coverage, impermeable surface, and setbacks, 
and all of these will need to be met for any future development.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Waters and Ms. Ansay if there is any way to allow the 
annexation but approve a zoning that respects the single-family homes located 
nearby.  Mr. Waters answered that the Code is very predictable and therefore the 
applicant is aware of the development potential with the site and the MF-30 zoning 
is appropriate based on the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

(7:12 PM)
Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Dean Sherwin to recommend 
annexation to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the Future 
Land Use Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;

 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the 
Zoning Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;
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 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

b. PZB 15-00500007; 15-00500010; 15-01500007 AND 15-01100002: Consideration 
of a Major Site Plan, Conditional Land Use, Major Subdivision and Sign Variance to 
allow for a proposed development on an 18.831 (+/-) acre site. The subject 
property is located at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th Avenue North 
within the Industrial Park of Commerce (IPOC).  

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
Stated the number of buildings and the approximate size located on the existing 
property, and that the buildings are located in an East-West configuration.  Discusses 
the location of the parking, loading docks, and entrances into the site.  The site is 18.88 
acres, which is quite large, and could accommodate as many as 30 different tenants.  
The applicant is requesting to alter 27 subdivision lots to 1 commercial lot.  The 
applicant is requesting a Conditional Land Use to cover many different types of uses for 
the tenants.  The applicant is proposing to clean up the peat and muck to clean up the 
site and protect the wetlands, under the community benefits sustainable bonus program.  
With the bonus, the applicant is requesting a height of 36 feet, instead of the 30 feet 
allowed per the Code.  The applicant is also requesting a sign variance from the 150 
square foot sign limitation to allow 1,332 square feet of signage in order to 
accommodate the large site and the multiple tenants.  Staff is recommending approval 
of the four requests.

• Maxime Ducoste stated that the total values of the required and proposed 
improvements and benefits for the property.

• Board Member Comments: Mr. Zacks requested additional information regarding the 
proposed signage, and whether or not the 1332 square feet could all be applied on one 
façade.

• Mr. Waters stated that this project is conditional upon the Applicant dedicating the
Boutwell Road right-of-way to the City, which will need to be approved by the City 
Commission at the December meeting. (07:28pm)

• Bradley Miller, Miller Land Planning comments: Representing Panattoni Development, 
states that this is the largest project ever to happen in Lake Worth at 252,000 square feet 
of industrial/commercial space.  Jeff Konieczny, from Nashville, TN, on behalf of 
Panattoni Development.  They have 17 North American offices, and they have mostly 
focused on retail, industrial, and office developments.  The Boutwell Road project is 
speculative, they do not currently have any build-to-suit tenants.  This project is a joint 
venture with the California Teacher’s Pension Fund. Curtis Dubberly, with Miller Land 
Planning, presents the site location at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th

Avenue North, and the site calculations.  The Applicant is proposing a list of 
Conditional Land Uses that could accommodate a wide variety of tenants for the 
Boutwell Business Center.  Mr. Dubberly stated that the Applicant has reviewed the list 
of proposed conditions, and they are in agreement with Staff.

• Mr. Sherwin would like to see the color scheme adjusted to something more in keeping 
with South Florida and Lake Worth.

• No Public Comments.

(07:45 pm)
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Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the 
Conditional Land Use, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the Major 
Site Plan, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Humm with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the 
requested Variance, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the Major 
Subdivision, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

F. Unfinished Business: 

1. PZB 15-01500003: Consideration of Variances from Section 23.5-1, Signs, to allow 
additional signage for an importer and wholesaler of granite, marble, porcelain tile and 
slab surface business facility with accessory outdoor storage for property located at 1800 
4th Avenue North, Unit A (425 Industrial Street). (07:50 pm)

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
The applicant is requesting a variance from the allowed amount of signage for the 
property.  The Staff is recommending denial of the application.  This applicant is 
requesting 1,242 square feet of signage on approximately 5 acres of the site.

• Michael Coiro, Owner of ArcStone trading, presented that he moved into the property 
in 2014, and that the area has always had stone companies and that he had no idea that 
there was a limitation on the signage for the area or that the use would require a 
Conditional Land Use.  States that he needs every advantage to get people into his 
business, and that adequate signage is necessary for his business to succeed.  Steve 
Graham, with the Wantman Group, and stated that Larry Zabik was previously 
involved in this case but was unable to attend.  Mr. Graham is requesting a continuance 
of the case in order to allow for Mr. Zabik to be present at the hearing.

• Mr. Ducoste stated that the request would allow for one tenant to occupy a large 
portion of the signage allowance for the entire site.  Additionally, the signs are 
unpermitted, and were not discussed with Staff before they were constructed.  Based on 
the conditions of the variance, Staff does not believe that there is a hardship to warrant 
approval of the variance.
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• Board Member Comments: Mr. Rice stated that previously the Board had declared that 
an additional continuance would not be granted at the last meeting.  
Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Sherwin to deny the 
request for a continuance.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

• The large freestanding sign is not part of the request, according to the Staff, as that sign 
was constructed without a permit and is not allowed by the Lake Worth code.

• Mr. Brian stated that the applicant has provided information as requested by the Staff, 
and that there is a hardship for the applicant.

• Mr. Thompson stated that the amount of signage requested by the Applicant is actually 
greater than the total signage allowance for the entire building, even though this tenant 
only occupies half of the building. (08:30pm)

• Board Member Comments: General discussion regarding the size, design, and type of 
the signs that exist currently, and what would be allowed by the Code.  Discussion over 
whether or not the signage allowance applies to the entire building, or just the 
Applicant.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin, Move to approve 15-01500003 request for a 
variance from 23.5-1 regarding the total combined sign area.  Permitted sign area for 
each building will be limited to one square foot of signage per one linear foot of 
building located adjacent to a public right of way. Motion did not receive a second.

• Additional discussion ensued regarding ownership of the property and the request for
the variance.  A variance, once granted, runs with the parcel, not a specific tenant.  As 
such, the owner of the property should be involved with the outcome and the specifics 
of a variance.  Ms. Ansay noted the ownership, and the legality of the Application that 
was submitted, and listed the decision options for the Board.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Mr. Humm to continue the 
case to the January 6, 2016, regular meeting, with the condition that all prohibited signs 
must be removed before the hearing.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: Mr. Zacks
 Motion carried four (4) to one (1).  (09:14pm)

G. New Business:

6. Planning Issues:

7. Public Comments (3 minute limit):

8. Departmental Reports:

9. Board Member Comments:

10. Adjournment:
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Action: Motion to adjourn made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Mr. Zacks; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: None.
 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).  (09:16pm)

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: ALL CITY BOARDS ARE AUTHORIZED TO CONVERT ANY PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP SESSION WHEN A QUORUM IS NOT 
REACHED. THE DECISION TO CONVERT THE MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP 
SESSION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE CHAIR OR THE CHAIR'S DESIGNEE, 
WHO IS PRESENT AT THE MEETING. NO OFFICIAL ACTION SHALL BE TAKEN 
AT THE WORKSHOP SESSION, AND THE MEMBERS PRESENT SHOULD LIMIT 
THEIR DISCUSSION TO THE ITEMS ON THE AGENDA FOR THE PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING. (Sec. 2-12 Lake Worth Code of Ordinances)

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.

All project-related back-up materials, including full plan sets, are available for review by the 
public in the Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division located at 1900 2nd Avenue 
North.
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DEPARTMENT for COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY
Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division

1900 2nd Avenue North · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

DATE: October 26, 2015

TO: Members of the Planning & Zoning Board

FROM: Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager
Curt Thompson, Community Planner

SUBJECT: PZB Project Numbers 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002, Consideration of:

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for Voluntary 
Annexation from unincorporated Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth of a 
parcel of land +/- 6.54 acres in area generally located approximately 200 feet west of 
the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road;

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Small Scale 
Future Land Use Map Amendment from the Palm Beach County Land Use designation 
of Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre and Commercial Low 
Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre to a City of Lake Worth Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Zoning Map 
Amendment from the Palm Beach County Multi Family Residential (RH) Zoning 
District to the City of Lake Worth Mixed Use – West (MU – W) Zoning District.

P&ZB Meeting Date: November 4, 2015

BACKGROUND/ PROPOSAL:

The applicant is requesting to voluntarily annex a 6.54 +/- acre parcel of land, located about 200 feet west 
of the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road into the City of Lake 
Worth. This site is located within the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) geographical area
(please see attachments).

The City of Lake Worth initiated a process to adopt an Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) with 
Palm Beach County. Chapter 171, Part II, Florida Statutes (F.S.) established the ISBA process as a flexible, 
joint planning option for counties and municipalities to cooperatively adjust municipal boundaries while 
planning for service delivery and land use changes.  In general, the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement 
(ISBA) and the annexation of parcels included in the area will have minimal impact on the different City 
departments. This is due to the following reasons: a) Most of the subject area is already served by the City 
(Water, Electric Utility, Fire Rescue); and b) Existing resources will be sufficient to provide service to the 
new area; or, additional resources will be minimal (Public Services, Community Sustainability, Sewer, 
Leisure Services).
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ANALYSIS:

The requested annexation is consistent with the following Objective and Policies of the Future Land Use 
Element within the City's adopted Comprehensive Plan:  

• Objective 1.3.8: Maintain a policy of expansion through voluntary annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.1: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the City of Lake 
Worth Comprehensive Plan such that there is no reduction in service level to existing City 
residents as a result of the annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.2: Continue to promote orderly annexation of land where service delivery in the 
annexed area will be consistent with and equal to those provided for existing corporate lands.

• Policy 1.3.8.3: Consider requests for annexation on a case-by-case basis utilizing good planning 
methods and practices.

• Policy 1.3.8.4: Ensure that development plans for annexed parcels are compatible with adjacent 
areas. 

• Policy 1.3.8.5: Require infrastructure services available to a proposed annexation area at a level 
consistent with adopted level of service standards.

• Policy 1.3.8.6: Ensure that annexed areas do not become a financial burden by requiring 
applicants to demonstrate proposed impacts upon the City infrastructure system in the 
annexation process.

• Policy 1.3.8.7: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the Palm Beach 
Countywide Annexation Policy.

• Policy 1.2.2.5: Locational Strategy for the Mixed Use West Category – The Mixed Use West land 
use category is intended for mapping in areas from the westernmost city limits eastward to I-95 
and adjacent to the proposed Park of Commerce, where the existing land use pattern is 
characterized by a high proportion of land (either vacant or with marginally useful structures) that 
has a good potential for new retail, office, commercial and high-density multifamily development.

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is 
consistent with adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. 

The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use - West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent 
with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North within the City.  The MU-W District allows for 
low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and professional offices, medical
offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity convenience sales,
personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  
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Section 23.2-36: Rezoning of Land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) amendments:

An amendment to the official zoning map processed with the FLUM amendment shall be reviewed based 
on the following factors:

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of the annexation, the 
surrounding area within the City Limits has a designation of Mixed Use West, and the 
proposed land use amendment would be consistent with the area and parcels in proximity 
to the site.

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

Staff Response: The proposed Future Land Use Map amendment would not be contrary to 
the established land use pattern, and will surround an area that would be a good candidate
for annexation into the City Limits.  No special land use or zoning designation has been 
requested, and the approval of the annexation with FLUM amendment would not grant any 
special privilege or create an isolated land use classification.  The larger area has been the 
subject of a long term concerted effort between the County and City as a joint planning area, 
and is consistent with the approved Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA).

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of this voluntary
annexation request, the governing land development regulations, including the sustainable 
bonus program will encourage smart growth and sustainable initiatives within the site as 
development takes shape.  

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

Staff Response: The applicant recognizes that in order to receive approval of a site plan, the 
proposed site will need to demonstrate compliance with Section 23.5-2.  



PZB No. 15-02200001; 15-00300001 & 15-01300002
200 feet west of the northwest portion of the Intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road

Voluntary Annexation, Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment, & Zoning Map Amendment
Planning & Zoning Board Meeting of November 4, 2015

Page 4

e. Compatibility. The application shall consider the following compatibility factor: Whether the 
proposed FLUM amendment would be compatible with the current and future use of 
adjacent and nearby properties, or would negatively affect the property values of adjacent 
and nearby properties.

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM is compatibility with the future uses of the surrounding 

properties, and will not negatively affect the property values of the adjacent properties.

f. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. For FLUM 
amendments involving rezoning to a conventional zoning district, the review shall consider 
whether the proposal would further the City’s Economic Development Program, and also 
determine whether the proposal would: 1) Represent a potential decrease in the possible 
intensity of development, given the uses permitted in the proposed land use category; and
2) Represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable economic 
development benefits.

Staff Response: The proposed land use and zoning designations represent an increase in 
residential density, while allowing for other mix of uses when compared to the existing Palm 
Beach County land use (8 units per acre maximum) and zoning designation (Residential only, 
no commercial development permitted).

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

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

(2) The proposed FLUM amendment provides substantiated evidence of satisfying at least 
four  of the Direct Economic Development Benefits listed in subparagraph "g" above; and

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

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM amendment does not reduce the amount of land 

available for commercial development, and industrial use is not permitted for the properties 

under the current County designations.  

CONSEQUENT ACTION:

The Planning and Zoning Board’s recommendations will be forwarded to the City Commission for 
consideration at the next available regularly scheduled meeting.  
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning & Zoning Board approve the following:

• Approval of the Voluntary Annexation petition in accordance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan;

• Approval of the Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment to assign a Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• Approval of the Zoning Map Amendment to assign an initial zoning of Mixed Use – West (MU - W) 
District.

POTENTIAL MOTIONS:

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-02200001: Request for voluntary annexation of a 6.54 +/- acre 
parcel of land (P.C.N. 00-43-44-20-01-026-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0030; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0060; 00-
43-44-20-01-004-0080; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0120; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0130)
location, from Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth, WITH/WITHOUT County recommendations; 

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-00300001 a Small Scale Future Land Use Map (FLUM) change 
from the County land use designation of Commercial High Intensity and Commercial Low Intensity/8 
dwelling units per acre (CH/8 and CL/8) to the City of Lake Worth land use designation of Mixed Use West
(MU-W).  

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-01300002: Zoning Map Amendment from a Palm Beach County 
Zoning Designation of Residential High Intensity (RH) to a City Zoning Designation of Mixed Use – West 
(MU-W).
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Attachments 

LOCATION MAP
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2016-011

2

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-01 OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF LAKE WORTH, 3

FLORIDA, ANNEXING  THE PROPERTY LOCATED APPROXIMATELY 200 4

FEET WEST OF THE NORTHWEST PORTION OF THE INTERSECTION OF 5

10TH AVENUE NORTH AND BOUTWELL ROAD, BEING MORE FULLY 6

DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A; PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT TO THE 7

CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH TO INCLUDE THE 8

SUBJECT PROPERTY IN THE OFFICIAL BOUNDARY MAP; PROVIDING FOR 9

ADVERTISING; PROVIDING THAT THIS ORDINANCE SHALL BE FILED WITH 10

THE CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, THE 11

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR OF PALM BEACH COUNTY AND THE FLORIDA 12

SECRETARY OF STATE; PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF ALL ORDINANCES 13

IN CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 14

EFFECTIVE DATE.15

16

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, a petition by the 17

landowner has been duly filed with the City of Lake Worth (the “City”), seeking 18

annexation into the corporate limits of the City of the property hereinafter 19

described on Exhibit A and shown on Exhibit B; and 20

21

WHEREAS, the proposed annexation complies with all requirements of 22

Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, pertaining to voluntary annexations; and 23

24

WHEREAS, the entire Park of Commerce annexation area was originally 25

initiated by an agreement between Palm Beach County and the City, first 26

executed in November 1996; and27

28

WHEREAS, the subject parcel of land is part of the Lake Worth Park of 29

Commerce; and30

31

WHEREAS, on November 4, 2015, the City Planning and Zoning Board, 32

sitting as the duly constituted Local Planning Agency for the City, recommended 33

approval of the Annexation of land into the City of Lake Worth; and34

35

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed annexation is consistent with the 36

objectives of both the City and Palm Beach County to improve the infrastructure, 37

to clean up derelict properties and to broaden the City’s tax base; and38

39

WHEREAS, the proposed annexation is also consistent with many of the 40

Goals, Objectives and Policies concerning annexation located in the Future Land 41

Use Element within the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan; and42

43

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 44

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA that:45

46

Section 1.  The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed and ratified.47

48



Pg. 2, Ord. 2016-01

Section 2. The City Commission has determined that the petition for 49

voluntary annexation bears the signatures of all owners of property in the area 50

proposed to be annexed and that the adoption of this Ordinance is in the best 51

interest of the citizens and residents of the City of Lake Worth.52

53

Section 3.  The parcel of land more particularly described in Exhibit A and 54

shown in Exhibit B is hereby annexed into and shall be within the corporate limits 55

of the City of Lake Worth, Florida, and shall henceforth be a part of said City with 56

the same force and effect as though the property had been originally incorporated 57

in the territorial boundaries of the City.58

59

Section 4.  The corporate limits of the City as set forth in the City Charter 60

in Article II, Section 1 shall be amended to reflect said annexed property referred 61

to in the Ordinance.62

63

Section 5.  The City Clerk is directed to file a copy of this Ordinance with 64

the Palm Beach County Circuit Court Clerk, the County Administrator of Palm 65

Beach County and the Florida Department of State within 7 days after its 66

adoption.67

68

Section 6.  This Ordinance shall be published for two consecutive weeks 69

in the newspaper in the accordance with the provisions of the Florida Statutes, 70

Section 171.044 – Voluntary Annexation.71

72

Section 7.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are 73

hereby repealed.74

75

Section 8.  If any provision of this Ordinance, or the application thereof to 76

any person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other 77

provisions or applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the 78

invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance 79

are declared severable,80

81

Section 9.  This Ordinance shall become effective thirty-one (31) days after 82

adoption.83

84

The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 85

Commissioner Amoroso, seconded by Commissioner Maier, and upon being put 86

to a vote, the vote was as follows:87

88

Mayor Pam Triolo AYE89

Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell AYE90

Commissioner Christopher McVoy AYE91

Commissioner Andy Amoroso AYE92

Commissioner Ryan Maier AYE93

94
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Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 95

reading on the 8th of December, 2015.96

97

The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by98

Commissioner _________________, seconded by Commissioner 99

_________________, as amended and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 100

as follows:101

102

Mayor Pam Triolo103

Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell104

Commissioner Christopher McVoy105

Commissioner Andy Amoroso106

Commissioner Ryan Maier107

108

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and 109

enacted on the 5th day of January, 2016.110

111

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION112

113

114

By:_________________________115

  Pam Triolo, Mayor   116

117

ATTEST:118

119

120

__________________________121

Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk122

123
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AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-02 - Second Reading - Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment

SUMMARY:
The Ordinance amends the City’s Future Land Use Map, including a small scale amendment to its Comprehensive Plan as 
part of a voluntary annexation of approximately 6.54 acres pursuant to the Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement adopted 
by the City of Lake Worth on August 18, 2015, and subsequently adopted by Palm Beach County on October 6, 2015.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
This is a companion item to Ordinance Nos. 2016-01 and 2016-03 approving the Voluntary Annexation and 
Rezoning.

The Applicant (property owner) proposes to voluntarily annex an approximately 6.54 acre parcel of land. The request for 
annexation falls within the scope of a small-scale comprehensive plan amendment.  The parcel located in Palm Beach 
County fronts on 10th Avenue North and lies along the western border of the City’s Mixed Use - West (MU-W) zoning 
district. Currently, the site has a Palm Beach County zoning designation of Multi Family Residential High Intensity (RH). 
It has a Palm Beach County Land use designation of Commercial High Intensity/ 8 dwelling units per acre. 

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with 
adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use -
West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North 
within the City.  The MU-W District allows for low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and 
professional offices, medical offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity 
convenience sales, personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  

The City forwarded the Annexation, FLUM and rezoning documents to Palm Beach County to allow opportunity for 
comment.  No comments or objections have been received.

At its meeting of November 4, 2015, the City’s Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously to recommend approval to 
the City Commission PZB 15-00300001, which covers amending the City’s Future Land Use Map (FLUM) including a 
small scale amendment to the City’s Comprehensive Plan. 

At its meeting of December 8, 2015, the City Commission voted 4-1 to approve the Ordinance on first reading and to 
schedule the public hearing.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Ordinance No. 2016-02 on second reading.



ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Draft Minutes of the P&Z Board Meeting of November 4, 2015
Universal Development Application
Ordinance
PZB Staff Report



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
1900 2nd Ave N · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

Minutes
Regular Meeting

City of Lake Worth
Planning & Zoning Board

City Hall Commission Room
7 North Dixie Hwy; Lake Worth, FL

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 04, 2015 6:00 PM

1. Roll Call and Recording of Absences: Greg Rice, Board Chair, called the meeting to order at 
6:15 pm. Aimee Sunny, called the roll. Those present were: Mr. Rice; Dean Sherwin, Vice-Chair; 
Mark Humm; Elise LaTorre; and Dustin Zacks. Also present were Carolyn Ansay, Legal 
Counsel; Maxime Ducoste, Planning & Preservation Manager; Curt Thompson, Community 
Planner; and William Waters, Director for Community Sustainability.

Special Note: Maxime Ducoste noted that relocation of meeting was necessary due to 
plumbing issues at City Hall. In an attempt to notifiy the public, the City posted notice at all 
entrances of City Hall, posted on the City’s website, and Tweeted to note the change of 
location. Contacted all applicants and Board members to note the change of location. The 
meeting is starting at 6:15pm in order to give the public time to move locations.  Carolyn Ansay 
notes that the City has taken all of the steps possible to note the change of location due to the 
issues at City Hall.

2. Pledge of Allegiance
No flag was available in the room, therefore, the pledge was skipped.

3. Additions/Deletions/Reordering and Approval of the Agenda
Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Elise LaTorre to approve the agenda.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

4. Approval of Minutes:

A. Meeting Minutes will be recorded at the December 2015 meeting.

5. Cases:

A. Swearing in of Staff and Applicants:

• Ms. Sunny administered the swearing in of applicants.

B. Proof of Publication:
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Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Dustin Zacks to receive and file the 
Proof of Publication.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

C. Withdrawals/Postponements: None.

D. Consent:

1. Consideration to recommend city-owned parcel at 128 South E Street (PCN 38-43-44-
21-15-059-0030) be deemed suitable for affordable housing. 

Action: Motion made by Dean Sherwin with a Second by Mark Humm to recommend 
to the City Commission that the city-owned parcel be used for affordable housing. 
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

E. Public Hearings:

1. Board Disclosure
Mr. Humm and Mr. Rice read a letter that was sent to all Board members.

2. Cases:

a. PZB 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002  Request for Annexation to allow 
for the annexing of a +/- 6.54 acre site into the City of Lake Worth; a Small Scale 
Land Use Change from Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre 
(CH/8) and Commercial Low Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre (CL/8) to a City 
of Lake Worth Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) and a rezoning 
from a Palm Beach County zoning designation of High Density Residential (RH) to 
a City of Lake Worth zoning designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W).

• Staff Comments, Mr. Thompson (06:25pm)
Stated that this is a three part request, as outlined in the Staff report.  The site is 
located just west of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road.  Discussed the 
Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement between the City and Palm Beach County.  
This agreement is to help facilitate annexation of certain outlying parcels into the 
City.  Staff is recommending approval of the request for annexation, future land use 
map amendment, and zoning map amendment.

• Presentation from Applicant’s Agent, Mark Rickerts, Kimley Horn, notes that the 
request tonight is not a site plan or a development, only the annexation, future land 
use map amendment, and zoning map amendment.  The client is considering a 
residential project in the future.

• Mr. Thompson commented that the City has had 3 other similar cases in which an 
annexation has occurred without a development application.

• Mr. Waters and Mr. Romano were sworn in at 6:37pm.
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• Public Comments: Mr. Rodney Romano stated that his request is for the Planning 
Board to reject the proposal tonight.  He would like to see the entire enclave 
annexed at one time, rather than just this requested portion. Mr. Romano quotes 
Florida Statute 171, Section 046, regarding annexation, and notes that the Statute 
prohibits the annexation of an enclave.

• Mark Rickards, on behalf of Kimley Horn, notes that he believes the criteria for 
voluntary annexation is straightforward and that his client has met the requirements.

• Mr. Waters states that they City has worked with the County for 3 years to craft 
the ISBA program, which was effective in October.  The ISBA does allow for 
enclaves to be created, but rather to bring in parcels as they volunteer, rather than 
the entire enclave.  The County has already vacated Boutwell Road to the City, and 
therefore there is no way to access the County parcels but to use a City Right-of-
way, which actually created an enclave.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Romano where his property is located, and what 
specifically his concerns are regarding the project.  Mr. Romano stated that he feels 
the project as proposed will create an enclave, and that this will be in violation of 
Florida State Statute.  He is also concerned with the MF-30 zoning, which could 
allow up to 30 units per acre, next to the single-family property that he currently 
owns.

• Mr. Rickards indicates that his client hopes to move forward with a site plan in 
approximately 3 months.

• Mr. Waters states that the City assessed the cost differences between being a part 
of the County versus a part of the City.  Also, responds to Mr. Romano’s comment 
regarding the number of units that are allowed on the property.  In Lake Worth, the 
Code has a maximum FAR, height, lot coverage, impermeable surface, and setbacks, 
and all of these will need to be met for any future development.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Waters and Ms. Ansay if there is any way to allow the 
annexation but approve a zoning that respects the single-family homes located 
nearby.  Mr. Waters answered that the Code is very predictable and therefore the 
applicant is aware of the development potential with the site and the MF-30 zoning 
is appropriate based on the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

(7:12 PM)
Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Dean Sherwin to recommend 
annexation to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the Future 
Land Use Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;

 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the 
Zoning Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;
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 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

b. PZB 15-00500007; 15-00500010; 15-01500007 AND 15-01100002: Consideration 
of a Major Site Plan, Conditional Land Use, Major Subdivision and Sign Variance to 
allow for a proposed development on an 18.831 (+/-) acre site. The subject 
property is located at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th Avenue North 
within the Industrial Park of Commerce (IPOC).  

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
Stated the number of buildings and the approximate size located on the existing 
property, and that the buildings are located in an East-West configuration.  Discusses 
the location of the parking, loading docks, and entrances into the site.  The site is 18.88 
acres, which is quite large, and could accommodate as many as 30 different tenants.  
The applicant is requesting to alter 27 subdivision lots to 1 commercial lot.  The 
applicant is requesting a Conditional Land Use to cover many different types of uses for 
the tenants.  The applicant is proposing to clean up the peat and muck to clean up the 
site and protect the wetlands, under the community benefits sustainable bonus program.  
With the bonus, the applicant is requesting a height of 36 feet, instead of the 30 feet 
allowed per the Code.  The applicant is also requesting a sign variance from the 150 
square foot sign limitation to allow 1,332 square feet of signage in order to 
accommodate the large site and the multiple tenants.  Staff is recommending approval 
of the four requests.

• Maxime Ducoste stated that the total values of the required and proposed 
improvements and benefits for the property.

• Board Member Comments: Mr. Zacks requested additional information regarding the 
proposed signage, and whether or not the 1332 square feet could all be applied on one 
façade.

• Mr. Waters stated that this project is conditional upon the Applicant dedicating the
Boutwell Road right-of-way to the City, which will need to be approved by the City 
Commission at the December meeting. (07:28pm)

• Bradley Miller, Miller Land Planning comments: Representing Panattoni Development, 
states that this is the largest project ever to happen in Lake Worth at 252,000 square feet 
of industrial/commercial space.  Jeff Konieczny, from Nashville, TN, on behalf of 
Panattoni Development.  They have 17 North American offices, and they have mostly 
focused on retail, industrial, and office developments.  The Boutwell Road project is 
speculative, they do not currently have any build-to-suit tenants.  This project is a joint 
venture with the California Teacher’s Pension Fund. Curtis Dubberly, with Miller Land 
Planning, presents the site location at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th

Avenue North, and the site calculations.  The Applicant is proposing a list of 
Conditional Land Uses that could accommodate a wide variety of tenants for the 
Boutwell Business Center.  Mr. Dubberly stated that the Applicant has reviewed the list 
of proposed conditions, and they are in agreement with Staff.

• Mr. Sherwin would like to see the color scheme adjusted to something more in keeping 
with South Florida and Lake Worth.

• No Public Comments.

(07:45 pm)



Agenda Date: November 4, 2015 “Regular Meeting” 

Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the 
Conditional Land Use, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the Major 
Site Plan, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Humm with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the 
requested Variance, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the Major 
Subdivision, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

F. Unfinished Business: 

1. PZB 15-01500003: Consideration of Variances from Section 23.5-1, Signs, to allow 
additional signage for an importer and wholesaler of granite, marble, porcelain tile and 
slab surface business facility with accessory outdoor storage for property located at 1800 
4th Avenue North, Unit A (425 Industrial Street). (07:50 pm)

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
The applicant is requesting a variance from the allowed amount of signage for the 
property.  The Staff is recommending denial of the application.  This applicant is 
requesting 1,242 square feet of signage on approximately 5 acres of the site.

• Michael Coiro, Owner of ArcStone trading, presented that he moved into the property 
in 2014, and that the area has always had stone companies and that he had no idea that 
there was a limitation on the signage for the area or that the use would require a 
Conditional Land Use.  States that he needs every advantage to get people into his 
business, and that adequate signage is necessary for his business to succeed.  Steve 
Graham, with the Wantman Group, and stated that Larry Zabik was previously 
involved in this case but was unable to attend.  Mr. Graham is requesting a continuance 
of the case in order to allow for Mr. Zabik to be present at the hearing.

• Mr. Ducoste stated that the request would allow for one tenant to occupy a large 
portion of the signage allowance for the entire site.  Additionally, the signs are 
unpermitted, and were not discussed with Staff before they were constructed.  Based on 
the conditions of the variance, Staff does not believe that there is a hardship to warrant 
approval of the variance.
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• Board Member Comments: Mr. Rice stated that previously the Board had declared that 
an additional continuance would not be granted at the last meeting.  
Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Sherwin to deny the 
request for a continuance.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

• The large freestanding sign is not part of the request, according to the Staff, as that sign 
was constructed without a permit and is not allowed by the Lake Worth code.

• Mr. Brian stated that the applicant has provided information as requested by the Staff, 
and that there is a hardship for the applicant.

• Mr. Thompson stated that the amount of signage requested by the Applicant is actually 
greater than the total signage allowance for the entire building, even though this tenant 
only occupies half of the building. (08:30pm)

• Board Member Comments: General discussion regarding the size, design, and type of 
the signs that exist currently, and what would be allowed by the Code.  Discussion over 
whether or not the signage allowance applies to the entire building, or just the 
Applicant.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin, Move to approve 15-01500003 request for a 
variance from 23.5-1 regarding the total combined sign area.  Permitted sign area for 
each building will be limited to one square foot of signage per one linear foot of 
building located adjacent to a public right of way. Motion did not receive a second.

• Additional discussion ensued regarding ownership of the property and the request for
the variance.  A variance, once granted, runs with the parcel, not a specific tenant.  As 
such, the owner of the property should be involved with the outcome and the specifics 
of a variance.  Ms. Ansay noted the ownership, and the legality of the Application that 
was submitted, and listed the decision options for the Board.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Mr. Humm to continue the 
case to the January 6, 2016, regular meeting, with the condition that all prohibited signs 
must be removed before the hearing.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: Mr. Zacks
 Motion carried four (4) to one (1).  (09:14pm)

G. New Business:

6. Planning Issues:

7. Public Comments (3 minute limit):

8. Departmental Reports:

9. Board Member Comments:

10. Adjournment:
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Action: Motion to adjourn made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Mr. Zacks; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: None.
 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).  (09:16pm)

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: ALL CITY BOARDS ARE AUTHORIZED TO CONVERT ANY PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP SESSION WHEN A QUORUM IS NOT 
REACHED. THE DECISION TO CONVERT THE MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP 
SESSION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE CHAIR OR THE CHAIR'S DESIGNEE, 
WHO IS PRESENT AT THE MEETING. NO OFFICIAL ACTION SHALL BE TAKEN 
AT THE WORKSHOP SESSION, AND THE MEMBERS PRESENT SHOULD LIMIT 
THEIR DISCUSSION TO THE ITEMS ON THE AGENDA FOR THE PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING. (Sec. 2-12 Lake Worth Code of Ordinances)

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.

All project-related back-up materials, including full plan sets, are available for review by the 
public in the Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division located at 1900 2nd Avenue 
North.
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X
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Typewriter
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Mark Rickards, AICP
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Kimley-Horn
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1690 S Congress Ave Suite 100 Delray Beach, Florida, 33445
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Typewriter
561-404-7244
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mark.rickards@kimley-horn.com
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SP West Palm L.P. 
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Typewriter
Lake Worth Investment Group LLC
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Typewriter
4005 Nw 114th Ave STE 5 Miami, FL 33178-4372
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Typewriter
00-43-44-20-01-027-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0030; 0060; 0080; 0120; 0010
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Typewriter
Mark Rickards, AICP
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Typewriter
Annexation of above listed PCNs into the City of Lake Worth.  
Please see attached Property Record Details.
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Typewriter
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Typewriter
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Typewriter
CG (PBC), RH (PBC)
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Typewriter
UC (PBC)
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Typewriter
Single Family Residential

alex.eppel
Typewriter
Office Buildings, Vacant

alex.eppel
Typewriter
Gas Station, Rubin Funeral Home,     Sunrise Detox


alex.eppel
Typewriter
Shopping Center













DEPARTMENT for COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY
Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division

1900 2nd Avenue North · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

DATE: October 26, 2015

TO: Members of the Planning & Zoning Board

FROM: Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager
Curt Thompson, Community Planner

SUBJECT: PZB Project Numbers 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002, Consideration of:

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for Voluntary 
Annexation from unincorporated Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth of a 
parcel of land +/- 6.54 acres in area generally located approximately 200 feet west of 
the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road;

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Small Scale 
Future Land Use Map Amendment from the Palm Beach County Land Use designation 
of Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre and Commercial Low 
Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre to a City of Lake Worth Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Zoning Map 
Amendment from the Palm Beach County Multi Family Residential (RH) Zoning 
District to the City of Lake Worth Mixed Use – West (MU – W) Zoning District.

P&ZB Meeting Date: November 4, 2015

BACKGROUND/ PROPOSAL:

The applicant is requesting to voluntarily annex a 6.54 +/- acre parcel of land, located about 200 feet west 
of the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road into the City of Lake 
Worth. This site is located within the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) geographical area
(please see attachments).

The City of Lake Worth initiated a process to adopt an Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) with 
Palm Beach County. Chapter 171, Part II, Florida Statutes (F.S.) established the ISBA process as a flexible, 
joint planning option for counties and municipalities to cooperatively adjust municipal boundaries while 
planning for service delivery and land use changes.  In general, the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement 
(ISBA) and the annexation of parcels included in the area will have minimal impact on the different City 
departments. This is due to the following reasons: a) Most of the subject area is already served by the City 
(Water, Electric Utility, Fire Rescue); and b) Existing resources will be sufficient to provide service to the 
new area; or, additional resources will be minimal (Public Services, Community Sustainability, Sewer, 
Leisure Services).
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ANALYSIS:

The requested annexation is consistent with the following Objective and Policies of the Future Land Use 
Element within the City's adopted Comprehensive Plan:  

• Objective 1.3.8: Maintain a policy of expansion through voluntary annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.1: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the City of Lake 
Worth Comprehensive Plan such that there is no reduction in service level to existing City 
residents as a result of the annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.2: Continue to promote orderly annexation of land where service delivery in the 
annexed area will be consistent with and equal to those provided for existing corporate lands.

• Policy 1.3.8.3: Consider requests for annexation on a case-by-case basis utilizing good planning 
methods and practices.

• Policy 1.3.8.4: Ensure that development plans for annexed parcels are compatible with adjacent 
areas. 

• Policy 1.3.8.5: Require infrastructure services available to a proposed annexation area at a level 
consistent with adopted level of service standards.

• Policy 1.3.8.6: Ensure that annexed areas do not become a financial burden by requiring 
applicants to demonstrate proposed impacts upon the City infrastructure system in the 
annexation process.

• Policy 1.3.8.7: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the Palm Beach 
Countywide Annexation Policy.

• Policy 1.2.2.5: Locational Strategy for the Mixed Use West Category – The Mixed Use West land 
use category is intended for mapping in areas from the westernmost city limits eastward to I-95 
and adjacent to the proposed Park of Commerce, where the existing land use pattern is 
characterized by a high proportion of land (either vacant or with marginally useful structures) that 
has a good potential for new retail, office, commercial and high-density multifamily development.

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is 
consistent with adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. 

The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use - West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent 
with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North within the City.  The MU-W District allows for 
low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and professional offices, medical
offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity convenience sales,
personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  
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Section 23.2-36: Rezoning of Land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) amendments:

An amendment to the official zoning map processed with the FLUM amendment shall be reviewed based 
on the following factors:

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of the annexation, the 
surrounding area within the City Limits has a designation of Mixed Use West, and the 
proposed land use amendment would be consistent with the area and parcels in proximity 
to the site.

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

Staff Response: The proposed Future Land Use Map amendment would not be contrary to 
the established land use pattern, and will surround an area that would be a good candidate
for annexation into the City Limits.  No special land use or zoning designation has been 
requested, and the approval of the annexation with FLUM amendment would not grant any 
special privilege or create an isolated land use classification.  The larger area has been the 
subject of a long term concerted effort between the County and City as a joint planning area, 
and is consistent with the approved Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA).

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of this voluntary
annexation request, the governing land development regulations, including the sustainable 
bonus program will encourage smart growth and sustainable initiatives within the site as 
development takes shape.  

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

Staff Response: The applicant recognizes that in order to receive approval of a site plan, the 
proposed site will need to demonstrate compliance with Section 23.5-2.  



PZB No. 15-02200001; 15-00300001 & 15-01300002
200 feet west of the northwest portion of the Intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road

Voluntary Annexation, Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment, & Zoning Map Amendment
Planning & Zoning Board Meeting of November 4, 2015

Page 4

e. Compatibility. The application shall consider the following compatibility factor: Whether the 
proposed FLUM amendment would be compatible with the current and future use of 
adjacent and nearby properties, or would negatively affect the property values of adjacent 
and nearby properties.

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM is compatibility with the future uses of the surrounding 

properties, and will not negatively affect the property values of the adjacent properties.

f. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. For FLUM 
amendments involving rezoning to a conventional zoning district, the review shall consider 
whether the proposal would further the City’s Economic Development Program, and also 
determine whether the proposal would: 1) Represent a potential decrease in the possible 
intensity of development, given the uses permitted in the proposed land use category; and
2) Represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable economic 
development benefits.

Staff Response: The proposed land use and zoning designations represent an increase in 
residential density, while allowing for other mix of uses when compared to the existing Palm 
Beach County land use (8 units per acre maximum) and zoning designation (Residential only, 
no commercial development permitted).

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

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

(2) The proposed FLUM amendment provides substantiated evidence of satisfying at least 
four  of the Direct Economic Development Benefits listed in subparagraph "g" above; and

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

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM amendment does not reduce the amount of land 

available for commercial development, and industrial use is not permitted for the properties 

under the current County designations.  

CONSEQUENT ACTION:

The Planning and Zoning Board’s recommendations will be forwarded to the City Commission for 
consideration at the next available regularly scheduled meeting.  
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning & Zoning Board approve the following:

• Approval of the Voluntary Annexation petition in accordance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan;

• Approval of the Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment to assign a Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• Approval of the Zoning Map Amendment to assign an initial zoning of Mixed Use – West (MU - W) 
District.

POTENTIAL MOTIONS:

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-02200001: Request for voluntary annexation of a 6.54 +/- acre 
parcel of land (P.C.N. 00-43-44-20-01-026-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0030; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0060; 00-
43-44-20-01-004-0080; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0120; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0130)
location, from Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth, WITH/WITHOUT County recommendations; 

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-00300001 a Small Scale Future Land Use Map (FLUM) change 
from the County land use designation of Commercial High Intensity and Commercial Low Intensity/8 
dwelling units per acre (CH/8 and CL/8) to the City of Lake Worth land use designation of Mixed Use West
(MU-W).  

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-01300002: Zoning Map Amendment from a Palm Beach County 
Zoning Designation of Residential High Intensity (RH) to a City Zoning Designation of Mixed Use – West 
(MU-W).
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Attachments 

LOCATION MAP
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 1
2016-022

3
ORDINANCE NO. 2016-02 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 4
AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY PROVIDING A SMALL SCALE 5
AMENDMENT CHANGE TO THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF CERTAIN 6
PROPERTY MORE FULLY DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A FROM A COUNTY 7
LAND USE DESIGNATION OF COMMERCIAL HIGH INTENSITY/8 DWELLING 8
UNITS PER ACRE AND COMMERCIAL LOW INTENSITY/8 DWELLING UNITS 9
PER ACRE (CH/8;CL/8) TO A CITY OF LAKE WORTH DESIGNATION OF 10
MIXED USE WEST (MU-W); PROVIDING THAT CONFLICTING ORDINANCES 11
ARE REPEALED; PROVIDING FOR SEVERANCE; AND PROVIDING AN 12
EFFECTIVE DATE.13

14
WHEREAS, the property owner of the property described below in Exhibit 15

A (the “Property”) has petitioned the City of Lake Worth (the “City”) to voluntarily 16
annex the Property into the City and, as part of such annexation for a change in 17
future land use designation of the property, relating to proposed small scale 18
development activities; and 19

20
WHEREAS, City staff has prepared and reviewed an amendment to the 21

Future Land Use Map of the City’s Comprehensive Plan to change the land use 22
designation of the property described below from a County land use designation23
of Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre and Commercial Low 24
Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre to a City land use designation of Mixed Use 25
West (MU-W); and 26

27
WHEREAS, on November 4, 2015, the City Planning and Zoning Board, 28

sitting as the duly constituted Local Planning Agency for the City, recommended 29
approval of the Future Land Use Map Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan of 30
the City; and31

32
WHEREAS, the City Commission finds that the Future Land Use Map 33

Amendment is consistent with Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, Florida Statutes; 34
and35

36
WHEREAS, the City Commission acknowledges that this Future Land Use 37

Map Amendment is subject to the provisions of Section 163.3184(9), and 38
163.3189, Florida Statutes, and that the City shall maintain compliance with all 39
provisions thereof; and40

41
WHEREAS, the City has received public input and participation through 42

hearings before the Local Planning Agency and the City Commission in 43
accordance with Section 163.3181, Florida Statutes; and44

45
WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined that the adoption of this 46

Ordinance is in the best interest of the citizens and residents of the City of Lake 47
Worth.48

49
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 50
THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:51

52
Section 1.  The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed and ratified.53

54
Section 2.  The parcel of land more particularly described in Exhibit A is hereby 55
designated Mixed Use West (MU-W) on the City’s Future Land Use Map.56

57
Section 3.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby 58
repealed.59

60
Section 4.  If any provision of this Ordinance, or the application thereof to any 61
person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other 62
provisions or applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the 63
invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance 64
are declared severable,65

66
Section 5.  The effective date of this small scale development plan amendment 67
shall be thirty-one (31) days after adoption, unless the amendment is challenged 68
pursuant to Section 163.3187(3), Florida Statutes.  If challenged, the effective 69
date of this amendment shall be the date a final order is issued by the state land 70
planning agency, or the Administration Commission, finding the amendment in 71
compliance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes.  No development orders, 72
development permits, or land uses dependent on this amendment may be issued 73
or commence before it has become effective.  If a final order of noncompliance is 74
issued by the state land planning agency or Administration Commission, this 75
amendment may nevertheless be made effective by adoption of a resolution 76
affirming its effective status, a copy of which resolution shall be sent to the 77
Department of Economic Opportunity, Bureau of Community Planning, Caldwell 78
Building, 107 East Madison Street, MSC 160, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-6545.79

80
The passage of this Ordinance was moved by Commissioner Amoroso, 81

seconded by Commissioner Maier, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was as 82
follows:83

84
85

Mayor Pam Triolo  AYE  86
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell AYE87
Commissioner Andy Amoroso AYE88
Commissioner Christopher McVoy NAY89
Commissioner Ryan Maier AYE90

91
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 92

reading on the 8th of December, 2015.93
94
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The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 95
Commissioner _________________, seconded by Commissioner 96
_________________, as amended and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 97
as follows:98

99
Mayor Pam Triolo100
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell101
Commissioner Christopher McVoy102
Commissioner Andy Amoroso103
Commissioner Ryan Maier  104

105
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and 106

enacted on the 5th day of January, 2016.107
108
109

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION110
111
112

By:________________113
Pam Triolo, Mayor114

115
ATTEST:116

117
118

______________________119
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk120

121
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LOCATION MAP124
125

126
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AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-03 - Second Reading - rezone property

SUMMARY:  
The Ordinance will rezone approximately 6.54 acres from County Multi Family Residential High Intensity (RH) to City of 
Lake Worth Mixed Use –West (MU-W) Zoning district as a result of a voluntary annexation.  

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
This is a companion item to Ordinance Nos. 2016-01 and 2016-02 approving the Voluntary Annexation and Small 
Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment.

The Applicant (property owner) proposes to voluntarily annex an approximately 6.54 acre parcel of land. The request for 
annexation falls within the scope of a small-scale comprehensive plan amendment. The parcel located in Palm Beach 
County fronts on 10th Avenue North and lies along the western border of the City’s Mixed Use - West (MU-W) zoning 
district. Currently, the site has a Palm Beach County zoning designation of Multi Family Residential High Intensity (RH). 
It has a Palm Beach County Land use designation of Commercial High Intensity/ 8 dwelling units per acre. 

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with 
adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use -
West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North 
within the City.  The MU-W District allows for low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and 
professional offices, medical offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity 
convenience sales, personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  

The City forwarded the Annexation, FLUM and rezoning documents to Palm Beach County to allow opportunity for 
comment.  No comments or objections have been received.

At its meeting of November 4, 2015, the City’s Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously to recommend approval to 
the City Commission PZB 15-01300002, which covers changing the zoning from Palm Beach County zoning classification 
of Multi Family Residential High Intensity (RH) to a City zoning classification of Mixed-Use – West (MU-W).

At its meeting of December 8, 2015, the City Commission voted 4-1 to approve the Ordinance on first reading 
and to schedule the public hearing.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Ordinance No. 2016-03 on second reading.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
P&Z November 4, 2015 draft minutes
Universal Development Application
Ordinance
P&Z Staff Report including location map



CITY OF LAKE WORTH
1900 2nd Ave N · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

Minutes
Regular Meeting

City of Lake Worth
Planning & Zoning Board

City Hall Commission Room
7 North Dixie Hwy; Lake Worth, FL

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 04, 2015 6:00 PM

1. Roll Call and Recording of Absences: Greg Rice, Board Chair, called the meeting to order at 
6:15 pm. Aimee Sunny, called the roll. Those present were: Mr. Rice; Dean Sherwin, Vice-Chair; 
Mark Humm; Elise LaTorre; and Dustin Zacks. Also present were Carolyn Ansay, Legal 
Counsel; Maxime Ducoste, Planning & Preservation Manager; Curt Thompson, Community 
Planner; and William Waters, Director for Community Sustainability.

Special Note: Maxime Ducoste noted that relocation of meeting was necessary due to 
plumbing issues at City Hall. In an attempt to notifiy the public, the City posted notice at all 
entrances of City Hall, posted on the City’s website, and Tweeted to note the change of 
location. Contacted all applicants and Board members to note the change of location. The 
meeting is starting at 6:15pm in order to give the public time to move locations.  Carolyn Ansay 
notes that the City has taken all of the steps possible to note the change of location due to the 
issues at City Hall.

2. Pledge of Allegiance
No flag was available in the room, therefore, the pledge was skipped.

3. Additions/Deletions/Reordering and Approval of the Agenda
Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Elise LaTorre to approve the agenda.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

4. Approval of Minutes:

A. Meeting Minutes will be recorded at the December 2015 meeting.

5. Cases:

A. Swearing in of Staff and Applicants:

• Ms. Sunny administered the swearing in of applicants.

B. Proof of Publication:
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Action: Motion made by Mark Humm with a Second by Dustin Zacks to receive and file the 
Proof of Publication.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

C. Withdrawals/Postponements: None.

D. Consent:

1. Consideration to recommend city-owned parcel at 128 South E Street (PCN 38-43-44-
21-15-059-0030) be deemed suitable for affordable housing. 

Action: Motion made by Dean Sherwin with a Second by Mark Humm to recommend 
to the City Commission that the city-owned parcel be used for affordable housing. 
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

E. Public Hearings:

1. Board Disclosure
Mr. Humm and Mr. Rice read a letter that was sent to all Board members.

2. Cases:

a. PZB 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002  Request for Annexation to allow 
for the annexing of a +/- 6.54 acre site into the City of Lake Worth; a Small Scale 
Land Use Change from Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre 
(CH/8) and Commercial Low Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre (CL/8) to a City 
of Lake Worth Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) and a rezoning 
from a Palm Beach County zoning designation of High Density Residential (RH) to 
a City of Lake Worth zoning designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W).

• Staff Comments, Mr. Thompson (06:25pm)
Stated that this is a three part request, as outlined in the Staff report.  The site is 
located just west of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road.  Discussed the 
Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement between the City and Palm Beach County.  
This agreement is to help facilitate annexation of certain outlying parcels into the 
City.  Staff is recommending approval of the request for annexation, future land use 
map amendment, and zoning map amendment.

• Presentation from Applicant’s Agent, Mark Rickerts, Kimley Horn, notes that the 
request tonight is not a site plan or a development, only the annexation, future land 
use map amendment, and zoning map amendment.  The client is considering a 
residential project in the future.

• Mr. Thompson commented that the City has had 3 other similar cases in which an 
annexation has occurred without a development application.

• Mr. Waters and Mr. Romano were sworn in at 6:37pm.
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• Public Comments: Mr. Rodney Romano stated that his request is for the Planning 
Board to reject the proposal tonight.  He would like to see the entire enclave 
annexed at one time, rather than just this requested portion. Mr. Romano quotes 
Florida Statute 171, Section 046, regarding annexation, and notes that the Statute 
prohibits the annexation of an enclave.

• Mark Rickards, on behalf of Kimley Horn, notes that he believes the criteria for 
voluntary annexation is straightforward and that his client has met the requirements.

• Mr. Waters states that they City has worked with the County for 3 years to craft 
the ISBA program, which was effective in October.  The ISBA does allow for 
enclaves to be created, but rather to bring in parcels as they volunteer, rather than 
the entire enclave.  The County has already vacated Boutwell Road to the City, and 
therefore there is no way to access the County parcels but to use a City Right-of-
way, which actually created an enclave.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Romano where his property is located, and what 
specifically his concerns are regarding the project.  Mr. Romano stated that he feels 
the project as proposed will create an enclave, and that this will be in violation of 
Florida State Statute.  He is also concerned with the MF-30 zoning, which could 
allow up to 30 units per acre, next to the single-family property that he currently 
owns.

• Mr. Rickards indicates that his client hopes to move forward with a site plan in 
approximately 3 months.

• Mr. Waters states that the City assessed the cost differences between being a part 
of the County versus a part of the City.  Also, responds to Mr. Romano’s comment 
regarding the number of units that are allowed on the property.  In Lake Worth, the 
Code has a maximum FAR, height, lot coverage, impermeable surface, and setbacks, 
and all of these will need to be met for any future development.

• Ms. LaTorre asked Mr. Waters and Ms. Ansay if there is any way to allow the 
annexation but approve a zoning that respects the single-family homes located 
nearby.  Mr. Waters answered that the Code is very predictable and therefore the 
applicant is aware of the development potential with the site and the MF-30 zoning 
is appropriate based on the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

(7:12 PM)
Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Dean Sherwin to recommend 
annexation to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the Future 
Land Use Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;

 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to recommend the 
Zoning Map Amendment to the City Commission.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Humm; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: Mr. Sherwin; Ms. LaTorre;
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 Motion carried three (3) to two (2).

b. PZB 15-00500007; 15-00500010; 15-01500007 AND 15-01100002: Consideration 
of a Major Site Plan, Conditional Land Use, Major Subdivision and Sign Variance to 
allow for a proposed development on an 18.831 (+/-) acre site. The subject 
property is located at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th Avenue North 
within the Industrial Park of Commerce (IPOC).  

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
Stated the number of buildings and the approximate size located on the existing 
property, and that the buildings are located in an East-West configuration.  Discusses 
the location of the parking, loading docks, and entrances into the site.  The site is 18.88 
acres, which is quite large, and could accommodate as many as 30 different tenants.  
The applicant is requesting to alter 27 subdivision lots to 1 commercial lot.  The 
applicant is requesting a Conditional Land Use to cover many different types of uses for 
the tenants.  The applicant is proposing to clean up the peat and muck to clean up the 
site and protect the wetlands, under the community benefits sustainable bonus program.  
With the bonus, the applicant is requesting a height of 36 feet, instead of the 30 feet 
allowed per the Code.  The applicant is also requesting a sign variance from the 150 
square foot sign limitation to allow 1,332 square feet of signage in order to 
accommodate the large site and the multiple tenants.  Staff is recommending approval 
of the four requests.

• Maxime Ducoste stated that the total values of the required and proposed 
improvements and benefits for the property.

• Board Member Comments: Mr. Zacks requested additional information regarding the 
proposed signage, and whether or not the 1332 square feet could all be applied on one 
façade.

• Mr. Waters stated that this project is conditional upon the Applicant dedicating the
Boutwell Road right-of-way to the City, which will need to be approved by the City 
Commission at the December meeting. (07:28pm)

• Bradley Miller, Miller Land Planning comments: Representing Panattoni Development, 
states that this is the largest project ever to happen in Lake Worth at 252,000 square feet 
of industrial/commercial space.  Jeff Konieczny, from Nashville, TN, on behalf of 
Panattoni Development.  They have 17 North American offices, and they have mostly 
focused on retail, industrial, and office developments.  The Boutwell Road project is 
speculative, they do not currently have any build-to-suit tenants.  This project is a joint 
venture with the California Teacher’s Pension Fund. Curtis Dubberly, with Miller Land 
Planning, presents the site location at the northwest corner of Boutwell Road and 7th

Avenue North, and the site calculations.  The Applicant is proposing a list of 
Conditional Land Uses that could accommodate a wide variety of tenants for the 
Boutwell Business Center.  Mr. Dubberly stated that the Applicant has reviewed the list 
of proposed conditions, and they are in agreement with Staff.

• Mr. Sherwin would like to see the color scheme adjusted to something more in keeping 
with South Florida and Lake Worth.

• No Public Comments.

(07:45 pm)
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Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the 
Conditional Land Use, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the Major 
Site Plan, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Humm with a Second by Ms. LaTorre to approve the 
requested Variance, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

Action: Motion made by Mr. Zacks with a Second by Mr. Humm to approve the Major 
Subdivision, with the conditions as recommended.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

F. Unfinished Business: 

1. PZB 15-01500003: Consideration of Variances from Section 23.5-1, Signs, to allow 
additional signage for an importer and wholesaler of granite, marble, porcelain tile and 
slab surface business facility with accessory outdoor storage for property located at 1800 
4th Avenue North, Unit A (425 Industrial Street). (07:50 pm)

• Staff comments, Curt Thompson:
The applicant is requesting a variance from the allowed amount of signage for the 
property.  The Staff is recommending denial of the application.  This applicant is 
requesting 1,242 square feet of signage on approximately 5 acres of the site.

• Michael Coiro, Owner of ArcStone trading, presented that he moved into the property 
in 2014, and that the area has always had stone companies and that he had no idea that 
there was a limitation on the signage for the area or that the use would require a 
Conditional Land Use.  States that he needs every advantage to get people into his 
business, and that adequate signage is necessary for his business to succeed.  Steve 
Graham, with the Wantman Group, and stated that Larry Zabik was previously 
involved in this case but was unable to attend.  Mr. Graham is requesting a continuance 
of the case in order to allow for Mr. Zabik to be present at the hearing.

• Mr. Ducoste stated that the request would allow for one tenant to occupy a large 
portion of the signage allowance for the entire site.  Additionally, the signs are 
unpermitted, and were not discussed with Staff before they were constructed.  Based on 
the conditions of the variance, Staff does not believe that there is a hardship to warrant 
approval of the variance.
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• Board Member Comments: Mr. Rice stated that previously the Board had declared that 
an additional continuance would not be granted at the last meeting.  
Action: Motion made by Ms. LaTorre with a Second by Mr. Sherwin to deny the 
request for a continuance.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Ms. LaTorre; and Mr. Zacks.
Nays: None

 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).

• The large freestanding sign is not part of the request, according to the Staff, as that sign 
was constructed without a permit and is not allowed by the Lake Worth code.

• Mr. Brian stated that the applicant has provided information as requested by the Staff, 
and that there is a hardship for the applicant.

• Mr. Thompson stated that the amount of signage requested by the Applicant is actually 
greater than the total signage allowance for the entire building, even though this tenant 
only occupies half of the building. (08:30pm)

• Board Member Comments: General discussion regarding the size, design, and type of 
the signs that exist currently, and what would be allowed by the Code.  Discussion over 
whether or not the signage allowance applies to the entire building, or just the 
Applicant.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin, Move to approve 15-01500003 request for a 
variance from 23.5-1 regarding the total combined sign area.  Permitted sign area for 
each building will be limited to one square foot of signage per one linear foot of 
building located adjacent to a public right of way. Motion did not receive a second.

• Additional discussion ensued regarding ownership of the property and the request for
the variance.  A variance, once granted, runs with the parcel, not a specific tenant.  As 
such, the owner of the property should be involved with the outcome and the specifics 
of a variance.  Ms. Ansay noted the ownership, and the legality of the Application that 
was submitted, and listed the decision options for the Board.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Mr. Humm to continue the 
case to the January 6, 2016, regular meeting, with the condition that all prohibited signs 
must be removed before the hearing.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: Mr. Zacks
 Motion carried four (4) to one (1).  (09:14pm)

G. New Business:

6. Planning Issues:

7. Public Comments (3 minute limit):

8. Departmental Reports:

9. Board Member Comments:

10. Adjournment:
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Action: Motion to adjourn made by Mr. Sherwin with a Second by Ms. LaTorre.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Rice; Mr. Sherwin; Mr. Humm; Mr. Zacks; and Ms. LaTorre.

 Nays: None.
 Motion carried five (5) to zero (0).  (09:16pm)

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: ALL CITY BOARDS ARE AUTHORIZED TO CONVERT ANY PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP SESSION WHEN A QUORUM IS NOT 
REACHED. THE DECISION TO CONVERT THE MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP 
SESSION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE CHAIR OR THE CHAIR'S DESIGNEE, 
WHO IS PRESENT AT THE MEETING. NO OFFICIAL ACTION SHALL BE TAKEN 
AT THE WORKSHOP SESSION, AND THE MEMBERS PRESENT SHOULD LIMIT 
THEIR DISCUSSION TO THE ITEMS ON THE AGENDA FOR THE PUBLICLY 
NOTICED MEETING. (Sec. 2-12 Lake Worth Code of Ordinances)

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.

All project-related back-up materials, including full plan sets, are available for review by the 
public in the Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division located at 1900 2nd Avenue 
North.
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DEPARTMENT for COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY
Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division

1900 2nd Avenue North · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

DATE: October 26, 2015

TO: Members of the Planning & Zoning Board

FROM: Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager
Curt Thompson, Community Planner

SUBJECT: PZB Project Numbers 15-02200001; 15-00300001 and 15-01300002, Consideration of:

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for Voluntary 
Annexation from unincorporated Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth of a 
parcel of land +/- 6.54 acres in area generally located approximately 200 feet west of 
the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road;

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Small Scale 
Future Land Use Map Amendment from the Palm Beach County Land Use designation 
of Commercial High Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre and Commercial Low 
Intensity/8 dwelling units per acre to a City of Lake Worth Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• A recommendation to the Planning & Zoning Board on a request for a Zoning Map 
Amendment from the Palm Beach County Multi Family Residential (RH) Zoning 
District to the City of Lake Worth Mixed Use – West (MU – W) Zoning District.

P&ZB Meeting Date: November 4, 2015

BACKGROUND/ PROPOSAL:

The applicant is requesting to voluntarily annex a 6.54 +/- acre parcel of land, located about 200 feet west 
of the northwest portion of the intersection of 10th Avenue North and Boutwell Road into the City of Lake 
Worth. This site is located within the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) geographical area
(please see attachments).

The City of Lake Worth initiated a process to adopt an Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) with 
Palm Beach County. Chapter 171, Part II, Florida Statutes (F.S.) established the ISBA process as a flexible, 
joint planning option for counties and municipalities to cooperatively adjust municipal boundaries while 
planning for service delivery and land use changes.  In general, the Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement 
(ISBA) and the annexation of parcels included in the area will have minimal impact on the different City 
departments. This is due to the following reasons: a) Most of the subject area is already served by the City 
(Water, Electric Utility, Fire Rescue); and b) Existing resources will be sufficient to provide service to the 
new area; or, additional resources will be minimal (Public Services, Community Sustainability, Sewer, 
Leisure Services).
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ANALYSIS:

The requested annexation is consistent with the following Objective and Policies of the Future Land Use 
Element within the City's adopted Comprehensive Plan:  

• Objective 1.3.8: Maintain a policy of expansion through voluntary annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.1: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the City of Lake 
Worth Comprehensive Plan such that there is no reduction in service level to existing City 
residents as a result of the annexation.

• Policy 1.3.8.2: Continue to promote orderly annexation of land where service delivery in the 
annexed area will be consistent with and equal to those provided for existing corporate lands.

• Policy 1.3.8.3: Consider requests for annexation on a case-by-case basis utilizing good planning 
methods and practices.

• Policy 1.3.8.4: Ensure that development plans for annexed parcels are compatible with adjacent 
areas. 

• Policy 1.3.8.5: Require infrastructure services available to a proposed annexation area at a level 
consistent with adopted level of service standards.

• Policy 1.3.8.6: Ensure that annexed areas do not become a financial burden by requiring 
applicants to demonstrate proposed impacts upon the City infrastructure system in the 
annexation process.

• Policy 1.3.8.7: Continue to promote orderly annexation of lands consistent with the Palm Beach 
Countywide Annexation Policy.

• Policy 1.2.2.5: Locational Strategy for the Mixed Use West Category – The Mixed Use West land 
use category is intended for mapping in areas from the westernmost city limits eastward to I-95 
and adjacent to the proposed Park of Commerce, where the existing land use pattern is 
characterized by a high proportion of land (either vacant or with marginally useful structures) that 
has a good potential for new retail, office, commercial and high-density multifamily development.

The proposed Future Land Use designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is 
consistent with adjacent properties along 10th Avenue North located within the City. 

The proposed zoning designation of Mixed Use - West (MU-W) is appropriate for the site and is consistent 
with surrounding properties which front 10th Avenue North within the City.  The MU-W District allows for 
low and moderate intensity commercial uses including administrative and professional offices, medical
offices, retail-type business services, low-intensity financial institutions, low-intensity convenience sales,
personal services, and eating and drinking establishments.  
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Section 23.2-36: Rezoning of Land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) amendments:

An amendment to the official zoning map processed with the FLUM amendment shall be reviewed based 
on the following factors:

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of the annexation, the 
surrounding area within the City Limits has a designation of Mixed Use West, and the 
proposed land use amendment would be consistent with the area and parcels in proximity 
to the site.

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

Staff Response: The proposed Future Land Use Map amendment would not be contrary to 
the established land use pattern, and will surround an area that would be a good candidate
for annexation into the City Limits.  No special land use or zoning designation has been 
requested, and the approval of the annexation with FLUM amendment would not grant any 
special privilege or create an isolated land use classification.  The larger area has been the 
subject of a long term concerted effort between the County and City as a joint planning area, 
and is consistent with the approved Inter-local Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA).

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

Staff Response: While no formal site plan has been submitted as part of this voluntary
annexation request, the governing land development regulations, including the sustainable 
bonus program will encourage smart growth and sustainable initiatives within the site as 
development takes shape.  

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

Staff Response: The applicant recognizes that in order to receive approval of a site plan, the 
proposed site will need to demonstrate compliance with Section 23.5-2.  
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e. Compatibility. The application shall consider the following compatibility factor: Whether the 
proposed FLUM amendment would be compatible with the current and future use of 
adjacent and nearby properties, or would negatively affect the property values of adjacent 
and nearby properties.

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM is compatibility with the future uses of the surrounding 

properties, and will not negatively affect the property values of the adjacent properties.

f. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. For FLUM 
amendments involving rezoning to a conventional zoning district, the review shall consider 
whether the proposal would further the City’s Economic Development Program, and also 
determine whether the proposal would: 1) Represent a potential decrease in the possible 
intensity of development, given the uses permitted in the proposed land use category; and
2) Represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable economic 
development benefits.

Staff Response: The proposed land use and zoning designations represent an increase in 
residential density, while allowing for other mix of uses when compared to the existing Palm 
Beach County land use (8 units per acre maximum) and zoning designation (Residential only, 
no commercial development permitted).

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

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

(2) The proposed FLUM amendment provides substantiated evidence of satisfying at least 
four  of the Direct Economic Development Benefits listed in subparagraph "g" above; and

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

Staff Response: The proposed FLUM amendment does not reduce the amount of land 

available for commercial development, and industrial use is not permitted for the properties 

under the current County designations.  

CONSEQUENT ACTION:

The Planning and Zoning Board’s recommendations will be forwarded to the City Commission for 
consideration at the next available regularly scheduled meeting.  
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning & Zoning Board approve the following:

• Approval of the Voluntary Annexation petition in accordance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan;

• Approval of the Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment to assign a Future Land Use 
designation of Mixed Use West (MU-W);

• Approval of the Zoning Map Amendment to assign an initial zoning of Mixed Use – West (MU - W) 
District.

POTENTIAL MOTIONS:

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-02200001: Request for voluntary annexation of a 6.54 +/- acre 
parcel of land (P.C.N. 00-43-44-20-01-026-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0030; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0060; 00-
43-44-20-01-004-0080; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0120; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0010; 00-43-44-20-01-004-0130)
location, from Palm Beach County to the City of Lake Worth, WITH/WITHOUT County recommendations; 

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-00300001 a Small Scale Future Land Use Map (FLUM) change 
from the County land use designation of Commercial High Intensity and Commercial Low Intensity/8 
dwelling units per acre (CH/8 and CL/8) to the City of Lake Worth land use designation of Mixed Use West
(MU-W).  

I MOVE THAT THE BOARD FORWARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION A RECOMMENDATION TO 
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE P&ZB Case No. 15-01300002: Zoning Map Amendment from a Palm Beach County 
Zoning Designation of Residential High Intensity (RH) to a City Zoning Designation of Mixed Use – West 
(MU-W).
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Attachments 

LOCATION MAP
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 1
2016-032

3
ORDINANCE NO. 2016-03 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA; 4
CHANGING THE ZONING OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A5
FROM COUNTY ZONING RESIDENTIAL HIGH INTENSITY (RH) TO CITY OF 6
LAKE WORTH ZONING MIXED USE – WEST (MU-W); PROVIDING THAT 7
CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ARE REPEALED; PROVIDING FOR 8
SEVERANCE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.9

10
WHEREAS, the property owner of the property described below in Exhibit 11

A (the “Property”) has petitioned the City of Lake Worth (the “City”) to voluntarily 12
annex the Property into the City and, as part of such annexation, for a change in13
the Property’s zoning from the County’s zoning category of Residential High 14
Intensity to the City’s zoning of Mixed Use – West (MU - W); and 15

16
WHEREAS, City staff has reviewed the request to rezone the Property 17

from a County zoning designation of Residential High Intensity to a City zoning18
designation of Mixed Use – West; and 19

20
WHEREAS, on November 4, 2015, the City Planning and Zoning Board21

recommended approval of such zoning change to the Property; and22
23

WHEREAS, the City Commission finds that the zoning of Mixed Use –24
West is consistent with the land use designation of Mixed Use - West (MU - W); 25
and26

27
WHEREAS, the City has duly noticed this Ordinance as required in 28

Section 166.041, Florida Statutes; and29
30

WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined that the adoption of this 31
Ordinance is in the best interest of the citizens and residents of the City of Lake 32
Worth.33

34
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 35

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:36
37

Section 1.  The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed and ratified.38
39

Section 2.  The parcel of land more particularly described in Exhibit A is hereby 40
designated as Mixed Use – West zoning within the City of Lake Worth.41

42
Section 3.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby 43
repealed.44

45
Section 4.  If any provision of this Ordinance, or the application thereof to any 46
person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other 47
provisions or applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the 48
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invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance 49
are declared severable,50

51
Section 5.  This Ordinance shall become effective thirty-one (31) days after 52
adoption.53

54
The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 55

Commissioner Amoroso, seconded by Commissioner Maier, and upon being put 56
to a vote, the vote was as follows:57

58
Mayor Pam Triolo AYE59
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell AYE60
Commissioner Christopher McVoy NAY61
Commissioner Andy Amoroso AYE62
Commissioner Ryan Maier AYE63

64
65

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 66
reading on the 8th of December, 2015.67

68
The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 69

Commissioner _________________, seconded by Commissioner 70
_________________, as amended and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 71
as follows:72

73
Mayor Pam Triolo74
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell75
Commissioner Christopher McVoy76
Commissioner Andy Amoroso77
Commissioner Ryan Maier78

79
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and 80

enacted on the 5th day of January, 2016.81
82

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION83
84
85

By:__________________________86
 Pam Triolo, Mayor   87

ATTEST:88
89

__________________________90
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk91
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AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-04 - Second Reading and Quasi-Judicial Public Hearing- rezone a portion of the Gulfstream 
Hotel

SUMMARY:  
The Ordinance will rezone approximately 0.93 acres of the 1.82 acre site associated with the Gulfstream Hotel,
situated on the east side of South Lakeside Drive and north of 1st Avenue South in the South Palm Park Historic 
District, from a zoning designation of Medium-Density Multi-Residential (MF-30) to Downtown (DT). 

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The Applicant (property owner) is preparing applications to renovate and redevelop the historic Gulfstream 
Hotel properties. The Applicant proposes to rezone seven (7) parcels for the proposed project, serving to 
revitalize the downtown corridor between the retail/restaurants uses and the Beach & Casino area. 

For the project to move forward, the Applicant must first rezone the MF-30 portion of the property to DT.  Next, 
the applicant must seek approval from the Historic Resources Preservation Board (HRPB) for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA) for exterior alterations, an addition to the historic structure, and new construction of a 
hotel annex and parking garage as well as site plan approval and conditional land use permit consistent with the 
requirements of Land Development Regulations. 

At its meeting of November 18, 2015, the City’s HRPB voted unanimously (7-0) to recommend approval to the 
City Commission HRPB 15-01300001, which covers changing the zoning from MF-30 to DT including a 
condition to require the petitioner to implement a Unity of Title for the subject parcels in order to move forward 
with any development plans. Further, the HRPB expressed concerns about the design, height, bulk, mass, and 
visual compatibility of any development on the southernmost parcels, located at the northeast corner of South 
Lakeside Drive and 1st Avenue South.  The HRPB also suggested a condition of approval stating any proposed 
development be compatible and harmonious with the historic integrity and character of the local historic district. 

At its meeting of December 8, 2015, the City Commission voted 3-2 to approve the Ordinance on first reading 
and to schedule the public hearing.  The dissenting votes were based on concerns regarding height, traffic 
generation and compatibility with the historic district of the future hotel project.

MOTION:
I move to approve/disapprove Ordinance No. 2015-04 on second reading. 



ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – Not applicable
Survey
Justification Statement
Letter of Objection – Malakates
Comparative Table
HRPB Staff Report November 18, 2015
Letter of Objection – Ona
HRPB Draft Minutes
Ordinance No. 2016-04





  

 

 
Gulfstream Hotel 

1 Lake Avenue, 11 Lake Avenue, 12 South Lakeside Drive, 14 South Lakeside Drive,  

20 South Lakeside Drive, 22 South Lakeside Drive and 24 South Lakeside Drive 

Rezoning Statement of Use and Justification 

 

HH Gulfstream Land Holdings, LLC (“Petitioner”) is preparing applications to renovate and redevelop the 

historic Gulfstream Hotel and related properties, which is an assemblage of seven (7) parcels located at 1 

Lake Avenue, 11 Lake Avenue, 12 South Lakeside Drive, 14 South Lakeside Drive, 20 South Lakeside Drive, 

22 South Lakeside Drive and 24 South Lakeside Drive (collectively referred to herein as “Property”), which 

is generally located on the south side of Lake Avenue between South Lakeside Drive and South Golfview 

Road within the City of Lake Worth (“City”).  The Property is located within the South Palm Park Historical 

District and is designated DMU, Downtown Mixed Use, on the City’s Future Land Use Map.  The northern 

+/- .89 acres of the Property located along the south side of Lake Avenue are within the DT, Downtown, 

zoning district (“DT Property”) and the southern +/- 0.93 acres of the Property located along the east side 

of South Lakeside Drive are within the MF-30, Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential, 30 dwelling units 

per acre, zoning district (“MF-30 Property”).  Excerpts from the City’s Future Land Use Map and Zoning 

Map with the Property identified are attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. 

The Property is currently approved for and developed with the historic one hundred five (105) room 

Gulfstream Hotel, two (2) dilapidated residential structures and a seventy-three (73) parking space surface 

parking lot.  At this time, Petitioner proposes to: renovate and restore the historic Gulfstream Hotel 

building to provide eighty-seven (87) hotel rooms and ancillary restaurant, bar or conference center uses; 

demolish (or relocate) the two (2) existing dilapidated residential structures; and construct an eighty-

seven (87) room hotel annex building and a two (2) story parking garage with rooftop parking and small 

scale community retail uses on the ground floor (“Project”).   A Conceptual Site Development Plan showing 

the proposed redevelopment plan is included with this application.  The Project will renew and revitalize 

the downtown corridor between the downtown retail and restaurant uses and beach and historic Lake 

Worth Casino area.  In order to develop the Project, Petitioner respectfully requests approval to rezone 

the MF-30 Property from the MF-30 to the DT zoning district (“Rezoning) consistent with the underlying 

DMU future land use designation. 

The City Commission passed Ordinance 2015-12 to adopt specific criteria to allow rezoning of property at 

its Regular Meeting on September 1, 2015.  As such, in accordance with the criteria proposed for adoption, 

Petitioner will demonstrate below that the Rezoning request: a) is consistent with the purpose and intent 

of the applicable Comprehensive Plan policies, Redevelopment Plans, and Land Development Regulations; 

b) is not contrary to the established land use pattern, nor would it create an isolated zoning district or 

land use classification unrelated to adjacent and nearby classifications or constitute a grant of special 

privilege to Petitioner as contrasted with the protection of the public welfare; c) supports the integration 

of a mix of land uses consistent with smart growth and sustainability initiatives with an emphasis on 1) 
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complementary land uses, 2) access to alternative modes of transportation, and 3) interconnectivity 

within the project and between adjacent properties; d) does not involve rezoning to a planned 

development district requiring the application of Section 23.5-2, Subdivision Regulations; e) is compatible 

with the current and future use of adjacent and nearby properties, will not negatively affect the property 

values of adjacent and nearby properties and is of a scale that is reasonably related to the needs of the 

neighborhood and the City as a whole; f) does not involve rezoning to a planned development district 

subject to review for compliance with the City’s Economic Development program; g) is a rezoning to a 

conventional zoning district that will further the City’s Economic Development Program; and h) shall 

comply with the requirements of the DT zoning district and the site development standards of Section 

23.2-32. 

 

a. Consistency. The proposed Rezoning is consistent with the purpose and intent of the applicable 

Comprehensive Plan policies, Redevelopment Plans, and Land Development Regulations.  The 

Property is designated DMU, Downtown Mixed Use,  on the City’s Future Land Use Map, which is 

“intended to provide for the establishment and expansion of a broad range of office, retail and 

commercial uses, including higher intensity commercial within the traditional downtown core of 

the City.”  The proposed Rezoning is consistent with the intent of the DMU future land use 

designation in that it will allow for the expansion and reopening of the historic Gulfstream Hotel 

with sufficient parking and accessory retail uses to support the viability of the hotel use.  The 

Project is also designed to comply with the dimensional requirements in the City’s Comprehensive 

Plan and Land Development Regulations with a maximum height of sixty-five feet (65’) for new 

construction and a maximum floor area ratio of 2.1 for the Property subject to approval of a 

Conditional Use Permit and Community Benefit/Sustainable Bonus by the Historic Resource 

Preservation Board.  In accordance with Section 1.1.3.6 of the City’s Future Land Use Element 

(“FLUE”), all ground floor areas are designed to be habitable with the provision of retail 

surrounding the structured parking garage on the ground floor.  In addition, the street corner at 

the intersection of Lake Avenue and South Lakeside Drive is designed to be open to incorporate a 

pedestrian use area.  The Project also furthers Section 1.1.3.6 of the FLUE by providing sufficient 

parking for all existing and proposed uses on the Property although parking for the existing use is 

not technically required by the Land Development Regulations.  In addition to the foregoing, the 

Project furthers the following Comprehensive Plan objectives and policies: 

 

FLUE Objective 1.3.7: To discourage the proliferation of urban sprawl by 

promoting high quality retail, office, and mixed use, especially in the Downtown 

Mixed Use category and the Dixie Highway Corridor, as the prime retail and 

commercial areas as specified on the Future Land Use Map.  

Policy 1.3.7.1: High quality retail office and defined mixed uses are 

encouraged in the downtown area.  

Policy 1.3 .7.2: The highest possible degree of mutually reinforcing 

commercial uses are encouraged in the DMU.  

Policy 1.3.7.3: The City shall continue to be proactive in development of 

strategies that facilitate adequate parking in the DMU and Dixie Highway 

Corridor.  
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Policy 1.3.7.4: Development and redevelopment opportunities in the 

downtown area will be enhanced through modification or reduction of 

parking space requirements, in recognition of public parking 

opportunities in the downtown area.  

Policy 1.3.7.5: The pedestrian character of the downtown commercial 

area will be enhanced through continuation of pedestrian access 

programs to ensure that development in the DMU is easily accessible to 

residents and visitors.  

Policy 1.3.7.6: In order to support continued redevelopment of older strip 

commercial areas (such as Dixie Highway) to maintain their economic 

viability, the City will continue to implement the design guidelines for its 

major commercial thoroughfares. These design guidelines establish 

flexible, but consistent standards for the exterior appearance of new and 

renovated buildings within two blocks of these main streets. The 

Guidelines incorporate implementation policies concerning appropriate 

signage, building colors, and architectural design of new and renovated 

structures.   

Policy 1.3.7.7: The City shall continue to implement urban design 

Guidelines for the Lake /Lucerne Corridor. 

 

FLUE Objective 1.7.3: To support redevelopment plans which recognize and 

respect the historic urban character of Downtown Lake Worth and the 

surrounding neighborhoods. 

 

Transportation Element Policy 2.1.1.9: The City shall discourage urban sprawl 

through private redevelopment in the downtown area. 

 

Transportation Element Policy 2.1.4.5: The City shall support the provision of safe 

vehicular parking to support new land development. Public parking lots shall 

continue to be provided to serve the downtown mixed use area, major attractions 

(such as Lake Worth Beach) and mass transit access points. 

 

Please refer to the table included on the Conceptual Site Development Plan, which demonstrates 

the Project’s compliance with the dimensional standards of the DT zoning district. 

b. Land Use Pattern. The proposed Rezoning is not contrary to the established land use pattern, nor 

will it create an isolated zoning district or land use classification unrelated to adjacent and nearby 

classifications or constitute a grant of special privilege to Petitioner as contrasted with the 

protection of the public welfare.  The following table identifies the future land use designation, 

zoning district and current use of the properties immediately surrounding the MF-30 Property 

subject to the proposed Rezoning.   
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In addition to the compatible future land use, zoning and existing use of surrounding properties, 

the physical scale of the Project is compatible with the established land use pattern.  Specifically, 

the existing condo building located across the alley to the east of the MF-30 Property is six (6) 

stories; the existing condo building located across South Lakeside Drive to the west of the MF-30 

Property is five (5) stories; the existing condo building located across Lake Avenue to the north of 

the future Gulfstream annex building is equivalent to five (5) stories; and the existing building 

located across Lake Avenue to the north of the historic Gulfstream Hotel is seven (7) stories.  

Images of the existing multi-family residential uses located adjacent to the Property are attached 

hereto as Exhibit “B”.  The proposed five (5) story hotel annex building located on the northern 

portion of the MF-30 Property and two (2) level parking garage with rooftop parking and 

community retail/meeting space on the ground floor proposed in the southern portion of the MF-

30 Property are consistent with the surrounding development.  In addition, the Project will 

provide an enlivened streetscape between the existing downtown retail, restaurant and cultural 

uses located to the west and the recreational opportunities at Bryant Park and the Beach and 

Casino complex located to the east. It is clear from future land use, zoning and existing 

development on the surrounding properties and the overall development pattern of the City that 

the proposed Rezoning is compatible with the existing land use pattern and will not create an 

isolated zoning district or confer a special privilege on Petitioner. 

 

c. Sustainability. The proposed Rezoning supports the integration of a mix of land uses consistent 

with smart growth and sustainability initiatives.  In particular, approval of the Rezoning 

application promotes a mix of complementary land uses in the downtown area, a smart growth 

principle that is a “critical component to achieving better places to live” according to the Smart 

Growth Network.  As described above, the uses immediately surrounding the Property are 

primarily multi-family residential and recreational.  Approval of the proposed Rezoning will allow 

for the renovation and expansion of the historic Gulfstream hotel with ancillary restaurant, 

meeting space and community retail use, which is complementary to the multi-family residential 

development and recreational uses immediately surrounding the Property.  The complementary 

mix of land uses will increase access to alternative modes of transportation by creating a 

commercial base to help support the expansion of viable public transit in the downtown core of 

the City.  In addition, the Project is designed to foster interconnectivity within the Project and 

between adjacent properties.  As shown on the Conceptual Site Development Plan included with 

this Rezoning application, the hotel annex building is designed to provide a covered porch along 

Lake Avenue to the west of the historic Gulfstream Hotel and is set back to allow views of the 

historic Gulfstream Hotel building for travelers coming from the west along Lake Avenue.  The 

design of the Project also provides space for landscaping and pedestrian use area along Lake 

Property 

Location
Land Use Zoning Current Use

North DMU DT Vacant (site of Future Gulfstream Hotel Annex)

South High Density Residential MF-30 Multi-Family Residential

East DMU MF-30 Multi-Family Residential (Gulfstream Condos)

West DMU DT/MF-30 Multi-Family Residential (Gold Coast Towers)

Adjacent Property Information
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Avenue and community retail use on the ground floor of the proposed parking garage.  In addition, 

the proposed hotel annex building is designed to connect to the proposed one (1) story expansion 

of the historic Gulfstream Hotel. Approval of the proposed Rezoning will allow for a 

complementary mix of uses that supports alternative modes of transportation and provides 

interconnectivity within the Project and between adjacent properties. 

 

d. Availability of Public Services/Infrastructure. This criteria is applicable to applications requesting 

to rezone to a planned zoning district only.  Considering that the Rezoning Application seeks 

approval to rezone to the conventional DT zoning district, this criteria does not apply.  That being 

said, Petitioner will ensure the provision of adequate public services and infrastructure necessary 

to support the Project through the Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit application processes 

required in order to develop the Project. 

 

e. Compatibility. The proposed Rezoning is compatible with the current and future use of adjacent 

and nearby properties; will not negatively affect the property values of adjacent and nearby 

properties; and is of a scale that is reasonably related to the needs of the neighborhood and the 

City as a whole.  As discussed in sections (c) and (d) above, the proposed Rezoning is compatible 

with the current and future use of the adjacent multi-family residential and recreationally used 

properties.  The proposed Rezoning will not negatively affect surrounding property values; rather, 

the Smart Growth Network advises that “siting commercial areas close to residential areas can 

[actually] raise property values”.  In addition, the Project is designed to relate to the scale of the 

surrounding neighborhood with the location of the proposed five (5) story, sixty-five foot (65’) tall 

hotel annex on the northern portion of the Property along Lake Avenue and adjacent to the 

surrounding five (5), six (6) and seven (7) story multifamily residential uses.  In addition, the lower-

intensity two (2) level parking garage with rooftop parking and community retail/meeting uses 

along the street frontages at the ground level is proposed to be located on the southern portion 

of the Property, thus providing a transition to the land designated and used for medium density 

residential uses located to the south.  Considering the foregoing, the proposed Rezoning is 

consistent and compatible with the surrounding area, will not affect surrounding property values 

and is of a scale that relates to the needs of the neighborhood and City as a whole. 

 

f. Direct Community Sustainability and Economic Development Benefits. This criteria is applicable to 

applications requesting to rezone to a planned zoning district only.  Considering that the Rezoning 

Application seeks approval to rezone to the conventional DT zoning district, this criteria does not 

apply. 

 

g. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. The proposed 

Rezoning involves rezoning to the conventional DT zoning district and will further the City’s 

Economic Development.  Approval of the Rezoning will allow for the expansion and renovation of 

the historic Gulfstream Hotel, thus providing additional job opportunities for the residents of the 

City, improved lodging options for residents of and visitors to the City and expanded retail, 

restaurant and meeting area choices for the community at large.  In addition, the proposed 

Rezoning will not represent a potential decrease in the possible intensity of development, nor will 
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it represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable economic 

development benefits. 

  

h. Master Plan and Site Plan Compliance with Land Development Regulations. The Project shall 

comply with the site development standards of Section 23.2-32 and will provide specific details 

through the required Site Plan Application approval process subsequent to the approval of the 

proposed Rezoning. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit “A” 

Excerpts from City of Lake Worth Future Land Use and Zoning Maps 

  



Excerpt from the City of Lake Worth Future Land Use Map 

 

                                                      
Property 



Excerpt from the City of Lake Worth Zoning Map 

 

             
Property 



 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit “B” 

Aerial of Property and Photos of Surrounding Properties 
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 Downtown Mixed Use–Comp. Plan Required - DT Required MF-30 

Land Use Description 

The DMU is intended for the establishment 

and expansion of office, retail and 

commercial uses within the downtown core 

of the City. 

Not Applicable Not Applicable 

Lot Area Not Applicable 6,500 square feet (DT) 9,750 square feet (MF-30) 

Lot Width Not Applicable 50 feet (DT) 50 feet or 75 feet (MF-30) 

Building Height 

Comprehensive Plan: Maximum height of 45’ 

west of Federal 

Highway; Maximum height of 65’ east of 

Federal Highway. 

Height in excess of 45’ allowed east of Federal 

Highway through Conditional Use Permit 

approval by appropriate regulatory authority.  

Zoning Code: 30 ft. (not to exceed 2 stories) 

*Additional 15 ft. of height under Sustainable Bonus Incentive Program (not to exceed 

4 stories). 

*Additional 35 ft. of height under Sustainable Bonus Incentive Program (not to exceed 

6 stories) east of Federal Highway with the provision of a hotel or mixed use hotel 

project of at least 50 rooms, requires conditional land use. 

Zoning Code: 

30 ft. (not to exceed 2 stories) 

*Additional 5 ft. of height under Sustainable Bonus Incentive Program (not to exceed 3 

stories). 

Comprehensive Plan: 30 feet (maximum of 2 stories). 

Community Benefit: Plus 5 feet (maximum of 3 stories) 

Setbacks Downtown Mixed Use–Comp. Plan Required - DT Required MF-30 

Front   Not Applicable 

From Dixie Highway: 10 feet. 

From Lake Avenue and Lucerne Avenue east of the FEC ROW: 5 feet. 

From all other ROW: 10 feet. 

Setback can be increased by 8, 10 or 12 feet if open arcade or public plaza is provided. 

Twenty (20) feet 

Side (street) Not Applicable 

From street side lot line: Shall be ten (10) feet. 

Street side setback can be increased by eight (8), ten (10) or twelve (12) feet if the 

building provides an open arcade or public plaza. 

Minimum street side setback:  

Ten (10) feet up to a maximum of twenty-two (22) feet. 

Side (interior) Not Applicable 
From interior side lot line: None. 

 

Ten (10) percent of lot width, with a minimum of three (3) feet and a minimum of ten 

(10) feet for lots over one hundred (100) feet in width.  

Two-story buildings shall have a side set back of five (5) feet. 

Roof overhangs shall not project more than two (2) feet into the setback. 

Rear  Not Applicable 

For lots platted on Blocks G through L of the Townsite Subdivision: Ten (10) feet. 

For all other lots: Five (5) feet. 

For lots next to residential zoning districts: Fifteen (15) feet or ten (10) percent of lot 

depth, whichever is greater.  

For accessory structures: Five (5) feet 

Fifteen (15) feet or ten percent of lot depth.  

Five (5) feet for accessory structures. 



Bonus Height and 

Stories 

Third story and above allowed with the 

provision of Community Benefits. Allowable 

heights subject to design-related 

development standards when adjacent to 

single-family residential uses. 

Additional fifteen (15) feet in height shall be granted under the Sustainable Bonus 

Incentive Program (not to exceed four (4) stories).  

Additional thirty-five (35) feet in height shall be granted under the Sustainable Bonus 

Incentive Program (not to exceed six (6) stories) east of Federal Highway with the 

provision of a hotel with fifty (50) or more rooms or a mixed use hotel project 

inclusive of fifty (50) or more rooms and requires a conditional land use. 

Five (5) feet of additional height and one (1) story allowed under the Sustainable Bonus 

Incentive Program not to exceed three (3) stories. 

Accessory Structure 

Limitations 
Not Applicable 

The total area for accessory structures is limited to 40% of the principal structure area 

or 1,000 square feet, whichever is less. 

All accessory structures shall not exceed forty (40) percent of the gross floor area of the 

principal structure or one thousand (1,000) feet whichever is less, excluding approved 

prefabricated metal storage buildings totaling no more than one hundred forty-four 

(144) square feet. 

Impermeable Surface 

Total 
Not Applicable 

Ninety (90) percent of the lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) 

square feet;  

Eighty-five (85) percent for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven 

thousand four hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

Eighty (80) percent for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and 

greater. 

Sixty-five (65) percent of the lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) 

square feet;  

Sixty (60) percent for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven 

thousand four hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

Fifty-five (55) percent for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and 

greater.  

Provided however that the lesser of nine hundred (900) square feet or seventy-five (75) 

percent of the front yard area shall remain pervious and be landscaped. 

Maximum  Coverage 

for All Structures 
Not Applicable 

Seventy (70) percent for lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) 

square feet;  

Sixty-five (65) percent for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven 

thousand four hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

Sixty (60) percent for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and 

greater 

Forty-five (45) percent for lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) 

square feet;  

Forty (40) percent for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven 

thousand four hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

Thirty-five (35) percent for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and 

greater. 

Floor Area Ratio 

 Maximum 2.5 FAR for non-residential uses. 

Preferred mix of uses within this land use 

classification is 25% residential and 75% non-

residential. 

Maximum FAR is 1.70. Maximum FAR is 2.2 east of Federal Highway and inclusive of 

hotel requirement. The FAR shall be:  

1.20 for lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) square feet; 

1.15 for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven thousand four 

hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

1.10 for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and greater. 

An additional 0.50 of FAR shall be granted under the Sustainable Bonus Incentive 

Program. 

An additional 0.50 of FAR shall be granted under a conditional land use for a hotel 

project of fifty (50) rooms or more for a mixed use hotel project of fifty (50) rooms or 

more. 

Maximum FAR is 1.30. The FAR shall be:  

0.80 for lots up to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine (4,999) square feet; 

0.75 for lots between five thousand (5,000) square feet and seven thousand four 

hundred ninety-nine (7,499) square feet; and  

0.70 for lots seven thousand five hundred (7,500) square feet and greater. 

An additional 0.50 of FAR shall be granted under the Sustainable Bonus Incentive 

Program. 

Parking Not Applicable 

1 space per sleeping room;  

2 additional spaces for office. 

Additional 50% of required parking to accommodate any accessory uses, such as 

restaurants, bars, conference centers, etc. 

1 space per bedroom with a max. of 2 spaces per unit;  

additional 0.5 guest space per efficiency and 1-bedroom unit; no additional guest 

spaces required for units containing 2 or more bedrooms 

  



City Of Lake Worth
Department for Community Sustainability

Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Division
1900 Second Avenue North· Lake Worth, Florida 33460 · Phone: 561-586-1687

DATE: October 16, 2015

MEETING DATE: November 18, 2015

TO: Members of the Historic Resources Preservation Board (HRPB)

FROM: Curt Thompson, Community Planner
Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager

SUBJECT: HRPB Project Number 15-01300001: A request by Beth Schrantz and Bonnie Miskel, Esq. of 
Dunay, Miskel and Backman, LLP, on behalf of HH Gulfstream Land Holdings, LLC (petitioner/applicant),
to rezone +/- .93 acres of property.   The subject site is located on the south side of Lake Avenue between 
South Lakeside Drive to the west and South Golfview Road to the east, and is located within the South 
Palm Park Local Historic District. The subject property consists of the following Property Control Numbers 
(PCNs): 38-43-44-21-15-033-0010; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0030; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0040; 38-43-44-21-15-
033-0050; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0060.

LAND USE/ZONING: The entire subject site has a Future Land Use designation of Downtown Mixed Use 
(DMU) and is located in the Downtown (DT) and the Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential (MF-30) 
Zoning Districts.

REQUEST: Applicant request a rezoning from Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential Zoning District 
(MF-30) to Downtown (DT) for a portion of the subject properties.

SYNOPSIS:

Applicant/Petitioner HH Gulfstream Land Holdings, LLC

General Location
South of Lake Avenue between South Lakeside Drive on the west and South Golfview Road to the 
east. 

Zoning
Downtown (DT) and the Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential Zoning Districts (MF-30). Please 
see location maps

Existing Land Use Gulfstream Hotel and Vacant properties

Future Land Use 
Designation

Downtown Mixed Use (DMU)

Applicable 
Municipal Code 
Sections

23.2-36  

Downtown Mixed Use – Comp. Plan Required - DT Required MF-30 Proposed/Existing

Land Use 
Description

The DMU is intended for the 
establishment and expansion of office, 
retail and commercial uses within the 
downtown core of the City.

Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable



Lot Area Not Applicable
6,500 square feet 
(DT)

9,750 square feet 
(MF-30)

Not Applicable at 
this time

Lot Width Not Applicable
50 feet (DT) 50 feet or 75 feet 

(MF-30)
Not Applicable at 

this time.

Building Height

Comprehensive Plan: Maximum height 
of 45’ west of Federal
Highway; Maximum height of 65’ east 
of Federal Highway.
Height in excess of 45’ allowed east of 
Federal Highway
through Conditional Use Permit 
approval by appropriate
regulatory authority. 

Zoning Code: 30 
ft. (not to exceed 
2 stories)
*Additional 15 ft. 
of height under 
Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program (not to 
exceed 4 stories).
*Additional 35 ft. 
of height under 
Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program (not to 
exceed 6 stories) 
east of Federal 
Highway with the 
provision of a 
hotel or mixed 
use hotel project 
of at least 50 
rooms, requires 
conditional land 
use.

Zoning Code:
30 ft. (not to 
exceed 2 stories)
*Additional 5 ft. 
of height under 
Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program (not to 
exceed 3 stories).

Comprehensive 
Plan:
30 feet
(maximum of 2 
stories).

Community 
Benefit: Plus 5 
feet
(maximum of 3 
stories)

Not applicable at 
this time.

Setbacks Required - DT Required MF-30 Provided

Front Not Applicable

From Dixie 
Highway: 10 feet.
From Lake 
Avenue and  
Lucerne Avenue 
east of the FEC 
ROW: 5 feet.
From all other 
ROW: 10 feet.
Setback can be 
increased by 8, 
10 or 12 feet if 
open arcade or 
public plaza is 
provided.

Twenty (20) feet

Not applicable at 
this time



Side (street) Not Applicable

From street side 
lot line: Shall be 
ten (10) feet.

Street side 
setback can be 
increased by 
eight (8), ten (10) 
or twelve (12) 
feet if the 
building provides 
an open arcade 
or public plaza.

Minimum street 
side setback: 
Ten (10) feet up 
to a maximum of 
twenty-two (22) 
feet.

Not applicable at 
this time

Side (interior) Not Applicable

From interior 
side lot line: 
None.

Ten (10) percent 
of lot width, with 
a minimum of 
three (3) feet and 
a minimum of 
ten (10) feet for 
lots over one 
hundred (100) 
feet in width. 

Two-story 
buildings shall 
have a side set 
back of five (5) 
feet.

Roof overhangs 
shall not project 
more than two
(2) feet into the 
setback.

Not applicable at 
this time



Rear Not Applicable

For lots platted 
on Blocks G 
through L of the 
Townsite 
Subdivision: Ten 
(10) feet.

For all other lots: 
Five (5) feet.

For lots next to 
residential zoning 
districts: Fifteen 
(15) feet or ten 
(10) percent of 
lot depth, 
whichever is 
greater. 

For accessory 
structures: Five 
(5) feet

Fifteen (15) feet 
or ten percent of 
lot depth. 
Five (5) feet for 
accessory 
structures.

Not applicable at 
this time



Bonus Height and 
Stories

Third story and above allowed with the
provision of Community Benefits. 
Allowable heights subject to
design-related development standards 
when adjacent to single
family residential uses.

Additional fifteen 
(15) feet in 
height shall be 
granted under 
the Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program (not to 
exceed four (4) 
stories). 

Additional thirty-
five (35) feet in 
height shall be 
granted under 
the Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program (not to 
exceed six (6) 
stories) east of 
Federal Highway 
with the 
provision of a 
hotel with fifty 
(50) or more 
rooms or a mixed 
use hotel project 
inclusive of fifty 
(50) or more 
rooms and 
requires a 
conditional land 
use.

Five (5) feet of 
additional height 
and one (1) story 
allowed under 
the Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program not to 
exceed three (3) 
stories.

Not Applicable at 
this time



Accessory Structure 
Limitations

Not Applicable

The total area for 
accessory 
structures is 
limited to 40% of 
the principal 
structure area or 
1,000 square 
feet, whichever is 
less.

All accessory 
structures shall 
not exceed forty 
(40) percent of 
the gross floor 
area of the 
principal 
structure or one 
thousand (1,000) 
feet whichever is 
less, excluding 
approved 
prefabricated 
metal storage 
buildings totaling 
no more than 
one hundred 
forty-four (144) 
square feet.

Not applicable at 
this time



Impermeable 
Surface Total

Not Applicable

Ninety (90) 
percent of the 
lots up to four 
thousand nine 
hundred ninety-
nine (4,999) 
square feet; 

Eighty-five (85) 
percent for lots 
between five 
thousand (5,000) 
square feet and 
seven thousand 
four hundred 
ninety-nine 
(7,499) square 
feet; and 

Eighty (80) 
percent for lots 
seven thousand 
five hundred 
(7,500) square 
feet and greater.

Sixty-five (65) 
percent of the 
lots up to four 
thousand nine 
hundred ninety-
nine (4,999) 
square feet; 

Sixty (60) percent 
for lots between 
five thousand 
(5,000) square 
feet and seven 
thousand four 
hundred ninety-
nine (7,499) 
square feet; and 

Fifty-five (55) 
percent for lots 
seven thousand 
five hundred 
(7,500) square 
feet and greater. 

Provided 
however that the 
lesser of nine 
hundred (900) 
square feet or 
seventy-five (75) 
percent of the 
front yard area 
shall remain 
pervious and be 
landscaped.

Not applicable at 
this time



Maximum  Coverage
for All Structures

Not Applicable

Seventy (70) 
percent for lots 
up to four 
thousand nine 
hundred ninety-
nine (4,999) 
square feet; 

Sixty-five (65) 
percent for lots 
between five 
thousand (5,000) 
square feet and 
seven thousand 
four hundred 
ninety-nine 
(7,499) square 
feet; and 

Sixty (60) percent 
for lots seven 
thousand five 
hundred (7,500) 
square feet and 
greater

Forty-five (45) 
percent for lots 
up to four 
thousand nine 
hundred ninety-
nine (4,999) 
square feet; 

Forty (40) 
percent for lots 
between five 
thousand (5,000) 
square feet and 
seven thousand 
four hundred 
ninety-nine 
(7,499) square 
feet; and 

Thirty-five (35) 
percent for lots 
seven thousand 
five hundred 
(7,500) square 
feet and greater.

Not applicable at 
this time



Floor Area Ratio

Maximum 2.5 FAR for non-residential
uses. Preferred mix of uses within this 
land use classification is 25% residential 
and 75% non-residential.

Maximum FAR is 
1.70. Maximum 
FAR is 2.2 east of 
Federal Highway 
and inclusive of 
hotel 
requirement. The 
FAR shall be: 

1.20 for lots up 
to four thousand 
nine hundred 
ninety-nine 
(4,999) square 
feet;

1.15 for lots 
between five 
thousand (5,000) 
square feet and 
seven thousand 
four hundred 
ninety-nine 
(7,499) square 
feet; and 

1.10 for lots 
seven thousand 
five hundred 
(7,500) square 
feet and greater.

An additional 
0.50 of FAR shall 
be granted under 
the Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program.

An additional 
0.50 of FAR shall 
be granted under 
a conditional 
land use for a 
hotel project of 
fifty (50) rooms 
or more for a 

Maximum FAR is 
1.30. The FAR 
shall be: 
0.80 for lots up 
to four thousand 
nine hundred 
ninety-nine 
(4,999) square 
feet;

0.75 for lots 
between five 
thousand (5,000) 
square feet and 
seven thousand 
four hundred 
ninety-nine 
(7,499) square 
feet; and 

0.70 for lots 
seven thousand 
five hundred 
(7,500) square 
feet and greater.

An additional 
0.50 of FAR shall 
be granted under 
the Sustainable 
Bonus Incentive 
Program.

Not applicable at 
this time



mixed use hotel 
project of fifty 
(50) rooms or 
more.

Parking Not Applicable

1 space per 
sleeping room; 
2 additional 
spaces for office.
Additional 50% of 
required parking 
to accommodate 
any accessory
uses, such as 
restaurants, bars, 
conference 
centers, etc.

1 space per 
bedroom with a 
max. of 2 spaces 
per unit; 
additional 0.5 
guest space per 
efficiency and 1-
bedroom unit; no 
additional guest 
spaces required 
for units 
containing 2 or 
more bedrooms

Not applicable at 
this time

Board Action 
Required

Approve, Approve With Conditions, Deny the Request, Continue the request for additional 
information.

Staff 
Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of the requested Rezoning. 

Name and Title Initials

Project Planner Curt Thompson, Community Planner CT

Approved by Maxime Ducoste, Planning and Preservation Manager MD

Project/Property Description:
HH Gulfstream Land Holdings, LLC (“Petitioner/Applicant”) is preparing applications to renovate and

redevelop the historic Gulfstream Hotel and related properties, which is an assemblage of seven (7) 

parcels located at 1 Lake Avenue, 11 Lake Avenue, 12 South Lakeside Drive, 14 South Lakeside Drive, 20 

South Lakeside Drive, 22 South Lakeside Drive and 24 South Lakeside Drive (collectively referred to herein 

as “Property”), which is generally located on the south side of Lake Avenue between South Lakeside Drive 

and South Golfview Road within the City of Lake Worth (“City”).  The Property is located within the South 

Palm Park Historical District and is designated Downtown Mixed Use (DMU), on the City’s Future Land Use 

Map.  The northern +/- .89 acres of the Property are located along the south side of Lake Avenue within 

the Downtown (DT), zoning district (“DT Property”).The southern +/- 0.93 acres of the Property are 

located along the east side of South Lakeside Drive within the MF-30, Medium-Density Multi-Family 

Residential, 30 dwelling units per acre, zoning district (“MF-30 Property”).  Excerpts from the City’s Future 

Land Use Map and Zoning Map with the Property identified are attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.

ANALYSIS: 
The Property is currently developed with the historic one hundred five (105) room Gulfstream Hotel, two 

(2) dilapidated residential accessory structures and a paved surface parking lot consisting of seventy-three 

(73) parking spaces.  



A Conceptual Site Development Plan showing the proposed redevelopment of the property has been 

included with this petition/application.  At some point in the future, the Petitioner will propose to: 

renovate and restore the historic Gulfstream Hotel building to provide 86 hotel rooms and ancillary 

restaurant, bar or conference center uses; demolish (or relocate) the two (2) existing dilapidated 

residential structures; construct a 96 room hotel annex building; and add a parking garage containing 

approximately 300 parking spaces with small scale community retail uses on the ground floor.  

The petitioner/applicant contends that the proposed future site development plan mentioned above will 

renew and revitalize the downtown corridor between the downtown retail and restaurant uses, the beach 

and the Lake Worth Casino area.  In order to implement the abovementioned proposal, the petitioner 

must first obtain approval to rezone the MF-30 portion of the Property from an MF-30 zoning district to a 

DT zoning district.  Following that request, the applicant must seek approval from the HRPB for a 

Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for exterior alterations and an addition to the historic structure, and 

new construction for the hotel annex and parking garage, a site plan approval and a conditional land use 

permit consistent with the requirements of Land Development Regulations.

Public Support/Opposition

Staff has not received letters of support or opposition to this project.

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan:

It is the opinion of Staff that the applicant’s proposed rezone is consistent with the following portions of 
the Comprehensive Plan:

Land Use Classification 1.1.3.6 – Downtown Mixed Use

The Downtown Mixed Use (DMU) land use category is intended to provide for the establishment and 
expansion of a broad range of office, retail and commercial uses, including higher intensity commercial 
within the traditional downtown core of the City. Diversity of retail uses is encouraged; however, certain
commercial uses are not permitted in the Downtown Mixed Use category because they would be 
detrimental to the shopping or office functions of the area. All ground floor uses within the Downtown 
Mixed Use area shall be habitable. The corresponding/implementing zoning districts are DT, MU-E, MF-
20 and MF-30.

Section 23.2-36: Rezoning of Land and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) amendments.

Review Criteria. An amendment to the official zoning map processed without the FLUM amendment 
shall be reviewed based on the following factors:

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



Staff Response: The proposed Rezoning will be consistent with the purpose and intent of the applicable 
Comprehensive Plan policies, Redevelopment Plans, and Land Development Regulations.  The Property is 
designated Downtown Mixed Use (DMU), on the City’s Future Land Use Map, which is “intended to 
provide for the establishment and expansion of a broad range of office, retail and commercial uses, 
including higher intensity commercial within the traditional downtown core of the City.”  The proposed 
Rezoning will be consistent with the intent of the DMU future land use designation. The renovation, and 
expansion of the Historic Gulfstream Hotel would be subject to review by the Historic Resources 
Preservation Board (HRPB) for a COA for alteration, addition, and new construction, and a site plan and 
conditional land use permit approval. It is important to note: that any proposed site plan by the Petitioner 
would be subject to review and comment by the City’s Site Plan Review Team (SPRT) to ensure compliance 
with all City standards.      

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

Staff Response: The proposed Rezoning will not be contrary to the established land use pattern, nor will 
it create an isolated zoning district or land use classification unrelated to adjacent and nearby 
classifications or constitute a grant of special privilege to Petitioner as contrasted with the protection of 
the public welfare.  The following table identifies the future land use designation, zoning district and 
current use of the properties immediately surrounding the MF-30 Property subject to the proposed 
Rezoning.  

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

Staff Response: The proposed Rezoning supports the integration of a mixture of land uses consistent with 
smart growth and sustainability initiatives. As described above, the uses immediately surrounding the 
Property are primarily multi-family residential and recreational.  Approval of the proposed Rezoning will
allow the petitioner to seek a CoA for alteration, addition, and new construction; and site plan and 
conditional land use approval from the HRPB for the renovation and expansion of the Historic Gulfstream 
Hotel. Further, the property is centrally located in a pedestrian dense environment, which offers 
accessibility to different modes of transportation.  Most importantly, the rezoning supports the 

Property 

Location
Land Use Zoning Current Use

North DMU DT Vacant (site of Future Gulfstream Hotel Annex)

South High Density Residential MF-30 Multi-Family Residential

East DMU MF-30 Multi-Family Residential (Gulfstream Condos)

West DMU DT/MF-30 Multi-Family Residential (Gold Coast Towers)

Adjacent Property Information



renovation of the City’s historic Gulfstream Hotel, which has stood empty and deteriorating for almost 
ten (10) years.

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

Staff Response: This criteria is applicable to applications requesting to rezone to a planned development
district only (PDD).  Considering that the Rezoning Application seeks approval to rezone to the 
conventional DT zoning district, this criteria does not apply.  That being said, City staff and the Petitioner 
will ensure that adequate provision of public services and infrastructure necessary to support any 
proposed project through the Site Plan (SPRT) and Conditional Land Use Permit application processes.

5. Compatibility. The application shall consider the following compatibility factors:

a. Whether the proposed rezoning would be compatible with the current and future use of adjacent and 
nearby properties, or would negatively affect the property values of adjacent and nearby properties.

Staff Response:  The proposed Rezoning shall be compatible with the current and future use of adjacent 
and nearby properties and will not negatively affect the property values of adjacent and nearby 
properties. It is important to note that any site improvement(s) shall be subject to a site plan, conditional 
land use, and CoA for any alterations, additions and new construction approval(s).

b. Whether the proposed rezoning is of a scale which is reasonably related to the needs of the 
neighborhood and the city as a whole.

Staff Response: Due to the fact that the staff received a conceptual plan that does not delineate the scale,
elevation or mass of proposed structures, the scale of this proposed plan cannot be determined at this 
time.  However, the rezoning would facilitate the compact, unified development of a collection of parcels 
as a single project property under one zoning classification.  Developing all of the parcels as a collective 
project will afford both the HRPB and staff an opportunity to ensure that the scale of the project is 
appropriate for the district and neighborhood.

6. Direct Community Sustainability and Economic Development Benefits. For rezoning involving rezoning 
to a planned zoning district, the review shall consider the economic benefits of the proposed amendment, 
specifically, whether the proposal would: 

a. Further implementation of the City’s Economic Development (CED) Program;

Staff Response: Considering that the rezoning request only seeks approval to rezone to the conventional 
DT zoning district, the criterion, 6 (a) through (h) does not apply to this request.

7. Economic Development Impact Determination for Conventional Zoning Districts. For rezoning involving 
rezoning to a conventional zoning district, the review shall consider whether the proposal would further 
the Economic Development Program, and also determine whether the proposal would:



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

Staff Response: At this time, there is not enough information in the conceptual plan to determine the 
economic impact to the City at this time. The petitioner/applicant will be required to submit more detailed 
plans (site plan, floor plan, elevations, massing studies, streetscapes and landscape plan) for staff review 
to properly determine the economic impacts to the City of Lake Worth. The staff would like the Board to 
note, that the rezoning has the potential of increasing the intensity and density of more than 50% of the 
site.

b. Represent a potential decrease in the number of uses with high probable economic development 
benefits.

Staff Response: The conceptual nature of the plans does not provide adequate data to determine the 
potential increase or decrease of economic development benefits to the City of Lake Worth. The staff 
would like the Board to note, that the rezoning has the potential of allowing the number of uses permitted 
to increase. 

8. Master Plan and Site Plan Compliance with Land Development Regulations. When master plan and site 
plan review are required, both shall comply with the requirements of the respective zoning district 
regulations of Article III and the site development standards of Section 23.2-32

Staff Response: This standard was not addressed by the petitioner/applicant due to the conceptual nature 
of the plans submitted for staff review.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The analysis has shown that the rezoning request meets the applicable standards as indicated above.  The 
rezoning as proposed is in harmony with the underlying future land use and all future proposals shall be 
subject to the City of Lake Worth’s Land Development Regulations.  The Land Development Regulations 
require a conditional land use permit for a hotel use in the Downtown zoning district.  Any proposal to 
restore, renovate, and expand the existing hotel structure or construct additional structures would 
require a Certificate of Appropriateness, a Site Plan Review, and a Conditional Land Use Permit. In 
addition, the petitioner shall be required to implement a Unity of Title for the subject parcels in order to 
move forward with any development plans and meet the requirements of the Land Development 
Regulations. 

CONSEQUENT ACTION: 
The Historic Resources Preservation Board can choose to recommend approval of the application; 
recommend approval of the application with conditions; continue the hearing to a date certain to 
request additional information; or recommend denial of the application.  The decision of the Historic 
Resources Preservation Board will be submitted to the Lake Worth City Commission for final 
determination of the rezoning request.  



POTENTIAL MOTION:

I MOVE TO APPROVE/DENY HRPB Project Number 15-01300001: Recommending approval for the 
Request for a Rezoning of +/- .93 acres of property from Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential (MF-
30) to Downtown (DT), with the conditions as recommended by Staff.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Decision Criteria – New Construction
2. Photographs

a. Sign Posted
3. Proposed Architectural Plans, revised 10/16/2015
4. Approved Architectural Plans, dated 7/10/2015



LOCATION MAP



Exhibit A







CITY OF LAKE WORTH
1900 2nd Ave N · Lake Worth, Florida 33461 · Phone: 561-586-1687

Minutes
Regular Meeting

City of Lake Worth
Historic Resources Preservation Board

City Hall Commission Room 
7 North Dixie Hwy; Lake Worth, FL

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 2015 6:00 PM

1. Roll Call and Recording of Absences: Herman Robinson, Chair, called the meeting to order at 
6:02 PM. Beth Jones Administrative Support Supervisor, called the roll. Those present were: 
Mr. Robinson; Jimmy Zoellner; Tom Norris; Judith Just; Darrin Engel; Loretta Sharpe; and 
Erin Fitzhugh Sita. Also present were: Carolyn Ansay, Assistant City Attorney; William Waters,
Director for the Department of Community Sustainability; Maxime Ducoste, Planning & 
Preservation Manager; Aimee Sunny, Preservation Planning Coordinator; Curt Thompson, 
Community Planner and Ms. Jones.

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Additions/Deletions/Reordering and Approval of the Agenda 

• Action: Motion to approve the Agenda made by Ms. Just with a second by Mr. Norris
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. Sharpe 
and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita

 Nays: None
Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0).

4. Approval of Minutes

A. The October 14, 2015, meeting minutes will be presented at the December 9, 2015, Historic 
Resources Preservation Board meeting.

5. Cases

A. Swearing in of Staff and Applicants

• Ms. Jones administered the swearing in.

B. Proof of Publication

1. Legal Ads
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Action: Motion to approve the legal ads was made by Mr. Zoellner with a second by Mr. 
Engel.

Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. Sharpe 
and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita

 Nays: None
Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0).

C. Withdrawals/Postponements

D. Consent

1. HRPB Project Number 15-00100084: Consideration of a Pre-Construction Approval 
for a Historic Preservation Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for the subject property located 
at 805 Lake Avenue; PCN# 38-43-44-21-15-017-0191. The subject property is 
contributing to the Old Town Local Historic District and National Register Historic 
District.

Action: Motion to approve the Consent Agenda made by Ms. Just with a 
second by Ms. Sharpe.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. 
Sharpe and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita
 Nays: None
Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0).

2. HRPB Project Number 15-00100114: Consideration of a Pre-Construction Approval 
for a Historic Preservation Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for the subject property located 
at 828 North Lakeside Drive PCN# 38-43-44-21-15-420-0070.  The subject property is 
contributing to the Northeast Lucerne Local Historic District.

Action: Motion to approve the Consent Agenda made by Ms. Just with a 
second by Ms. Sharpe.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. 
Sharpe and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita

  Nays: None
 Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0).

E. Public Hearings

1. Board Disclosure (06:09 PM)

• Mr. Engel disclosed that his employer does work for Hudson Holdings;
however, he does not have any direct involvement with the project being 
reviewed tonight.  He has not had any conversations with the public or Hudson 
Holdings regarding the cases.  He also has had conversations with Beth 
Schrantz, but not regarding the cases on the Agenda.

• Mr. Robinson disclosed that he had one conversation with two employees of 
Hudson Holdings.

• Ms. Sharpe disclosed that she had conversations with members of the 
neighborhood association.
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• Mr. Robinson, Mr. Engle, and Ms. Sharpe all indicated that none of their 
conversations would affect their decisions for the cases.

2. HRPB Project Number 15-01300001: A request by Beth Schrantz and Bonnie Miskel, 
Esq. of Dunay, Miskel and Backman, LLP, on behalf of HH Gulfstream Land 
Holdings, LLC (petitioner/applicant), to rezone +/- .93 acres of property.  The subject 
site is located on the south side of Lake Avenue between South Lakeside Drive to the 
west and South Golfview Road to the east, and is located within the South Palm Park 
Local Historic District. The subject property consists of the following Property Control 
Numbers (PCNs): 38-43-44-21-15-033-0010; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0030; 38-43-44-21-15-
033-0040; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0050; 38-43-44-21-15-033-0060. 

Staff Comments: Maxime Ducoste (06:10 PM)

Mr. Ducoste introduced the case, noted the subject parcels and general site location, and 
presented the rezoning criteria and corresponding staff responses.  He discussed the 
differences between Downtown (DT) and Multi-Family (MF30) zoning regulations as 
they apply to this site.  Mentioned conceptual site plan, the applicant’s plans to renovate 
the existing Gulfstream Hotel, and build new support structures.  Presented two letters 
of opposition.  Stated that because the requests as presented and documented meets the 
rezoning criteria, Staff recommends that the HRPB approve the rezoning request.  

Applicant Presentation: Bonnie Miskel (06:40 PM)

Ms. Miskel presented an overview of the zoning request.  She discussed general 
comprehensive planning and future land use planning principles as well as land use and
zoning law.  She presented the conceptual site plan and noted that a site plan is not 
needed for a rezoning, but one was being presented to help clarify the intent of the 
project.  Stated that the specific details of the project will be reviewed by the HRPB
under a Certificate of Appropriateness, Major Site Plan Review, and a Conditional Land 
Use. Presented photos and approximate heights of neighboring building.  Addressed the 
rezoning criteria and requested that the HRPB approve the request based on all the 
documentation and justifications submitted in support of the request.

Public Comments: (07:20 PM)

The following people were generally opposed to the rezoning for a variety of reasons 
which included height allowances, intensity of use, compatibility with surrounding area, 
and concerns over design of project: Lynn Anderson; Katie McGiveron; Gael 
Silverblatt; Mary Watson; Lynda Mahoney; Dan Vasone; John Kane; Jo-Ann Golden; 
Andrew Swain; Susan Ona; Rosann Malakates; and Richard Stowe.  In addition, this 
group brought up concerns with the height referendum that would have applied in this 
area and felt the City had erred in not amending the charter based on the approval by 
the voters of the referendum.

The following people generally approved the rezoning for a variety of reasons which 
included that the project meets the rezoning requirements, will stimulate redevelopment 
of the site including the rehabilitation of the historic hotel, and will revitalize the area: 
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Christina Morrison; Connie Stahl; James Tebbe; Bernard Guthrie; Maryann Polizzi; 
Peggy Fisher; Janice Keough; and Katie Curtis.

Board Member Comments:

Board members requested clarification on the rezoning process, what type of conditions 
can be placed on a rezoning, and whether the rezoning should take into account the 
proposed plans for the project.  Carolyn Ansay provided clarifications, answers and legal 
basis for the rezoning.  Board members expressed concerns over height allowance, 
compatibility of design, and intensity of use.  The Board indicated that they support the 
rezoning as it generally meets the review criteria, and that they would review the 
specifics of the project in the future under the Certificate of Appropriateness, Major 
Site Plan Review, and Conditional Land Use.  

Action: Motion for case #15-01300001 was to recommend to the City 
Commission, approval of the rezoning request, with the Unity of Title condition 
as recommended by Staff, and with the direction that the HRPB is concerned 
about the height, mass, bulk, design, and visual compatibility of any 
development on the southernmost parcel, located at the northeast corner of 
South Lakeside Drive and 1st Avenue South, and the HRPB recommends that 
the City Commission add a condition of approval related to this concern.  

Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. 
Sharpe and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita

  Nays: None
 Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0).

F. Unfinished Business

1. HRPB Project Number 15-00100123: Consideration of a REVISION to a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA) for construction of a new single-family residence at the subject 
property located at 245 Princeton Drive; PCN# 38-43-44-15-06-011-4370. The subject 
property is located within the College Park Local Historic District.

Staff Comments: Aimee Sunny

Stated that the Certificate of Appropriateness for new construction of single family 
residence was approved by the HRPB at the August 12, 2015 regular meeting.  The 
applicant has submitted plans for revisions to the previously approved COA, 
including a site plan, floor plans, elevation and a landscape plan. Ms. Sunny 
presented the case and clarified the extent of the proposed revisions and expressed 
concerns relating to the windows, front porch railing, siding material, and second 
floor dormer and recommended conditions to address these concerns.
 
Applicant Comments: Carmelo Giglio (08:30 PM)

Mr. Giglio stated that he feels strongly about revisions proposed; stated that the 
lowering of the front porch railing was necessary to enjoy sitting on the front porch; 
stated that the windows on the east side of the property created a conflict with the 
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floor plan; stated that he does not agree with the Staff recommendations and 
requested approval of the revisions as submitted.  
Board Member Comments:

General questions regarding the setbacks of the proposed new construction 
residence and the neighboring property, the second floor ceiling heights, the 
applicant’s preference regarding the railing height, and the additional windows or 
blank windows on the side elevation.

Action: Motion to approve the revisions made by Mr. Engle, with the 
Conditions recommended by Staff, except for Conditions 2 and 4; with a second 
by Ms. Sharpe.
Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Mr. Norris; Ms. Just; Ms. 
Sharpe and Ms. Fitzhugh Sita

  Nays: None
 Motion carried seven (7) to zero (0). (08:40 PM)

Ms. Sharpe left the dais at 08:45 PM.

G. New Business

1. HRPB Project Number 15-00100181: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness 
(COA) for window replacement for the single-family residence located at 1232 South 
Palmway; PCN# 38-43-44-27-01-059-0010.  The subject property was constructed in 
1974 and is a non-contributing resource within the South Palm Park Local Historic 
District.

Staff Comments:  Aimee Sunny

Stated that the project as proposed is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Historic Preservation, and the City of 
Lake Worth’s Historic Preservation Ordinance.  The Applicant has submitted an 
application for replacement of all the original windows to PGT impact white 
aluminum insulated horizontal roller windows. Most windows are proposed to be 
replaced in the existing openings; however, the divided light configuration and 
appearance of the windows is proposed to change; one window is proposed to be 
replaced with a sliding glass door.  The type, finish and configuration of the 
proposed windows are not consistent with the original windows for this structure.  

Staff recommends that the Board deny the application as submitted.

Applicant Comments: Michael Allison

Stated that he chose this non-contributing property that he did not believe would
have to go through the Historic process.  Applicant chose the sliding windows for 
security, as you can install interior locks on the windows.  He believes the casement 
windows are not as secure as the sliders.  He wants to make the house beautiful and 
secure.  Noted that he also plans on landscaping the property, adding fencing,
pavers, and a pergola. 
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Board member comments:

General comments and consensus of the board is that this is a non-contributing 
property built in 1974 and has very little historical or architectural significance.  
Therefore the board felt the changes would not damage the structure and were 
appropriate. 

Action: Motion to approve application made by Mr. Engle with a second by Mr. 
Zoellner

Vote: Ayes: Mr. Robinson; Mr. Engel; Mr. Zoellner; Ms. Just; and Ms. Fitzhugh 
Sita

  Nays: One; Mr. Norris
 Motion carried five (5) to one (1). (08:55 PM)

6. Planning Issues

• Mr. Ducoste mentioned that the City is interested in having a LDR amendment 
workshop on December 16, 2015, and inquired about the Board’s availability.

• Ms. Sunny discussed window replacement options and presented examples of different 
types of historic and replacement windows. 

7. Public Comments (3 minute limit)

• No public comment.

8. Departmental Reports

• No Departmental Reports.

9. Board Member Comments (09:10 PM)

• Ms. Fitzhugh Sita did not have any comment.

• Mr. Engel welcomed Ms. Fitzhugh Sita, requested clarification regarding the condition 
and size of the Board packet, mentioned the Gulfstream hotel and surrounding 
properties.

• Ms. Just welcomed Ms. Fitzhugh Sita, and thanked her for her comments and creative 
ideas throughout the meeting.

• Mr. Robinson welcomed Ms. Fitzhugh Sita as well.

• Mr. Norris mentioned the new townhouses behind the Post Office, and that he finds 
the design and configuration to be a bit jarring, and wonders about whether or not they 
are appropriate given the proximity to the Historic District and the Post Office.

• Mr. Zoellner welcomed Mr. Fitzhugh Sita to the Board and thanked Ms. Ansay for all of 
her input and guidance throughout the meeting.

10. Adjournment

• The meeting adjourned at 9:20 PM.
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11. Attest:
___________________________

 Herman Robinson, Chair
 

Submitted by:
____________________________

 Aimee Sunny, Preservation Planning Coordinator

Minutes Approved:
____________________________

 Date



2016-041
2

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-04 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA; 3
CHANGING THE ZONING OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A4
FROM A CITY ZONING OF MEDIUM-DENSITY MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL5
(MF-30) TO A CITY OF LAKE WORTH ZONING OF DOWNTOWN (DT); 6
PROVIDING THAT CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ARE REPEALED; 7
PROVIDING FOR SEVERANCE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.8

9
WHEREAS, the property owner of the property described in Exhibit A, 10

attached and incorporated hereto, (the “Property”) has petitioned the City of Lake 11
Worth (the “City”) to request a change in the Property’s zoning from a zoning 12
district of Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential (MF-30) to Downtown (DT); 13
and 14

15
WHEREAS, City staff has reviewed the request to rezone the Property 16

from a City zoning district of Medium-Density Multi-Residential (MF-30) to a City 17
zoning district of Downtown (DT); and 18

19
WHEREAS, on November 18, 2015, the City Historic Resources 20

Preservation Board (HRPB) conducted a public hearing and voted to recommend 21
approval of such zoning change; and22

23
WHEREAS, the City Commission finds that the requested rezoning is a 24

decision contingent on facts arrived at from distinct alternatives and can be 25
functionally viewed as policy application, rather than policy setting, and26

27
WHEREAS, the City Commission finds the consideration of this rezoning 28

to be a quasi-judicial act rather than a legislative act of the City Commission; and29
30

WHEREAS, the City Commission finds that the zoning district of Downtown 31
(DT) is consistent with the land use designation of Downtown Mixed Use (DMU); 32
and33

34
WHEREAS, the City has duly noticed this Ordinance as required in 35

Section 166.041, Florida Statutes; and36
37

WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined based upon competent 38
substantial evidence that the adoption of this Ordinance complies with the City’s 39
Comprehensive Plan and requirements of the City’s Land Development 40
Regulations and is in the best interest of the citizens and residents of the City of 41
Lake Worth.42

43
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 44

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:45
46

Section 1.  The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed, ratified and incorporated 47
herein.48

49
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Section 2.  The City Commission hereby rezones the parcel of land more 50
particularly described in Exhibit A from the Medium-Density Multi-Family 51
Residential (MF-30) zoning district to the Downtown (DT) zoning district.  52

53
Section 3. The City Commission directs the City staff to ensure that the City’s 54
Official Zoning Map is amended to reflect the rezoning of the Property.55

56
Section 4.   All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby 57
repealed.58

59
Section 5.  If any provision of this Ordinance, or the application thereof to any 60
person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other 61
provisions or applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the 62
invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance 63
are declared severable,64

65
Section 6.  This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.66

67
The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 68

Commissioner Amoroso, seconded by Vice Mayor Maxwell, and upon being put 69
to a vote, the vote was as follows:70

71
Mayor Pam Triolo AYE72
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell AYE73
Commissioner Christopher McVoy NAY74
Commissioner Andy Amoroso AYE75
Commissioner Ryan Maier NAY76

77
78

Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 79
reading on the 8th of December, 2015.80

81
The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 82

Commissioner _________________, seconded by Commissioner 83
_________________, as amended and upon being put to a vote, the vote was 84
as follows:85

86
Mayor Pam Triolo87
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell88
Commissioner Christopher McVoy89
Commissioner Andy Amoroso90
Commissioner Ryan Maier91

92
93
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94
Mayor Pam Triolo thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and 95

enacted on the 5th day of January, 2016.96
97
98
99

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION100
101
102

By:__________________________103
  Pam Triolo, Mayor   104

105
106

ATTEST:107
108

__________________________109
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk110

111
112
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Exhibit A113

114
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AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  City Attorney

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-05 – Second Reading and Public Hearing – amend the hours of sales for alcoholic 
beverages

SUMMARY:
This Ordinance amends the current hours of sales for alcoholic beverages to allow sales on Sunday mornings and 
prohibit off-premise consumption after 10 p.m.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
The proposed ordinance addresses two issues regarding sales of alcoholic beverages in the City:  (1) remove the 
prohibition on Sunday morning sales; and,    (2) create a prohibition on off-premise sales after 10 p.m.  

The City of Lake Worth currently prohibits the sale of alcoholic beverages on Sunday mornings from 2:00 a.m. 
to 11:59 a.m. See section 5-4 of the City’s code of ordinances. Consistent with Palm Beach County and other 
municipalities in Palm Beach County, City staff recommends the proposed ordinance which amends section 5-4 
of the City’s code of ordinances to permit alcohol sales on Sunday mornings. 

The City of Lake Worth currently allows alcoholic beverage sales for off-premise consumption for the same 
length of time as sales for on-premise consumption. The City continues to have issues with public consumption 
of alcoholic beverages in its parks, parking lots and streets/alleys especially after 10 p.m. To assist the City and 
PBSO with curbing such public consumption, the proposed ordinance would prohibit sales for off-premise 
consumption after 10 p.m.  

Section 562.45, Florida Statutes, specifically authorizes the City to regulate the hours of sales for alcoholic 
beverages. If the proposed ordinance is adopted, all establishments selling alcohol for off-premise consumption 
must immediately comply (i.e., existing establishments will not be grand-fathered in or treated as non-
conforming).

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve Ordinance No. 2016-05.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Ordinance
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2
ORDINANCE NO. 2016-05 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
AMENDING CHAPTER 5 “ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES”, SECTION 5-4, “HOURS 4
OF SALE”, TO ALLOW ALCOHOL SALES ON SUNDAY MORNINGS AND TO 5
PROHIBIT THE SALES OF ALCOHOL FOR OFF-PREMISES CONSUMPTION 6

AFTER 10:00 P.M., SUNDAY THROUGH SATURDAY; AND PROVIDING FOR 7
SEVERABILITY, REPEAL OF LAWS IN CONFLICT, CODIFICATION AND AN 8
EFFECTIVE DATE.9

10
WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth, Florida (the “City”) is a duly constituted 11

municipality having such power and authority conferred upon it by the Florida 12
Constitution and Chapter 166, Florida Statutes; and13

14
WHEREAS, currently, the City’s code of ordinances prohibits alcohol sales 15

from occurring on Sunday mornings before noon; and16

17

WHEREAS, consistent with other municipalities and Palm Beach County, 18
the City Commission desires to amend its code to permit alcohol sales on Sunday 19
mornings; and20

21
WHEREAS, currently the City’s code of ordinances does not limit the 22

hours of sale for alcoholic beverages for off-premises consumption; and23
24

WHEREAS, section 562.45, Florida Statutes, authorizes the City to 25

regulate the hours of sale for alcoholic beverages; and26
27

WHEREAS, the City wishes to preserve and promote the peace, security, 28
and economic success of its City by reducing the negative effects caused by open 29
container and public intoxication violations currently taking place in its public areas 30

after 10:00 p.m.; and 31
32

WHEREAS, the City, through its police powers and the Municipal Home 33
Rule Powers Act, wishes to address these types of violations by prohibiting the 34
sales of alcoholic beverages for off-premises consumption after 10:00 p.m.; and35

36
WHEREAS, the City believes that this restriction on the hours of sales is 37

reasonable and will accomplish the City’s purposes without any undue 38
discrimination; and39

40
WHEREAS, the City Commission has reviewed the recommended 41

amendments and has determined that it is in the best interest of the public health, 42

safety and general welfare of the City, its residents and visitors to adopt these43
amendments.44

45
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 46

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:47

48
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Section 1.  The foregoing “WHEREAS” clauses are true and correct and are 49
hereby ratified and confirmed by the City Commission.50

51
Section 2.  The City Commission amends Chapter 5, “Alcoholic Beverages”, 52
Section 5-4, “Hours of Sale”, as follows (additional language underlined and 53

deleted language stricken through):54
55

Sec. 5-4. - Hours of sale.56
(a) On-premises consumption.  No person shall sell, deliver, consume or 57

permit the sale, delivery, service or consumption of alcoholic beverages on the 58

premises except for the following hours where a business holds a legal alcohol 59
license: 60

(a) The hours of sale of alcoholic beverages of more than one (1) percent of 61
alcohol by weight shall be: from62

63
(1) 12:00 a.m. (midnight) to 2:00 a.m., and 7:00 a.m. to 11:59 p.m., each day.64

Monday through Saturday.65
66

(2) 12:00 a.m. (midnight) to 2:00 a.m., and 12:00 p.m. (Noon) to 11:59 p.m., 67

Sunday.68
69

(ab) Reserved.Off-premises consumption.  No person shall sell, deliver or 70

permit the sale or delivery of alcoholic beverages for off-premises 71
consumption except for the following hours where a business holds a legal 72

alcohol license:73
74

The hours of sale of alcoholic beverages of more than one (1) percent of 75
alcohol by weight shall be between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., 76
each day, unless otherwise permitted under Florida Statutes.  77

78
(c) Enforcement.  A law enforcement officer authorized to enforce the laws of 79

the State within the City of Lake Worth may enforce the provisions of this 80
section, including through the issuance of a notice to appear. Any violation of 81
any of the provisions of this section shall be prosecuted as a misdemeanor of 82
the second degree and punished by a fine of not more than five hundred 83
dollars ($500.00) and/or imprisonment in an authorized facility for not more 84

than sixty (60) days. The remedy provided for in this section is not exclusive. 85
The city may pursue any other legal or equitable remedies available under 86
law, including without limitation, code enforcement.87

88
Section 3.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or 89

portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any 90
court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, 91
and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the 92
remaining portions thereof.93

94
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Section 4. Repeal of Laws in Conflict.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 95
conflict herewith are repealed to the extent of such conflict.96

97
Section 5.  Codification.  The sections of the ordinance shall be made a part of 98
the City code of ordinances and may be re-numbered or re-lettered to accomplish 99

such, and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section”, “division”, or any 100
other appropriate word.101

102
Section 6.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall take effect ten days after its 103
adoption.104

105
The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by Vice Mayor 106

Maxwell, seconded by Commissioner Amoroso, and upon being put to a vote, the 107

vote was as follows:108
109

Mayor Pam Triolo AYE110
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell AYE111

Commissioner Christopher McVoy AYE112
Commissioner Andy Amoroso AYE113

Commissioner Ryan Maier AYE114
115

The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first reading 116

on the 8th day of December, 2015.117
118

The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 119
Commissioner __________, seconded by Commissioner _____________, and 120
upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:121

122
Mayor Pam Triolo123
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell124

Commissioner Christopher McVoy125
Commissioner Andy Amoroso126

Commissioner Ryan Maier127
128

The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and enacted 129
on the 5th day of January, 2016.130

131
LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION132

133

134
By:__________________________135

 Pam Triolo, Mayor136
137

ATTEST:138

139
________________________140
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk141

142



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT: City Attorney

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016 – 06 - First Reading - provide regulations for “public property” and schedule the public 
hearing date for January 19, 2016

SUMMARY:  
The Ordinance provides regulations for property that is zoned “public” and owned by the City.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:
The Ordinance amends regulations regarding City parks to extend those regulations to “public property”. “Public 
property” is defined in the Ordinance as property zoned as “public” and owned by the City. Examples of “public 
property” include, but are not limited, to the Downtown Cultural Plaza, City Hall complex, shuffleboard court 
complex and water/electric utilities and public service complex. As currently provided for parks, the Ordinance 
will prohibit persons from being in or on “public property” after the posted closing hours. The closing hours are 
to be set by City resolution (to be provided at second reading). It is anticipated that the closing hours shall be 
from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days a week.

MOTION:
I move to approve/not approve the Ordinance No. 2016-06 on first reading and schedule the public hearing date 
for January 19, 2016.  

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Ordinance
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2

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-06 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
AMENDING CHAPTER 7 “BEACHES, PARKS AND RECREATION”, ARTICLE 4
I “PARKS AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES”, TO SET FORTH5

REGULATIONS GOVERNING PROPERTY THAT IS ZONED PUBLIC AND 6
OWNED BY THE CITY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY, REPEAL OF 7
LAWS IN CONFLICT, CODIFICATION, AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR 8
OTHER PURPOSES.9

10

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth, Florida (the “City”) is a duly 11
constituted municipality having such power and authority conferred upon it by 12
the Florida Constitution and Chapter 166, Florida Statutes; and,13

14
WHEREAS, the City owns several parcels of real property that are zoned 15

as “public” and, in most cases, are open to the public; and,16
17

WHEREAS, the City has received numerous complaints regarding 18
various activities at some of these public parcels which raise concerns for the 19

public health, safety and welfare of the City’s residents and visitors; and,20
21

WHEREAS, unlike the City’s parks, the City does not have specific 22
regulations governing the City’s public parcels including, without limitation, 23
closing hours; and,24

25
WHEREAS, the City Commission desires to set forth regulations 26

governing the use of these public parcels; and, 27
28

WHEREAS, the City Commission deems it necessary in order to further 29

public health, safety and welfare of its residents and visitors to establish 30
regulations for its public parcels.31

32
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION 33

OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:34

35
Section 1.  The foregoing “WHEREAS” clauses are true and correct and are 36

hereby ratified and confirmed by the City Commission.37
38

Section 2.  Chapter 7 “BEACHES, PARKS AND RECREATION”, Article I 39
“PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES”, is hereby amended to read as 40
follows:41

42
ARTICLE I. – PARKS, AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND PUBLIC 43
PROPERTY44

45
Sec. 7-1. - Definitions. 46

47
For the purposes of this article, the following words shall have the meaning 48

ascribed to them below: 49
50
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Park, park grounds or recreation facility or recreational facility area shall 51

mean a park, playground, gymnasium, athletic field or court, recreation center 52
or any other area in the city owned by the city and devoted to active or passive 53
recreation, but for purpose of this article shall not include the municipal beach 54

area which is specifically regulated by chapter 7, article VI of this Code. 55
56

Public property and public property grounds shall mean all property owned 57

by the city that has a zoning designation of “Public”.58
59

Vehicle shall mean any wheeled conveyance which is motor-powered, 60

animal-drawn or self-propelled device designed and used for the purpose of 61
transporting or moving any person or property from one place to another but not 62
operated upon rails or guide way, including but not limited to the following: 63
automobiles, motorcycles, trucks, motorcycles, motorized scooter, mini bike; all-64

terrain vehicles (ATVs), golf carts, low-speed vehicle, moped scooter or other 65
similar vehicle. The term shall include any trailer in tow of any size, kind or 66
description. Exception is made for baby carriages and vehicles in service of the 67
city or its authorized law enforcement and fire agency. 68

69
Sec. 7-2. - Hours for parks and public property. 70

71
(a)  It shall be unlawful for any person to enter and go upon any park or public 72

property grounds in the city during times when said grounds are not 73

opened for the public use. The park and public property grounds to be 74
closed and the hours of closing shall be established by resolution of the 75

city commission subject to amendment from time to time in the discretion 76
of the city commission. 77

(b) Entry onto park or public property grounds during hours at which such park 78

or public property is closed shall be deemed a trespass in violation of this 79
article and punishable under the provisions of section 1-6 of this Code. 80

(c) Park and public property hours shall be adequately posted on the park and 81
public property grounds. It shall not be a defense to a prosecution under 82
this section that the person charged had no actual knowledge of the park 83
or public property hours. 84

85

Sec. 7-3. - Fishing from bridge, old bridge structures, causeways. 86
87

It shall be unlawful for any person to fish from the Lake Worth Bridge (SR 88
802), commonly known as the "Robert A. Harris Bridge," by any means and at 89
any time. 90

Sec. 7-4. - Use of bicycles, roller skates, skateboards or other type of 91
coaster vehicles. 92

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person to ride a bicycle, roller skates, a 93
skateboard or other type of coaster vehicle upon any sidewalk or other 94
pedestrian way located in the city's beach and casino areas, and in the 95
downtown area of the city, bounded on the north by the northern 96
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boundary of the right-of-way known as Second Avenue North, on the west 97
by the western boundary of the right-of-way known as A Street, on the 98
south by the southern boundary of the right-of-way known as First 99
Avenue South and on the east by the eastern boundary of the right-of-100

way known as Golfview Lane. 101

(b) It shall be unlawful for any person to ride a bicycle, roller skates, a 102

skateboard or other type of coaster vehicle upon or within the bandshell 103
at Bryant Park or upon any bench, table, bleacher seat, stadium seat, or 104
upon or within any other building or structure not designed and posted 105
for such use within any public park or public property of the city. 106

Sec. 7-5. - Operation of vehicles confined to roads. 107

No person in a park or on public property shall drive any vehicle on any 108
area except the established park roads or parking areas, or such other areas as 109

may on occasion be specifically designated and posted as temporary parking, 110
exhibition or vending areas by the city. 111

Sec. 7-6. - Prohibition against vending and peddling. 112

(a) No person in a park or recreational facility or on public property shall 113
expose or offer for sale, lease or barter any article or thing, nor shall 114
he/she station or place any stand or vehicle for the transportation, sale 115

or display of such article or thing. Exception is here made as to any 116
properly licensed licensee or concessionaire acting pursuant to a lawful 117

agreement with the city. 118

(b) No person shall park or station on any park property or public property119

any vehicle displaying a sign or notice with the intent of offering said 120
vehicle for sale or exchange. 121

(c) No person shall advertise or offer for sale any article, material, or 122
service, nor place any stand, cart, or vehicle for the transportation, sale, 123

trade or display of any article, material or service for sale or trade within 124
any park or recreational area or on public property unless in conjunction 125
with a permitted use of a reserved park or recreational facility area, with 126
prior written agreement of the city and with proper licensing. 127

(d) No person shall distribute, display or affix any printed materials or 128
advertisements to or within any park or recreational facility property or 129
on public property. Exceptions to this rule are printed materials or 130

advertisements permanently affixed on vehicles or on clothing, 131
distribution of printed handbills or leaflets the purpose of which is not 132
solely commercial, announcements of park sponsored or sanctioned 133
events; authorized signs located entirely within concession structures, 134
and signs or distribution of printed materials in conjunction with a 135

permitted use of reserved park or recreational facility area. 136

(e) No person shall utilize any park property or public property to facilitate a 137

commercial operation, whether land-based or from a vehicle or the 138
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water, without authorization from the leisure services director or his/her 139
designee and proper licensing from the city. 140

Sec. 7-7. - Preservation of property and natural features. 141

No person shall injure, deface, disturb or befoul any part of any park, or142
recreational area or public property or any building, sign, equipment or other 143
property, located thereon; nor shall any tree, flower, shrub, rock or other mineral 144
be removed, injured or destroyed. 145

Sec. 7-8. - Plant and wildlife protection and preservation. 146

(a) Within any park, or recreational area or public property, no person shall 147
cut, carve, or injure the bark or break off limbs or branches or pick the 148

flowers or seeds, of any tree, plant or shrub, nor shall any person dig in 149
or otherwise disturb grass areas, or install any vegetation, or in any other 150

way injure or impair the natural beauty or usefulness of any area, nor shall 151
any person pile debris or material of any kind on or about any tree or plant, 152

or attach any rope, wire, or other contrivance therein, whether temporary 153
or permanent in character or use, without prior approval by the leisure 154
services director. No person shall tie or hitch any animal to any tree or 155

plant on any park or recreational area. 156

(b) No person shall sit, stand, lie, or otherwise trample upon any flower 157

garden, flower bed, hedge, planter, bushes, or planting areas. 158

(c) No person shall remove, molest, harm, frighten, kill, trap, hunt, chase, 159

shoot or throw any object at any animal, nor shall any person remove or 160
possess the eggs, nests or young of any wild animal whether alive or dead 161

without prior approval from the director. 162

(d) It shall be unlawful for any person to knowingly interfere with or damage 163

any humane animal trap owned by the department, or another county 164
department or agent, or to molest or release any animal caught therein. 165

(e) In accordance with both federal and state law, no person shall disturb or 166
handle any sea turtles, their eggs or their nests. 167

Sec. 7-9. - Regulation of conduct in parks and recreation areas and on 168
public property. 169

In addition to the regulations contained in sections 7-1 through 7-7 of this 170
article, the following regulations shall apply to all parks and recreation facilities171

and public property. Conduct relating specifically to the municipal beach area 172
shall be proscribed by chapter 7, article VI of this Code. 173

(a) Fires.174

(1) Ground or bonfires. Ground fires and bonfires are prohibited in all parks 175
and recreation areas and on public property unless authorized by the City 176
for a City event. 177
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(2) Personal grills. The use of personal grills in park areas is prohibited. 178
Any grilling is restricted to and shall occur only on city provided BBQ grills 179
which shall be available on a "first come, first serve basis". 180

(3) Use of city grills. BBQ grills provided by the city are designed for use 181
with charcoal only. The use of wood or other flammable materials in such 182
grills is prohibited. Visitors are responsible for insuring that their fire in the 183

city BBQ grill is properly monitored and extinguished before they leave the 184
area. 185

(4) No person shall drop, throw, or otherwise deposit lighted matches, 186
burning cigarettes or cigars, or other flammable material within any park 187
property. 188

(b) Recreational activity areas. Areas designated or intended for use by the 189

public as recreational areas such as horseshoe pits, athletic courts, 190
shuffleboard courts, fields, gymnasiums, tot lots, and playgrounds shall 191

not be used for any unintended non-recreational purpose unless 192
approved by the city. 193

(c) Restrooms. Restrooms or washrooms intended or designated for use by 194

the public shall be used for their intended purpose. 195

(d) Public use. No person shall utilize any park, park grounds, or recreational 196

facility property or public property in a manner as to exclude or interfere 197

with its use by other persons. 198

(e) Climbing upon park, or recreational facility property or public property.199

No person shall climb, stand or sit upon monuments, vases, fountains, 200
railings, fences, historically designated trees or upon any other property 201
not designated or customarily used for such purposes. 202

(f) Pollution of waters. No person shall throw, discharge or otherwise place 203

or cause to be placed in the waters of any fountain, pond, lake, stream, 204

bay or other body of water within any park property any substance, 205
matter or thing, liquid or solid, which will or may result in the pollution of 206

said waters. 207

(g) Refuse, trash and litter. Park and recreational facility or public property208

patrons are responsible at all times for proper disposal of their trash. Any 209
trash generated outside park and recreation facilities or public property210
may not be disposed of inside the park or on public property or in any park  211
or recreational facility. No person shall dump or deposit any bottles, broken 212
glass, ashes, printed material, paper, boxes, cans, dirt, rubbish, waste, 213

garbage, refuse or other trash upon any park property or public property. 214
Persons shall place all bottles, broken glass, ashes, printed material, 215
paper, boxes, cans, dirt, rubbish, waste, garbage, refuse or other trash in 216
the proper receptacles where provided; where receptacles are not 217
provided, same shall be carried away from park or recreational facility 218

property or public property by the person or persons responsible for its 219
presence and properly disposed of elsewhere. 220

(h) Animals.221

(1)  Except in specified areas, domesticated animals, except those 222

considered to be a nuisance, are permitted within park property or public 223
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property. Said animals must be restrained at all times at a distance of not 224
greater than six (6) feet in length from their handler. For purposes of this 225
section, nuisance shall mean an animal that habitually barks, whines, 226
howls or causes other objectionable noise resulting in a serious 227

annoyance; or an animal that disturbs the peace by habitually or 228
repeatedly destroying, desecrating or soiling park property, chasing 229
persons, cars or other vehicles, running at large, or other behavior that 230
interferes with the reasonable use and enjoyment of the park property. 231

(2)  No person shall bring into, nor allow to enter, any park property or 232
public property any non-domesticated animals including, but not limited to 233
cattle, mules, swine, sheep, goats, fowl or reptiles except where, in 234

conjunction with projects sponsored by the city or in conjunction with a city 235
approved special event where approval is received from the director of 236
leisure services and are subject to containment or restraint. 237

(3)  No person shall bring into, nor allow to enter, any park property or 238
public property any dangerous dog, as defined in Ordinance No. 98-22, the 239
Palm Beach County Animal Care and Control Ordinance, as it may be 240

amended. 241

(i) Camping. No person shall camp within any park property or public 242

property. 243

(j) Fireworks and explosives.244

(1)  No person shall bring into or have in his possession, or set off or 245
otherwise cause to explode or discharge or burn within any park property246

or public property any firecrackers, torpedoes, rockets or other fireworks or 247
explosives of flammable material, or discharge them or throw them onto 248

any park property or public property from land or water adjacent thereto. 249
Parents or guardians shall be held strictly responsible and accountable for 250
the actions of minors. 251

(2)  Fireworks shall be permitted at a city sponsored, co-sponsored special 252
event carried out in a park or recreational facility or on public property253

subject to full compliance with state law and county fire code or other 254
applicable county or city ordinances which regulate said fireworks display. 255

256

Sec. 7-10. - Regulation exceptions. 257

All government activities, including those of the city's designated law 258
enforcement officers and fire rescue personnel, carried out in the ordinary 259

course and scope of their employment, shall be exempt from the provisions of 260
this article. Acts or conduct prohibited by the rules shall be permitted when 261
approved by the leisure services director or his/her designee and occurring in 262
conjunction with city-sponsored, co-sponsored, or city-approved special events, 263
including but not limited to, promenade, plant shows and home shows. 264

Sec. 7-11. - Habitual violators. 265

Any person determined by the city or its designated law enforcement 266
officers or fire rescue personnel to be a habitual violator of this article may be 267
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ordered to remain out of city parks or recreational facilities for a period of time 268
not to exceed six (6) months. Habitual violator, for purposes of these rules and 269
regulations, shall be defined as any person that has been ordered by the 270
department of leisure services director, code enforcement officers and those 271

designated by the city to enforce its Code of Ordinances or its designated law 272
enforcement officers or fire rescue personnel to leave a city park or recreational 273
facility three (3) times within any 12-month period. 274

Sec. 7-12. - Other rules and regulations. 275

The city commission may, by resolution, establish other rules and 276
regulations for the use of, or for conduct within, any or all of the city parks or 277
public property. Any person who violates any such rule or regulation shall be 278
deemed to have violated this section and shall be subject to the penalties set 279

forth in section 1-6; provided, that if a rule or regulation established by 280
resolution is not also established by ordinance, the violator shall first be 281

informed that his or her conduct is in violation and shall be given a reasonable 282
opportunity to cease and desist such conduct. 283

284
Section 3.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or 285
portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by 286

any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, 287
distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity 288

of the remaining portions thereof.289
290

Section 4.  Repeal of Laws in Conflict.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 291

conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict.292
293

Section 5.  Codification.  The sections of the ordinance may be made a part of 294
the City Code of Laws and ordinances and may be re-numbered or re-lettered 295
to accomplish such, and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section”, 296

“division”, or any other appropriate word.297
298

Section 6.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall take effect ten days after its 299

adoption.300
301

The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 302

______________________, seconded by ________________________, and 303
upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:304

305
Mayor Pam Triolo306
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell307
Commissioner Christopher McVoy308
Commissioner Andy Amoroso309
Commissioner Ryan Maier310

311
The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 312

reading on the 5th day of January, 2016.313
314
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The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 315
_________________, seconded by ________________, and upon being put to 316
a vote, the vote was as follows:317

318
Mayor Pam Triolo319
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell320
Commissioner Christopher McVoy321

Commissioner Andy Amoroso322
Commissioner Ryan Maier323

324
The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and enacted 325

on the 19th day of January, 2016.326

327
328
329

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION330

331
332

By:__________________________333
 Pam Triolo, Mayor334

335

ATTEST:336
337

________________________338
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk339

340



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting  DEPARTMENT: City Attorney

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Ordinance No. 2016-07 - First Reading – amend various ordinances to include sexual orientation and gender identity or 
expression within said provisions and schedule the public hearing date for January 19, 2016

SUMMARY:  
The Ordinance amends various ordinances that did not specifically include the categories of sexual orientation and/or 
gender identity or expression as it relates to equal opportunity within the City. The proposed amendments include sexual 
orientation and/or gender identity or expression within said provisions.  

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
The City has been interpreting and operating under the current code consistent with the intent of these changes.  However, 
Rand Hoch, President and Founder of the Palm Beach Human Rights Council has requested that the City correct a 
typographical error in Chapter 20, Article I, Section 20-2, relating to “gender identity or expression” as well as to request 
the City include “sexual orientation” and “gender identity or expression” in the following provisions:  Lake Worth Fair 
Housing Act, Merit Service, and Purchasing.  While not required, it is recommended that the City adopt amended language 
to include sexual orientation and/or gender identity or expression within said provisions.

MOTION:
I move to approve / not approve Ordinance No. 2016- 07 on first reading and schedule the public hearing date for January 
19, 2016.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Ordinance
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2

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-07 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, 3
AMENDING CHAPTER 20 “CIVIL RIGHTS”, ARTICLE I “LAKE WORTH CIVIL 4
RIGHTS ACT”, SECTION 20-2, “ADOPTION OF LAKE WORTH CIVIL RIGHTS 5

ACT” AND ARTICLE II “LAKE WORTH FAIR HOUSING ACT”, SECTION 20-6
11, “PURPOSE”; AND AMENDING CHAPTER 2 “ADMINISTRATION”, 7
ARTICLE III “MERIT SERVICE”, SECTION 2-30(b) “POLICY DECLARED” AND 8
ARTICLE XIV “PURCHASING”, SECTION 2-111(e) “PROCUREMENT CODE”9
TO INCLUDE SEXUAL ORIENTATION AND GENDER IDENTITY OR 10

EXPRESSION WITHIN SAID PROVISIONS; PROVIDING FOR 11
SEVERABILITY, REPEAL OF LAWS IN CONFLICT, CODIFICATION, AN 12
EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.13

14
WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth, Florida (the “City”) is a duly 15

constituted municipality having such power and authority conferred upon it by 16
the Florida Constitution and Chapter 166, Florida Statutes; and,17

18
WHEREAS, the City Commission wishes to update the City’s Ordinances 19

to ensure “sexual orientation” and “gender identity or expression” are included 20
in the relevant code sections relating to equal opportunity; and, 21

22
WHEREAS, the City Commission has reviewed the recommended 23

ordinances and has determined that it is in the best interest of the public health, 24

safety and general welfare of the City, its residents and visitors to adopt this 25
ordinance.26

27
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION 28

OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:29

30
Section 1.  The foregoing “WHEREAS” clauses are true and correct and are 31

hereby ratified and confirmed by the City Commission.32
33

Section 2.  Chapter 20 “CIVIL RIGHTS”, Article I “LAKE WORTH CIVIL RIGHTS 34

ACT”, Section 20-2 “Adoption of Lake Worth Civil Rights Act” is hereby 35
amended to read as follows:36

37
Sec. 20-2. - Adoption of Lake Worth Civil Rights Act. 38

39
The Florida Civil Rights Act of 1992, chapter 760, sections 760.01 through 40

760.11 and section 509.092 is adopted by reference as the Lake Worth Civil 41

Rights Act, subject to and including by reference such amendments, corrections 42
and additions as shall occur to the Florida Civil Rights Act of 1992, and such 43
amendments, corrections or additions as may appear in this Chapter. In 44
addition, a discriminatory practice for purposes of the Lake Worth Civil Rights 45
Act shall include a practice based upon a person's sexual orientation, which is 46

the state of being heterosexual, homosexual or bisexual, or having a history of 47
such identification or a person's gender identity or expression. "Sexual 48
orientation" means the state of being heterosexual, homosexual or bisexual, or 49
having a history of such identification. "Gender identity" and " or gender50
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expression" means a person's various individual attributes, actual or perceived 51
as they are understood to be masculine and/or feminine, or a person's self-52
identity, self-image, appearance or expression as a man or woman, whether or 53
not different from those traditionally associated with the person's sex at birth.54

55
Section 3.  Chapter 20 “CIVIL RIGHTS”, Article II “LAKE WORTH FAIR 56
HOUSING ACT”, Section 20-11 “Purpose” is hereby amended to read as 57
follows: 58

59

Sec. 20-11. - Purpose. 60
61

The city commission of the City of Lake Worth desires, in the exercise of its 62
police power for the public health, safety and general welfare, to assure 63
within constitutional limitation equal opportunity to all persons to live in 64

available housing facilities regardless of race, color, religion, sex, sexual 65
orientation, gender identity or expression, national origin, age, handicap or 66
marital status, within constitutional limitations, and, to that end, to prohibit 67
discrimination in housing by any person. The city commission also desires to 68

adopt an ordinance which is consistent with state law and which affords its 69
citizens a clear channel of access to a state-mandated remedy in the case of 70

alleged discrimination, to wit the Florida Commission on Human Relations. 71
72

Section 4.  Chapter 2 “ADMINISTRATION”, Article III “MERIT SERVICE”, 73

Section 2-30(b) “Policy Declared” is hereby amended to read as follows:74
75

Sec. 2-30(b). - Policy Declared. 76
77

No person employed in the merit service, or seeking admission thereto, shall in 78

any way be favored or discriminated against because of religious or political 79
affiliations or beliefs, racial or national origin, age, sex, sexual orientation, 80

gender identity or expression, or handicap, where the handicapped persons are 81
able to perform the work they are seeking.82

83
Section 5.  Chapter 2 “ADMINISTRATION”, Article XIV “PURCHASING”, 84
Section 2-111(e) “Procurement code” is hereby amended to read as follows:85

86
Sec. 2-111(e). – Procurement code.87

88
Equal opportunity. No person or business shall be excluded from participation 89

in, denied benefits of, or otherwise discriminated against in connection with 90

procurement by the city on the grounds of race, color, religion, sex, gender 91
identity or expression, national origin, age, disability, familial status, marital 92
status, or sexual orientation.93

94
Section 6.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or 95

portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by 96
any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, 97
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distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity 98
of the remaining portions thereof.99

100
Section 7.  Repeal of Laws in Conflict.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 101

conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict.102
103

Section 8.  Codification.  The sections of the ordinance may be made a part of 104
the City Code of Laws and ordinances and may be re-numbered or re-lettered 105
to accomplish such, and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section”, 106

“division”, or any other appropriate word.107
108

Section 9.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall take effect ten days after its 109
adoption.110

111
The passage of this Ordinance on first reading was moved by 112

Commissioner _______________, seconded by Commissioner  113

________________, and upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:114
115

Mayor Pam Triolo116
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell117
Commissioner Christopher McVoy118

Commissioner Andy Amoroso119
Commissioner Ryan Maier120

121
The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed on first 122

reading on the 5th day of January, 2016.123
124

The passage of this Ordinance on second reading was moved by 125

Commissioner __________, seconded by Commissioner ___________, and 126
upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:127

128
Mayor Pam Triolo129
Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell130

Commissioner Christopher McVoy131
Commissioner Andy Amoroso132
Commissioner Ryan Maier133

134
The Mayor thereupon declared this Ordinance duly passed and enacted 135

on the 19th day of January, 2016.136
137

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION138
139

By:__________________________140

 Pam Triolo, Mayor141
ATTEST:142

143
________________________144
Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk145

146



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Community Sustainability

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Resolution No. 04-2016 – declare the City’s intent to use the uniform method of collecting non-ad valorem assessments for 
certain nuisance abatements

SUMMARY:  
This Resolution declares the City’s intent to collect non-ad valorem assessments for costs spent to abate certain 
nuisance violations such as lot clearing, boarding and securing, and demolition services.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, provides a uniform method for the levy, collection and enforcement of non-ad valorem 
assessments.  To use the uniform method of levying and collecting non-ad valorem assessments for the first time, the 
statute requires the adoption of a resolution prior to January 1, 2016 or March 1, 2016, if the City, the Property Appraiser 
and the Tax Collector agree.  All parties agreed to the March 1, 2016 deadline.  The statute also requires the Notice of 
Intent to be published one time each week for four consecutive weeks prior to the adoption of the resolution.  The Notice of 
Intent was published in the Palm Beach Post the weeks of December 7, 14, 21 and 28, 2015.  Back in 2012, the City 
adopted the required resolutions to collect non-ad valorem assessments for chronic nuisance services and chronic nuisance 
services by abatement.  These services are authorized under the Chronic Nuisance Services Property Code.  By this current 
resolution, the City will be collecting non-ad valorem assessments for the abatement of nuisance violations in the form of 
lot clearings, board and secures and demolitions.  These services are authorized under the Lot Clearing Ordinance, the 
Board and Secure Ordinance and the Unsafe Building Abatement Code.  Adoption of this Resolution will allow the tax 
collector to bill and collect these lot clearing, board and secure, and demolition assessments in conjunction with the ad 
valorem taxes.

MOTION:
I move to approve / not approve Resolution No. 04-2016.

ATTACHMENT(S):
Fiscal Impact Analysis – not applicable
Resolution
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2

RESOLUTION NO. 04-2016 OF THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA,3

DECLARING THE CITY’S INTENT TO USE THE UNIFORM METHOD OF 4

COLLECTING NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS WHICH MAY BE LEVIED 5

FOR THE COST OF PROVIDING LOT CLEARING SERVICES, BOARDING 6

AND SECURING SERVICES AND DEMOLITION SERVICES ON PRIVATE 7

REAL PROPERTY WITHIN THE INCORPORATED AREA OF THE CITY; 8

PROVIDING FOR THE MAILING OF THIS RESOLUTION; PROVIDING AN 9

EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.10

11

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Worth, Florida has, pursuant to sec. 12-42, 12

sec. 2-75.2.7, and section 9-2.2(q) of the Code of Ordinances, established the 13

City’s authority to levy special assessments against private real property for the 14

costs of eliminating nuisance conditions on such properties in the form of lot 15

clearing services, boarding and securing services, and demolition services16

(collectively, “Abatement Services”); and17

18

WHEREAS, the City intends to use the uniform method for collecting 19

such non-ad valorem assessments for the cost of providing these Abatement 20

Services within the incorporated area of the City as authorized by section 21

197.3632, Florida Statutes, as amended from time to time, commencing in 22

November 2016, because this method will allow such special assessments to 23

be collected annually in the same manner as provided for ad valorem taxes; 24

and25

26

WHEREAS, the City has held a duly advertised public hearing prior to 27

the adoption of this Resolution, and the proof of publication of such hearing 28

notice is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” which is incorporated herein by 29

reference.30

31

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 32

THE CITY OF LAKE WORTH, FLORIDA, that:33

34

Section 1. The foregoing recitals are hereby ratified and confirmed as being 35

true and correct and are hereby made a specific part of this Resolution.36

37

Section 2.  Commencing with the Fiscal Year beginning October 1, 2016, and 38

with the tax statement mailed for such Fiscal Year and continuing thereafter 39

until discontinued by the City, the City intends to use the uniform method of 40

collecting non-ad valorem assessments authorized in section 197.3632, Florida 41

Statutes, as amended from time to time, for collecting non-ad valorem 42

assessments for the recovery of the cost of eliminating nuisance conditions on 43

real property in the form of lot clearing services, boarding and securing 44

services, and demolition services.  45

46

Section 3. All real property located within the corporate boundary of the City 47

of Lake Worth may be subject to such non-ad valorem assessment.  A legal 48

description of such area subject to the assessment is attached hereto as Exhibit 49
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“B” and is incorporated herein by reference.50

51

Section 4. Upon adoption, the City Clerk is hereby directed to send a 52

certified copy of this Resolution by United States mail to:  (1) the Florida 53

Department of Revenue; (2) the Palm Beach County Tax Collector; and (3) the 54

Palm Beach County Property Appraiser, no later than March 10, 2016.55

56

Section 5.  This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.57

58

The passage of this Resolution was moved by Commissioner 59

_______________, seconded by Commissioner ________________, and upon 60

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

62

Mayor Pam Triolo63

Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell64

Commissioner Christopher McVoy65

Commissioner Andy Amoroso66

Commissioner Ryan Maier67

68

The Mayor thereupon declared this Resolution duly passed and adopted 69

on this 5th day of January, 2016.70

71

LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION72

73

74

By:___________________________75

Pam Triolo, Mayor76

ATTEST:77

78

79

______________________   80

Pamela J. Lopez, City Clerk81
82
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Exhibit A83
84

CITY OF LAKE WORTH CITY COMMISSION’S 85

NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE UNIFORM METHOD OF COLLECTING 86

NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS87

88

The City Commission of the City of Lake Worth, Florida (“the City”) 89

hereby provides notice, pursuant to Florida Statute § 197.3632(3)(a), of its 90

intent to use the uniform method of collecting non-ad valorem special 91

assessments to be levied within the City for the cost of code enforcement 92

nuisance violation abatement costs including lot clearing (sec. 12-42, as 93

amended from time to time), boarding and securing (sec. 2-75.2.7, as amended 94

from time to time), and demolition services (sec. 9-2.2(q), as amended from 95

time to time) commencing for the fiscal year beginning on October 1, 2016 and 96

continuing each year thereafter until discontinued by the City.  The City 97

Commission will consider the adoption of a resolution electing to use the 98

uniform method of collection of such assessments authorized by Florida Statute 99

§ 197.3632 at a public hearing to be held at 6:00 p.m., January 5, 2016, or as 100

soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, at the City Commission Chambers, 101

7 N. Dixie Highway, Lake Worth, Florida.  Such resolution will state the need for 102

the levy and will contain a legal description/map of the boundaries of the real 103

property subject to the levy. Copies of the proposed form of resolution, which 104

contains the legal description of the boundaries of the real property subject to 105

the levy, are on file at the City Clerk’s Office, 7 N. Dixie Highway, Lake Worth, 106

Florida. All interested persons are invited to attend and may be heard with 107

respect to the resolution. 108

109

In the event any person decides to appeal any decision by the City with 110

respect to any matter relating to the consideration of the resolution at the 111

above-reference public hearing, a record of the proceeding may be needed and 112

in such an event, such person may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the 113

public hearing is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence on 114

which the appeal is to be based. In accordance with the Americans with 115

Disabilities Act, persons needing special accommodations to participate in this 116

proceeding should contact the City Clerk at (561) 586-1662, at least 48 hours 117

prior to the date of the hearing.  118

119

Dated this 7th day of December, 2015.120

121

Published:122

Palm Beach Post123

December 10, 17, 24, and 31124

125



Pg. 4, Reso. 04-2016

Exhibit B 126

127

The boundaries of the City of Lake Worth, a municipal corporation in Palm 128

Beach County, Florida, shall be as follows: 129

130

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF THE 131

NORTHEAST ONE-QUARTER (NE- 1/4) OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 44 132

SOUTH, RANGE 43 EAST, PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA; RUN 133

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE EAST AND WEST CENTERLINE OF 134

SAID SECTION 33 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE 135

NORTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (NW-1/4) OF SAID SECTION 33; 136

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE EAST AND WEST CENTERLINE OF 137

SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 44 SOUTH, RANGE 43 EAST, TO THE 138

WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF HIGH RIDGE ROAD; THENCE 139

NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE 140

SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF LAKE OSBORNE DRIVE; 141

THENCE EASTERLY AND NORTHERLY ALONG THE SAID RIGHT OF 142

WAY LINE OF LAKE OSBORNE DRIVE TO THE CENTERLINE OF 12TH 143

AVENUE SOUTH; THENCE CONTINUE NORTHERLY AND 144

NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF LAKE 145

OSBORNE DRIVE TO THE CENTERLINE OF SNOWDEN DRIVE; 146

THENCE WESTERLY AND NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE SAID 147

RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF LAKE OSBORNE DRIVE TO THE 148

CENTERLINE OF COLLIER AVENUE; THENCE NORTHERLY, 149

NORTHEASTERLY AND EASTERLY ALONG THE SAID RIGHT OF WAY 150

OF LAKE OSBORNE DRIVE TO THE CENTERLINE OF WRIGHT DRIVE; 151

THENCE NORTHEASTERLY, NORTHERLY, NORTHWESTERLY AND 152

WESTERLY ALONG THE SAID RIGHT OF WAY OF LAKE OSBORNE 153

DRIVE TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF DETROIT 154

STREET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF 155

WAY LINE TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SECTION 29, TOWNSHIP 44 156

SOUTH, RANGE 43 EAST: THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE 157

SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE 158

OF DETROIT STREET AND ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY 159

LINE TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 22, BLOCK 2 OF 160

BUFFALO HEIGHTS ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS 161

RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 8, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM 162

BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH 163

LINE OF LOTS 22 AND 39 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID 164

LOT 39, BLOCK 2 OF BUFFALO HEIGHTS, AND THE EAST RIGHT OF 165

WAY LINE OF BUFFALO STREET: THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID 166

EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BUFFALO STREET TO THE NORTH 167

RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF LAKE WORTH ROAD; THENCE WESTERLY 168

ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE WEST RIGHT OF 169

WAY LINE OF BUFFALO STREET; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID 170

WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 171
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2nd AVENUE NORTH; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTH 172

RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 173

BOUTWELL ROAD; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT 174

OF WAY LINE TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 50, BLOCK 1 175

OF SAID BUFFALO HEIGHTS; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE 176

NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 50 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID 177

LOT 50; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF LOTS 50, 178

49, 48 AND 47, OF SAID BLOCK 1 TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 179

SAID LOT 47; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID 180

LOT 47 TO A POINT BEING ON A LINE LYING 75.00 FEET EAST OF 181

THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 46, 45, 44 AND 43, OF SAID BLOCK 1; 182

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO A POINT BEING ON 183

THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 43; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID 184

SOUTH LINE TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 43; 185

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF LOTS 42, 41, 40, 39, 186

38, 37 AND 36 OF SAID BLOCK 1 TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 187

SAID LOT 36; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID 188

LOT 36 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 34 OF SAID BLOCK 1; 189

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 34 TO 190

THE NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF LAKE WORTH ROAD AS LAID 191

OUT AND IN USE; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT 192

OF WAY LINE AND ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF TRACT 116 OF PLAT 193

BOOK 5, PAGE 29, TO THE EAST LINE OF TRACT 115 OF SAID 194

PLAT;THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO A LINE 4 195

FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL TO SAID NORTH RIGHT OF WAY; 196

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID PARALLEL TO A LINE BEING 197

ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 75 FEET OF SAID TRACT 115; 198

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID LINE A DISTANCE OF 199

APPROXIMATELY 134 FEET TO A LINE BEING ALONG A LINE 200

PARALLEL WITH AND PERPENDICULAR TO THE NORTH LINE OF 201

STATE ROAD 174, NOW ASSUMED TO BE STATE ROAD 802, LAKE 202

WORTH ROAD; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID LINE TO THE WEST 203

LINE OF SAID TRACT 115; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST 204

LINE OF TRACT 115 TO THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 2nd 205

AVENUE NORTH AS LAID OUT AND IN USE; THENCE WESTERLY 206

ALONG SAID SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE EAST LINE OF THE 207

WEST HALF OF TRACT 111 OF SAID PLAT; THENCE SOUTHERLY 208

ALONG SAID LINE TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF LAKE 209

WORTH ROAD AS LAID OUT AND IN USE; THENCE WESTERLY 210

ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE WEST LINE OF THE EAST HALF OF 211

TRACT 110 OF SAID PLAT; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WEST 212

LINE TO THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF SAID 2nd AVENUE 213

NORTH; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY 214

LINE TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF THE 200-FEET-WIDE CANAL 215

SHOWN ON SAID PLAT (NOW KNOWN AS THE KELLER CANAL AND 216

AS THE LAKE WORTH DRAINAGE DISTRICT CANAL E-4) AND THE 217
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WESTERLY LINE OF TRACT 109 OF SAID PLAT; THENCE NORTHERLY 218

ALONG THE WESTERLY LINES OF TRACTS 109, 97, 81, 86, 54 AND 36 219

TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 200 FEET OF SAID TRACT 36; 220

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 200 221

FEET OF TRACTS 36, 35 AND 34 TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 55 222

FEET OF SAID TRACT 34; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST 223

LINE TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 327.5 FEET OF SAID 224

TRACT 34; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE TO 225

THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 65 FEET OF SAID TRACT 34; THENCE 226

NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE 227

SOUTH 427.5 FEET OF SAID TRACT 34; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG 228

SAID NORTH LINE TO THE WEST LINE OF THE EAST 5 FEET OF 229

BYRO MEDIA LANE AS ABANDONED IN DEED BOOK 582, PAGE 2 OF 230

THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA; 231

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WEST LINE TO THE SOUTH 232

RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 10th AVENUE NORTH, AS LAID OUT AND IN 233

USE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE 234

TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BOUTWELL ROAD; THENCE 235

SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE NORTH 236

LINE OF THE SOUTH 402 FEET OF TRACT 33 OF SAID PLAT; THENCE 237

EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTH LINE, PARALLEL TO THE NORTH 238

LINE OF SAID TRACT 33, TO THE WEST LINE OF THE EAST 155 FEET 239

OF SAID TRACT 33; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WEST LINE 240

TO THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF SAID 10th AVENUE NORTH; 241

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO 242

THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BOUTWELL ROAD; THENCE 243

NORTHERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF SAID EAST 244

RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF SAID 245

10th AVENUE NORTH; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTH 246

RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 247

BOUTWELL ROAD; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT 248

OF WAY LINE TO THE SOUTHERLY BANK LINE OF THE KELLER CUT-249

OFF CANAL; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY 250

LINE TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF BOUTWELL ROAD; 251

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A 252

LINE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID LINE, MAKING AN ANGLE OF 253

104°56'55" FROM SOUTH TO EAST, TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 254

206 FEET OF SAID TRACT 3, THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID 255

EAST LINE TO THE SOUTHERLY BANK LINE OF THE KELLER CUT-256

OFF CANAL; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CANAL BANK TO THE 257

NORTH LINE OF TRACT 2 OF SAID PLAT; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG 258

SAID LINE TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID TRACT; THENCE 259

NORTHERLY, ALONG THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST 260

LINE OF SAID TRACT 2 TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SECTION 17, 261

TOWNSHIP 44 SOUTH, RANGE 43 EAST; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG 262

THE SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF SECTION 17 TO THE 263
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SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER THEREOF; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG 264

THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SECTION 17 TO THE CENTERLINE OF 265

LAKE WORTH DRAINAGE DISTRICT E-4 CANAL; THENCE 266

NORTHERLY ALONG THE SAID CENTERLINE TO A POINT OF 267

INTERSECTION WITH THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE 268

CENTERLINE OF BETA COURT, ACCORDING TO PLAT NO. 3 OF LAKE 269

CLARKE ISLE, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 25, PAGE 106, AND 270

PLAT OF SOUTH LAKE SHORES, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 25, 271

PAGE 213, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA; 272

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE SAID CENTERLINE EXTENSION TO 273

THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THE SEABOARD 274

COASTLINE RAILWAY, SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE ALSO 275

BEING THE WESTERLY LIMITED ACCESS RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 276

STATE ROAD NO. 9 (I-95); THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE SAID 277

EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, TO THE EXISTING CENTERLINE OF 278

THE WEST PALM BEACH CANAL RIGHT-OF-WAY; THENCE EASTERLY 279

ALONG SAID EXISTING CENTERLINE TO THE MIDDLE OF THE 280

CHANNEL OF LAKE WORTH; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE 281

MIDDLE OF THE CHANNEL OF LAKE WORTH TO THE NORTHERLY 282

EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF LAKE AVENUE (S.R.802) AS SAID 283

RIGHT-OF-WAY IS SHOWN ON THE STATE ROAD DEPARTMENT 284

RIGHT OF WAY MAP, SECTION NO. 93180-2504; THENCE EASTERLY 285

ALONG THE SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE AND ITS EASTERLY 286

EXTENSION TO A POINT 10.00 FEET WESTERLY OF THE WATER'S 287

EDGE OF THE ATLANTIC OCEAN AT MEAN HIGH TIDE; THENCE 288

SOUTHERLY FOLLOWING A LINE 10.00 FEET WESTERLY OF THE 289

WATERS OF THE ATLANTIC OCEAN AT MEAN HIGH TIDE TO THE 290

NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 1198.77 FEET OF GOVERNMENT LOT 1 291

OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 44 SOUTH, RANGE 43 EAST; THENCE 292

WESTERLY ALONG THE SAID NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 1198.77 293

FEET OF GOVERNMENT LOT 1 TO THE EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF 294

THAT CERTAIN PARCEL DESCRIBED IN DEED BOOK 631, PAGE 22, 295

PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE 296

NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EASTERLY BOUNDARY TO THE NORTH 297

LINE OF THE SOUTH 1298.77 FEET OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 1; 298

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SAID NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 299

1298.77 FEET OF GOVERNMENT LOT 1 AND ITS WESTERLY 300

EXTENSION TO THE MIDDLE OF THE CHANNEL OF LAKE WORTH; 301

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE MIDDLE OF THE CHANNEL OF 302

LAKE WORTH TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE EAST AND WEST 303

CENTERLINE OF SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 44 SOUTH, RANGE 43 304

EAST; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE OF SECTION 305

34 TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 306

307

LESS AND NOT INCLUDING THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCELS: 308

309
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PARCEL 1:310

ALL OF LOTS 1 AND 2, BLOCK 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF 311

SUNSET PARK, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS 312

RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 65 OF THE PUBLIC 313

RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND 314

REPLATTED AS LOTS 1 AND 2, HUB PROPERTIES, ACCORDING 315

TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 24, PAGE 316

101, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA, 317

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF SUNSET AVENUE LYING 318

EASTERLY OF SAID LOTS 1 AND 2. 319

320

PARCEL 2:321

TRACTS 2 AND 3, TOGETHER WITH CENTER STREET, 322

ACCORDING TO THE SAID PLAT OF SUNSET PARK. 323

324

PARCEL 3:325

ALL OF LOTS 46 THROUGH 50, BLOCK 2, BUFFALO HEIGHTS, 326

ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT 327

BOOK 4, PAGE 8 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH 328

COUNTY, FLORIDA. 329

330

PARCEL 4:331

THE SOUTH 83 FEET OF THE NORTH 478 FEET OF THE EAST 114 332

FEET OF TRACT 91, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 79 333

OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA. 334

335

PARCEL 5:336

THE WEST 198 FEET OF TRACT 94, PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 79, 337

LESS THE NORTH 1/2 THEREOF. 338

339

ALSO LESS AND NOT INCLUDING THE RIGHT-OF-WAY OF 340

BOUTWELL ROAD ACROSS 10th AVENUE NORTH, AND THE RIGHT-341

OF-WAY OF LAKE WORTH ROAD AS NOW LAID OUT AND IN USE; AS 342

SET FORTH IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 338, PAGE 545 AND 343

OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 418, PAGE 541. 344

345

TOGETHER WITH THE FOLLOWING CERTAIN RIGHTS-OF-WAY PER 346

ORDINANCE 2007-50: 347

348

DETROIT STREET - FROM 2nd AVENUE NORTH TO LAKE 349

OSBORNE DRIVE. 350

351

BUFFALO STREET - FROM 2nd AVENUE NORTH TO LAKE WORTH 352

ROAD.353

354
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2nd AVENUE NORTH - FROM DETROIT STREET TO THE E-4 355

CANAL. 356

357

4th AVENUE NORTH - FROM BOUTWELL ROAD TO THE E-4 358

CANAL. 359

360

7th AVENUE NORTH - FROM BOUTWELL ROAD EAST FOR A 361

DISTANCE APPROXIMATELY 708 FEET. 362

363

BOUTWELL ROAD - SOUTH FROM ITS NORTHERN TERMINUS TO 364

10th AVENUE NORTH. 365

366

10th AVENUE NORTH - FROM I-95 TO BOUTWELL ROAD. 367

368

BOUTWELL ROAD - FROM 10th AVENUE NORTH TO LAKE 369

WORTH ROAD. 370

371

2nd AVENUE NORTH - FROM I-95 TO DETROIT STREET. 372

373

BARNETT DRIVE - FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO ITS NORTHERN 374

TERMINUS. 375

376

23rd AVENUE SOUTH - FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO 4th 377

AVENUE NORTH. 378

379

BARNETT LANE SOUTH - FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO ITS 380

SOUTHERN TERMINUS, 381

382

ARAGON AVENUE - EAST FROM BARNETT DRIVE TO ITS 383

EASTERN TERMINUS. 384

385

MADRID AVENUE - EAST FROM BARNETT DRIVE TO ITS 386

EASTERN TERMINUS. 387

388

WORTH AVENUE - EAST FROM BARNETT DRIVE TO ITS 389

EASTERN TERMINUS. 390

391

8th AVENUE NORTH - WEST FROM BARNETT DRIVE TO DETROIT 392

STREET. 393

394

7th COURT NORTH - WEST FROM BARNETT DRIVE TO DETROIT 395

STREET. 396

397

ALL OF CIRCLE DRIVE SOUTH OF 7th AVENUE NORTH. 398

399
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INDUSTRIAL STREET - SOUTH FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO 4th 400

AVENUE NORTH. 401

402

CORONA STREET - SOUTH FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO JOYCE 403

AVENUE. 404

405

GREEN STREET - SOUTH FROM 7th AVENUE NORTH TO 5th 406

AVENUE NORTH. 407

408

409



AGENDA DATE:  January 5, 2016, Regular Meeting   DEPARTMENT:  Electric Utilities 

EXECUTIVE BRIEF

TITLE:  
Florida Municipal Electric Association membership dues for Fiscal Year 2015-2016

SUMMARY:  
This item will authorize the payment of the FMEA annual membership dues for October 2015 through September 
2016 in an amount not to exceed $33,345.

BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION:  
The Florida Municipal Electric Association (FMEA) represents the unified interests of 34 public power communities 
across Florida. FMEA is affiliated with and works closely with the American Public Power Association (APPA) on 
regulatory issues facing the electric industry. Together, FMEA staff and municipal utility members work to protect 
public power’s legislative, regulatory and operational interests in Tallahassee and Washington, D.C. As a member of 
this association, the City of Lake Worth has legal, legislative, and regulatory representation that provides the ability to 
impact the outcome of important decisions that directly impact electric utility customers. Together, FMEA members 
represent 14% of Florida’s market share of the electric utility industry. 

Participation in membership of the FMEA benefits the City through the following committees:

• Legislative and Regulatory: This committee meets on an as-needed basis and oversees the legislative and
regulatory activities that affect the electric industry. Staff receives emails and updates that track 
legislative issues facing not only the electric industry nationwide, but also local initiatives that may have 
wider reaching consequences. FMEA provides the avenue to communicate with legislators as well as the 
Public Service Commission. Through diligent efforts and coordination by FMEA staff, member cities are 
afforded the opportunity to testify before the PSC on items that can directly affect customers.

• Member Services: This committee meets once a year to discuss activities of the FMEA to ensure that 
services provided meet the needs of member cities. It is through this participation that members can 
request information-gathering services, which the FMEA staff oversees – writing, distributing, and 
compiling survey information. In addition to programmed services, FMEA staff is readily available to 
assist member cities. Lake Worth has benefited in the last year with communication training, PSC 
reporting, franchise agreement direction, and energy conservation information.

• Safety and Training: This committee meets quarterly and consists of member city representatives charged
with safely operating their utility. This group coordinates training classes and the annual Lineman’s
Rodeo.



• Engineering and Operations: This committee meets once per year and includes representatives from 
member cities whose job responsibilities include transmission, distribution, generation, and fuels.

• Customer Connections Committee: Meets three times per year and offers participants the opportunity to 
interface with other utilities concerning customer service, key accounts, energy conservation, demand 
side management, and public relations.

• Mutual Aid: FMEA provides staff members that are available 24 hours per day, 7 days per week pre- and
post-disaster events. They provide assistance scheduling and mobilizing work crews, equipment, and 
supplies. In addition, they are the City’s liaison with the State Emergency Operation Center, the Office of 
the Governor, and State legislators.

This item was reviewed by the Electric Utility Advisory Board members on November 4, 2015.

MOTION:
I move to approve/ not approve the Florida Municipal Electric Association annual membership dues for Fiscal 
Year 2015-2016 in the amount of $33,345.

ATTACHMENT(S):
1. Fiscal Impact Analysis
2. FMEA Membership Invoice 



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

A. Five Year Summary of Fiscal Impact:

Fiscal Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Capital Expenditures 0 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenditures 33,345 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 33,345 0 0 0 0

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

B. Recommended Sources of Funds/Summary of Fiscal Impact:  

Account Number Account Description Project #
FY 2016 
Budget

Current 
Balance

Agenda Item 
Expenditures

Remaining 
Balance

Utilities-Electric

401-6010-531.54-00
Book, Pubs, Subscriptions  & 

Memberships
N/A 47,000 $35,217 - $33,345 $1,872

C. Department Fiscal Review:  John Borsch, Electric Utility Director 





 DRAFT
AGENDA

CITY OF LAKE WORTH
CITY COMMISSION MEETING

CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER
TUESDAY, JANUARY 19, 2016 - 6:00 PM

1. ROLL CALL:

2. INVOCATION OR MOMENT OF SILENCE:  Provided by Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  Led by Commissioner Andy Amoroso

4. AGENDA - Additions/Deletions/Reordering:

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

A. City-wide Wayfinding Plan: Update from KMA Design Consulting

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. IBM System Replacement

B. Enterprise Licensing Agreement with ESRI for Geographic Information Systems (GIS)

C. Resolution No. xx-2016 - support Enterprise Florida 

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

11. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

7 North Dixie Highway

Lake Worth, FL 33460

561.586.1600
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12. NEW BUSINESS:

A. Purchase Chamber of Commerce building

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. February 2, 2016 - 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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