AGENDA

ORMOND BEACH
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS

March 6, 2013
ORMOND BEACH CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS 7:00 P.M.

V.

V.

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES
A. February 6, 2013

NEW BUSINESS

A. Case No. 13V-043: 272 Putnam Avenue, waterfront vard variance.

This is a request from of Albert Jenkins, property owner, for a waterfront
variance to allow the construction of a covered porch at 272 Putnam Avenue.
The property at 272 Putnam Avenue is zoned R-3 (Single-Family Medium
Density). Section 2-15.B.9.e of the Land Development Code requires a 30’
waterbody setback. The applicant is requesting a waterbody setback of 15’
to construct a covered porch as part of a renovation of a single-family house,
requiring a variance of 15’ to the required 30’ waterbody yard setback.

B. Case No. 13V-045: 7 Oriole Circle A, rear and side yard variances.

This is a request for a front yard variance submitted by Robert J. Conner,
Conner Construction, LLC (applicant) on behalf of the property owners,
Remy Longpre and Ginette Latulippe for a variance at 7 Oriole Circle A to
construction an addition (11’ X 13’) and a carport within the required rear and
side yard setback. The property at 7 Oriole Circle A is zoned R-4 (Single-
Family Cluster and Townhouse). The applicant is requesting two variances:

1. Rear Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.b of the Land Development Code requires a
20’ rear yard setback. The applicant is requesting a rear yard setback of
0’ to construct a room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 20’ to
the required 20’ rear yard setback.

2. Side Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.c of the Land Development Code requires a
20’ side yard setback. The applicant is requesting a side yard setback of
5’ to construct a room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 15’ to
the required 20’ side yard setback.

OTHER BUSINESS

ADJOURNMENT
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MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
February 6, 2012 7:00 p.m.
Commission Chambers
22 South Beach Street
Ormond Beach, Florida
l. ROLL CALL
Members Present Staff Present
Tony Perricelli Steven Spraker, AICP, Senior Planner
Dennis McNamara Ann-Margret Emery, Deputy City Attorney
Jean Jenner Meggan Znorowski, Minutes Technician

Norman Lane
Ryck Hundredmark

Il.  ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS

A. Election of Chairperson and Vice- Chair

Mr. Jenner nominated Mr. McNamara for Chairperson. Mr. Hundredmark
seconded the nomination. Vote was called, and the nomination was unanimously
approved.

Mr. Lane nominated Mr. Perricelli for Vice-Chair. Mr. Hundredmark seconded the
nomination. Vote was called, and the nomination was unanimously approved.

B. Approval of the 2013 Rules of Procedures

Mr. Jenner moved to approve the 2013 Rules of Procedure. Mr. Lane seconded the
motion. Vote was called, and the motion was unanimously approved.

C. Acceptance of 2013 BOAA Calendar

Mr. Hundredmark moved to approve the 2013 BOAA Calendar. Mr. Jenner
seconded the motion. Vote was called, and the motion was unanimously approved.

I11. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

A. December 5, 2012 Minutes

Mr. Lane moved to approve the December 5, 2012 Minutes as submitted. Mr.
Perricelli seconded the motion. Vote was called, and the motion was unanimously
approved.
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IV. NEW BUSINESS

A. Case No. 13V-037: 1387 West Granada Boulevard, side vard and parking
variances

Mr. Steven Spraker, Senior Planner, Planning Department, City of Ormond Beach, stated
this is an application for two variances at 1387 West Granada Boulevard. Mr. Spraker
explained the orientation, location, and configuration of the property. Mr. Spraker
continued that the property has been on the market since 2000 and is an existing single
family residence. The applicant is proposing to demolish the existing structure and
rebuild a structure that meets the Land Development Code and all improvements a
commercial site would need. Mr. Spraker explained that the site is challenging due to the
small lot size in terms of the width and depth. Mr. Spraker stated the first request is to the
side yard setback next to the Vinyard which is required to be 20°, the requested setback is
10’ for a variance of 10°. Mr. Spraker explained the zoning district applied to this
property envisions large parcels and not on a 110’ by 133” wide lot. Mr. Spraker stated
the second request is to waive 1 parking space; there are 9 shown in the site plan while
the requirement of the Land Development Code is 10. Mr. Spraker explained the
applicant is doing a good job of meeting the Green Belt buffer. Ms. Spraker continued
that the project was required to have a community meeting, and only two people attended
and neither raised any objection. Staff is recommending approval of both variances.

Peter Solti, 44 Coquina Ridge Way, the contractor for the applicant stated they have
attempted many configurations for this property and it was extremely difficult due to the
size of the property.

Mr. Perricelli asked what the use was going to be for the office.

Mr. Solti responded it will be an office building, and at the present time a State Farm
Insurance office.

There was discussion about the parking arrangements and whether the additional parking
place could be accommodated.

There was discussion about the septic system and whether it would be a mound system or
a flow system.

Mr. Spraker explained that another space cannot be physically fit on the site with the site
restraints, and the issues regarding the septic system will be worked through as the
project proceeds through the site plan review.

Mr. McNamara asked if there is currently a wall on the site.
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Mr. Solti responded no, the 6” high block wall will have to be constructed to separate the
residential from commercial.

Mr. Perricelli moved to approve the variance as submitted. Mr. Hundredmark
seconded the motion. Vote was called, and the motion unanimously approved.

IV. OTHER BUSINESS

None.

V. ADJOURNMENT

As there was no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:19 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Steven Spraker, AICP, Senior Planner

ATTEST:

Dennis McNamara, Chair
Minutes prepared by Meggan Znorowski.

Pursuant to section 286-0105, Florida Statutes, if any person decides to appeal
any decision made by the board of adjustment with respect to any matter considered at
this public meeting, such person will need a record of the proceedings and for such
purpose, such person may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is
made, including the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

All persons appealing to the board of adjustment must be present, or represented
at the public hearing scheduled for the consideration of his request. Failure to be present
or to be represented, results in the automatic refusal by this board to grant permission for
any variance. In order to allow the meeting to proceed in an orderly fashion, the board,
by motion, may limit the time allowed for remarks concerning a specific agenda item to a
maximum of thirty (30) minutes for city staff, the designated representative of the
applicant and the designated representative of any organized group and to five (5)
minutes for members of organizations and other individual speakers. Additional time
shall be allowed to respond to questions from the board.
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Persons with a disability, such as a vision, hearing or speech impairment, or persons
needing other types of assistance and who wish to attend city commission meetings or
any other board of committee meeting may contact the city clerk in writing, or may call
677-0311 for information regarding available aids and services.




STAFF REPORT

City of Ormond Beach
Department of Planning

DATE: February 27, 2013
SUBJECT: 272 Putham Avenue
APPLICANT: Albert Jenkins, property owner
FILE NUMBER: V13-43
PROJECT PLANNER: Steven Spraker, AICP, Senior Planner

INTRODUCTION:

This is a request from of Albert Jenkins, property owner, for a waterfront variance to
allow the construction of a covered porch at 272 Putnam Avenue. The property at 272
Putnam Avenue is zoned R-3 (Single-Family Medium Density). Section 2-15.B.9.e of
the Land Development Code requires a 30’ waterbody setback. The applicant is
requesting a waterbody setback of 15’ to construct a covered porch as part of a
renovation of a single-family house, requiring a variance of 15’ to the required 30’
waterbody yard setback.

BACKGROUND:

The subject property currently has a single-family residence that was constructed in
1964, per the Volusia County Property Appraiser website. The property owner is in
process of a major redevelopment of the existing structure that involves the demolition
of the majority of the house structure and is in the process of re-constructing the house.
A permit was issued on February 1, 2013 for the re-construction of the house structure.
The project was granted an administrative variance of 2.5’ or 10% of the required front
yard setback of 25’ in order to construct a garage at a setback of 22.5’. The permit that
was issued on February 1% shows the area that is subject to this variance as an open
deck. The applicant is seeking a covered porch that is consistent with the reminder of
the re-construction that is currently underway.

The property is designated as “Low Density Residential” on the City’s Future Land Use
Map (FLUM) and is zoned R-3 (Single Family Medium Density) on the City’s Official
Zoning Map. The surrounding uses are as follows:

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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Current Land Uses

Future Land Use Designation

Zoning

North Singe Famiy “Low Density Residential R,\;leééislj;glc?eizw)y

South S:zg:g;%ggy “Low Density Residential” R,\hiéisljrng::()aeizgl)y

East S:gg:g;irggy “Low Density Residential” R,\hzéisljrr;gl[()aeizgl)y

West single Famiy “Low Density Residential” R,\;leééislj;glc?eizw)y
Site aerial:

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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Proposed house:

Covered porch
in the side
waterfront yard
requires a 15’
variance. ]

/

ANALYSIS:

The property at 272 Putnam Avenue is zoned R-3 (Single-Family Medium Density).
Section 2-15.B.9.e of the Land Development Code requires a 30’ waterbody setback.
The applicant is requesting a waterbody setback of 15’ to construct a covered porch as
part of a renovation of a single-family house, requiring a variance of 15’ to the required

30’ waterbody yard setback. The typical side interior setback is a minimum of 8,
totaling 20’ between the two side yards.

The purpose of the waterfront setbacks is to preserve view corridors of the waterfront
for abutting property owners. The subject property is unique based on the location of
the canal along the rear and side property lines. The lots that abut the side yard of 272
Putnam Avenue front on North Yonge Street and have their rear yards abutting the
canal. The applicant’s request would not impact the view corridors of any lot owner to

the canal. The applicant has also provided signatures of no objection from the abutting
property owners.

Canal wraps
around subject
property. Note
that abutting
lots have the
canal as part
of their rear
yard.

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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CONCLUSION:

Chapter 1, Article Il, Section 1-16.D.2, of the Land Development Code states, “The
Board of Adjustment and Appeals shall first determine whether the need for the
proposed variance arises out of the physical surroundings, shape, topographical
condition, or other physical or environmental conditions that are unique to the specific
property involved and are not the result of the actions of the applicant. If the basis for
the request is the unique quality of the site, the Board shall make the following required
findings based on the granting of the variance for that site alone. If, however, the
condition is common to numerous sites so that requests for similar variances are likely
to be received, the Board shall base its findings on the cumulative effect of granting the
variance to all who may apply.”

Variance 1: Potential Alternatives, Side Yard Setback Encroachment:

1. Grant the applicant’s request for a 15' variance for the covered porch with a
resulting 15’ setback from the required 30’ waterfront yard setback.

2. Deny the request and require a 30’ waterfront yard setback for the proposed
building.

The Board must consider the following criteria established in Chapter 1, Article II,
Section 1-16.D.4, of the Land Development Code for the variance application:

1. Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land,
structure, or building involved and which are not applicable to other lands,
structures, or buildings in the same zoning district.

Argument for the variance: The property has two special conditions. The first
special condition is the location of the 1964 structure. The location of the
structure has created the need for the variance. The second special condition is
the location of the canal along the rear and side property line. A majority of lots
along Putnam Avenue have the canal located only along the rear lot line. The
canal encompasses a portion of the subject property’s rear and side lot lines.

Argument against the variance: None.

2. The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of
the applicant.

Argument for the variance: The special conditions and circumstances are not
the actions of the applicant. The applicant recently purchased the property in
2012.

Argument against the variance: None. The special conditions and
circumstances are not the actions of the applicant.

3. Literal interpretation of the provisions of these zoning regulations would
deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the
same zoning district under the terms of these zoning regulations and
would work unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant.

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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Argument for the variance: The application seeks to allow a covered porch
rather than an open deck. Literal application of the waterfront building setback
would create a hardship on the applicant and deprive them from a reasonable
use of the property.

Argument against the variance: One could argue that an open deck is
reasonable use of the yard and that the waterfront setback should be applied.

4, No practical alternative exists and the variance, if granted, is the minimum
variance that will make possible the reasonable use of the land, building, or
structure.

Argument for the variance: Staff and the applicant have analyzed several
development scenarios and the proposed design is the best design to minimized
variances and make reasonable use of the property. There are no other practical
alternatives.

Argument against the variance: None. There is no alternatives for locating a
covered porch in the waterfront yard.

5. The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the
cost of developing the site. Financial disadvantages or physical
inconvenience to the applicant shall not in and of themselves constitute
conclusive proof of unnecessary hardship.

Argument for the variance: The variance is not sought solely to reduce the cost
of the construction of the project.

Argument against the variance: None. The variance is not sought to reduce the
construction cost of the project.

6. The proposed variance will not substantially increase congestion on
surrounding public streets, the danger of fire, or other hazard to the public.

Argument for the variance: The request will not increase congestion, fire danger
or public hazards.

Argument against the variance: None. The variance will not create any hazards
to the public.

7. The effect of the proposed variance is in harmony with the general intent of
this Code and the specific intent of the relevant subject area(s) of the Code
and will not substantially diminish property values in, nor alter the
essential character of, the area surrounding the site.

Argument for the variance: The previous home was constructed in 1964 and the
property owner is performing a substantial redevelopment. Given the location of
the existing house walls, there was not an opportunity to relocate the structure
further from the waterfront setback. The canal itself acts a visual buffer to the
lots abutting the side yard. The requested variance will not substantially diminish
property values in, nor alter the essential character of, the area surrounding the
site. The applicant has provided signatures from all the abutting property owners
and there have been no objections to the variance request.

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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Argument against the variance: None. The variance will not diminish property
values or negatively impact adjoining properties.

8. Granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant any
special privilege that is denied by this Code to other lands, buildings, or
structures in the same zoning district.

Argument for the variance: The purpose of the variance process is to confer
rights that are denied to a particular applicant because of a special condition or
unique circumstance for their property. Staff believes that this request is
appropriate based on the existing developed site.

Argument _against the variance: None. The proposed redevelopment is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals APPROVE a setback of
15’ to construct a covered porch as part of a renovation of a single-family house,
requiring a variance of 15’ to the required 30’ waterbody yard setback.

[272 Putnam Avenue, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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CITY OF ORMOND BEACH v5.3
Planning Department
22 South Beach Street, Ormond Beach, FL 32174

Tel: (386) 676-3238 MWM

www.ormondbeach.org comdev@ormondbeach.org FER 0 l' 2["3

J
By: ARR
VARIANCE - APPLICATION
For Planning Department Use
Application Number Date Submitted
VARIANCE TYPE B
Please select appropriate application type
P
~
(FEES
Application Advisory Board Commission Total* Vw 4 /5
—i - N A 4
Residential and Commercial 350 354 N/A (704 ) -
After-the-Fact 700 354 N/A 1054
*The total is calculated as the Application plus approximate Advisory Board and Commission Public Notification Fees.
Depending on the actual costs, Staff shall refund any remaining balance or require additional payment.
#
™
APPLICANT INFORMATION
This application is being submitted by [~ Property Owner %‘\gent, on behalf of Property Owner
Name | sTAney Pavk HeeEWE  ARCHHEST

Address

| 4 LlosT STHRS ey

| Zrwmord "f-'E'A(‘l"f/ . 327
Telephone | 286— 295- 9750
A G | SPHeewe @ AoL-com

If this application is being submitted by person other than the property owner, please provide the following Property Owner
Information.

S J

City, State, Zip Code




/PROPERTV OWNER INFORMATION k

Name I ALBERT e, Jepkirs

Address | GO N, NovA LD, bt 417

City, State, Zip Code , - ., o 27 [
y P | ormons BepcH L. ZUH

Telephone I ZOL—4o5—21177

Email Address l AL S mpatketr L&vEpasl « o

If the property owner does not reside on the property for which the application refers, please provide the following Property
Details.

\_ Y,

/PRQPERTY DETAILS —‘\
Address Z 1Z PUTNAMN AVEN ve
Zip Code 2 2179
Parcel L.D.

4 240 - 03— 24— 0 LEO

THe wesTaRiy 15 feer of HITS | Theegh 4 ,AnP THE
ERSTRELY 2.1,5 FEST ofF kot 27 AN LoT 28 [k F
Aceorn (v 1o e Pat of Ofwer® +Erinta sured,
AS EecoUulPeEd (B maf Bodk 1@, (hge 137 ,oF e pAUcC

|
|
|
Legal Description l

RE CofAS of lueu/in CounTy Pleivh &
/REQUEST )

For the Board of Adjustment and Appeals to grant a variance, there must be special conditions or circumstances existing
which are peculiar to a particular piece of land, structure or building. The variance should not request special privilege
denied to other lands, buildings or structures, and must prove deprivation of rights commonly enjoyed by other property
owners in the subject property area that results in an unnecessary hardship. The request should be the minimum possible to
make reasonable use of the land and, if granted, should not be injurious to the area or materially diminish the value of the
surrounding properties, alter the essential characteristics of the neighborhood or otherwise be detrimental to the public
welfare or create a public nuisance. A purely financial hardship does not, except under extreme circumstances, constitute
sufficient grounds for hardship.

Request EXI1SViG prithny; Serénk feo quﬁl‘[‘t—ﬂfﬁ( UNE IS ZH’(:'* A "T)_‘_!'_ 20
o CAMAL .~ LPC RequnTEn IS 2o 0 GANAL - WE Afs
RexUESTING X 15 10 CANML 12 Nlowt N wRAP AovkD
fopeH TARAULEL o ~THE CANAL .




/rABUTI'ING PROPERTY OWNERS \

Please provide abutting property owner signatures or provide letters indicating position toward the request.

Signature Street Address For Against
| e |54 f) Yony. 57 v r
|/ﬂ}£ //r // - l"; 22 A0. R §% e =
N A/ / 4 >
/-CRITERIA: CONFORMING \

Section 1-16.D.3 of the Land Development Code requires that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals make a finding based on
substantial competent evidence on each of the following 8 criteria. Additional pages, photographs, surveys, plot plans or
other materials may be attached as exhibits.

NOTE: If the existing structure or property is nonconforming, complete the nonconforming criteria (page 4).

1. Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building involved and which are
not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district:

“tHE sfeciAl Comdixicn 1S The locaATlon of The &XISTIVG BUICVI,
AN THE DESIRE v EConTTRVMET THIS House BY L3NS THE eX(STING
UALS, “BASED OB —HE bocatioh OF THE EXISTIREG WHS  Tileke |
1N SUARC ENT WO 4o e SxX(stins whtel HNE g tHe BRsT sipe

2. The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant:

THE SfeciAl Condetion @ccURRED A TAe ~Hiwe OF CanfRuvetien
o THE WRGIPIL [HelSE AIVP IS Mot pfe [NESVET of e P P(LEosT,

3. Literal interpretation of the provisions of these zoning regulations deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed
by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of these zoning regulations and would work
unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant:

LiItetAl inTER(Reratich (QeyveEin THE (Uhcemewt ofF it
Wt Ao Coveled Qolc{ ARG THTE EXISTING Carnl
AT i TiZel PE fRrtECT el o ik & (6 menty
Fo(l {7/e GUEST Reeml -H\S iveou > gae Ao JIVDUE HACDIH]

4. No practical alternative exists and the variance, if granted, is the minimum variance that will make possible the
reasonable use of the land, building or structure:

THERE 1S pav A S e u/!-t‘..,--;mw FTIVE fas€D o~ TiHe oChner of
e SX/STING yfeE WA e AEINVCE [3 Ve M Vi, o
iﬂ.m..ke LEASWABLE USE  OF 17tE wio Aoul St gopeds

9 J
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ABUTTING PROPERTY OWNERS

Please provide abutting property owner signatures or provide letters indicating position toward the request.

i . Signatur Street Address For Against
Crvas el dy l(jg\" .-’z'-‘f‘%/f'. .

i g [T gt R T
[ ez —— 1211 Pwnum Ave p T
I~ Pl Z M,[_"/L/Q I,@ &) pdﬁ»\é . 61 26 [

\l‘ ‘(-"’M-‘\_l

CRITERIA: CONFORMING y
Section 1-16.D.3 of the Land Development Code requires that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals make a finding based on
substantial competent evidence on each of the following 8 criteria. Additional pages, photographs, surveys, plot plans or
other materials may be attached as exhibits.

NOTE: If the existing structure or property is nonconforming, complete the nonconforming criteria (page 4).

1. Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building involved and which are
not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district:

TRE sfeciAl Cordix o 1S THE LocATIow of THE &XISTIOH BUIDiK,
AND THE DESIRE v CeConsTRMET THIS Heouvse BY L5IWS THE eXxISTING
WALLS, "BASED oM —HE bocatioh OF THE EXISTIVG NS ieRe S
1N SUAREIENT WITT 1o e SX(sTinG Wwhtal HINE onTHe BRST Sipe

2. The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant:

THE SPectAl ComMdeTion e URREY AT e TTlwe - CeanfyReatiol
o THeE wRGIpIL HetSE ALP IS Mot 12{6 RESvEr of 2/ A {LEears

3. Literal interpretation of the provisions of these zoning regulations deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed
by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of these zoning regulations and would work
unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant:

LHerAl (NTER (RerAaTion (RevaEti THE (Licemew oF e
WP Apourt Coveled Polaf ARG THT EXISTING Car Al
AROD euld [T EFeV PE P tvtEeT (6 Flon tHE € e mert
Fell 17/e GUVEST Rueml TH\S wew > foe AP LINDUE AADIIH.
4, No practical alternative exists and the variance, if granted, is the minimum variance that will make possible the
reasonable use of the land, building or structure:

THeE 18 pav [EAricme ALTERNMBTIVE BASED X THEe Fecnner pf
e SXISTING HOWNE WHW, e pAtce |S THE Mipminm 1o

NALE {"_..EA‘L-W"‘“H“—E Use OF 1HHE weny’ Afou AN @L!P‘u‘id
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™
/CRITERIA: CONFORMING (continued)
5. The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the site. Financial
disadvantages or physical inconvenience to the applicant shall not in and of themselves constitute conclusive proof of
unnecessary hardship:

e VARIsNCE REZuesT (S MT BAsep Exclwsivety Dfon A PESiee
+o Letuce THE Cady OF PEVELC NS e :-)“h"r- s O A CorThif f
1#He AMPLICOnT  ReEpavelopind THE [LoPRYy IS imaking A
SVB syasrt L 1M PRuE eI,

6. The proposed variance will not substantially increase congestion on surrounding streets, or the danger of fire or other
hazard to the public:

A RE ‘/'..'-‘:;{'Q_JPJ NCE Wit peT SUBSTAAT ,‘.m.;(.f Ao ceNSE L7*—‘?‘)9’¢:’-3T fend
pio SURRIUNRING  PUBHC STREETS ;o e PANGER oF Fie ,or
DTHET. HEZNA v THE Pugdl. proP meeTs AL B WLT’"“} Celel

7. The effect of the proposed variance is in harmony with the general intent of this Code and the specific intent of the
relevant subject area(s) of the Code and will not substantially diminish property values in, nor alter the essential
character of, the area surrounding the site:
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8. Granting this variance requested will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied by this Code to
other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning district:
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CRITERIA: NONCONFORMING

Section 1-16.D.4 of the Land Development Code establishes separate criteria for the expansion of an existing nonconforming
structure or portion of that structure, The Code requires that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals make a finding based on
substantial competent evidence on each of the following 6 criteria. Additional pages, photographs, surveys, plot plans or any
other materials may be attached as exhibits.

1. The property where the structure is located meets the minimum lot area standard for the zoning district, as specified
in Chapter 2, Article II:




CERTIFICATION

By submitting this application, | hereby certify that the information provided above is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and that | am aware of the application submittal requirements and review process for this application. | hereby
authorize City of Ormond Beach Staff to place legal notice on my property and to take pictures pertaining to my request.lam
aware of the required precapplication meeting and am aware that if all the submittal requirements are not provided, my
application will be contirtidd to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

Signed By: Dat ' %
igned By ate rl{g/{)\
Corporation
STATE OF FLORIDA)
COUNTY OF VOLUSIA) 55
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of ,20___, by
, in their capacity as the , of
who is personally known to me or has provided identification.
Notary Public
State of Florida
My Commission Expires:
ATTEST:
Individual
STATE OF FLORIDA) S
COUNTY OF VOLUSIA) > ,
2 ‘f W
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this__.- ‘ day of « Mlb(ﬂ/)( , ZOE_, by
M)Mé j@bW (s __, who provided 1:(— L _,as

identification or is personally known to me.

iy, CATHY OSTERKAMP
X <% Notary Public - State of Florida &
.Z My Comm. Expires Apr 26, 2013 §
N LSS Commission # DD 863734
T gonded Through National Notary Assn. iy

N
I

()

Notary Publlic
State of Florida
My Commission Expires:
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Doc stamps 910.00
(Transfer Amt $ 130000)
Instrument# 2012-1644896 # 1
Book: 8758

Prepared by and return to: Page: 222

WILLIAM AKERS, III, P.A.
120 E. Granada Blvd.
Ormond Beach, FL. 32176

SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

THIS INDENTURE, made this September 7, 2012, BETWEEN Jeanne M. Nonnenmacher, as
Successor Trustee of the Kathleen Virginia Nonnenmacher Revocable Trust dated July 26, 1999,
Grantor, and Albert E. Jenkins, III and Paula Jenkins, husband and wife, Grantee, whose post office
address is 272 Putnam Avenue, Ormond Beach, FL 32174. The terms Grantor and Grantee are used for
singular or plural, as the context requires.

WITNESSETH, that said Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars ($10.00), and
other good and valuable considerations in hand paid by Grantee, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged,
has granted, bargained and sold to the Grantee, the Grantee’s heirs and assigns forever, the following
described land situate, lying and being in Volusia County, Florida, to-wit:

The Easterly 27.5 feet of Lot 27, all of Lot 28, and the Westerly 25 feet of Lots 1, 2, 3 and 4, subject to a
canal easement on the Southerly 50 feet thereof and on the Easterly 15 feet thereof, all being in Block 4,
ORMOND TERRACE ANNEX, as per map in Map Book 10, Page 137, Public Records of Volusia County,
Florida.

Subject to: (a) a City of Ormond Beach, Florida canal easement recorded in OR Book 278, Page 236, (b)
mineral reservations in Deed Book 440, Page 277 and (c) all matters shown on the plat of Ormond Terrace
Annex in Map Book 10, Page 137, all being recorded in the Public Records of Volusia County, Florida.
Also subject to real property taxes for 2012 and subsequent years.

Tax Parcel No. 4240-03-04-0280

The Grantor warrants that she is a resident of the State of Illinois and that the above described real
property is not her homestead property as the same is defined by the laws of Florida.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same to the Grantee, the Grantee’s heirs and assigns, in as full and
ample manner as the same was possessed or enjoyed by the said Grantor.

The. Grantor further covenants with said Grantee that Grantor is lawfully seized of the above
described real preperty, thai Grantor has the lawful right and authority to sell the'above described property
and that Grantor warrants the title to the above described real property and will defend the same against the
lawful claims of all persons, claiming by, through or under the Grantor.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereunto set Grantor's hand and seal the day and year first
above written.

¢ by Yursne €. Evarg %&Wm‘
Witness eanne M. Nonnenmacher, Successor Trustee

of the Kathleen Virginia Nonnenmacher
Revocable Trust dated July 26, 1999

/M¢ 7W///70 ro /7;1
Wltness /J 7"&(7 Jor



Instrument# 2012-164498 # 2
Book: B758 .
Page: 223

Diane M. Hatousek

Volusia County, Clerk of Court

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF VOLUSIA

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this September 7, 2012 by, Jeanne M.
Nonnenmacher, Successor Trustee of the Kathleen Virginia Nonnenmacher Revocable Trust dated July 26,

1999, who is personally known to me. Z :

Notary Public, State of Florida

LL\AM AKERSH
MY COMMISSION # EE 114310

: October 16,2015 !
EXPIRES: O ublic Underwriters

IS aﬁi" Bonded Thru Notary P
/) |““ . - -




272 Putnam Ave, Ormond Beach, FL 32174

Directions Send Save Zoom
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House structure, prior to re-construction
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STAFF REPORT

City of Ormond Beach
Department of Planning

DATE: February 27, 2013
SUBJECT: 7 Oriole Circle A

APPLICANT: Robert J. Conner, Conner Construction, LLC. (applicant)
on behalf of the property owners, Remy Longpre and
Ginette Latulippe

FILE NUMBER: 13-45
PROJECT PLANNER: Steven Spraker, AICP, Senior Planner

INTRODUCTION:

This is a request for a front yard variance submitted by Robert J. Conner, Conner
Construction, LLC (applicant) on behalf of the property owners, Remy Longpre and
Ginette Latulippe for a variance at 7 Oriole Circle A to construction an addition (11" X
13’) and a carport within the required rear and side yard setback. The property at 7
Oriole Circle A is zoned R-4 (Single-Family Cluster and Townhouse). The applicant is
requesting two variances:

1. Rear Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.b of the Land Development Code requires a 20’
rear yard setback. The applicant is requesting a rear yard setback of 0’ to
construct a room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 20’ to the required
20’ rear yard setback.

2. Side Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.c of the Land Development Code requires a 20’
side yard setback. The applicant is requesting a side yard setback of 5’ to
construct a room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 15’ to the required
20’ side yard setback.

BACKGROUND:

The property is designated as “Medium Density Residential” on the City’s Future Land
Use Map (FLUM) and is zoned R-4 (Single Family Medium Residential) on the City’s
Official Zoning Map. The existing use of the property is consistent with the FLUM
designation and zoning district.

The subject property is located within Ocean Village Villas which was originally
constructed in 1948. In the late 1980’s and early 1990’s the Ocean Villas Village
entered into a Development Agreement (Resolution 89-70) with the City and began the
process of platting the existing structures into single family, duplexes, triplexes, and 4-
plexes. The existing structures were typically between 400 to 700 square feet and were
previously used as vacation cottages.

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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The Ocean Village Villas Development Agreement did not provide any modifications to
the R-4 zoning setbacks. Beginning in 1992, there was a realization that the existing
structures did not comply with R-4 zoning setbacks and that renovation, expansion, and
repair of the existing structures would have setback conflicts (see Exhibit B). City staff
had various correspondences with the Ocean Village Villas Homeowners Association
and in 1999 encouraged the amendment of the 1989 Development Order. In 2000, the
Planning Director stated that City staff would support setbacks of 15’ for the rear yard
and 7’ for the side yards. Staff has met with the Ocean Village Villas Homeowners
Association who are attempting to work toward a solution for the setbacks but require
approval of the individual property owners of the project. There has been no
Development Order amendment and property owners seeking expansions and
renovations have done so through the variance process.

Table 1: Site Aerial

Table 2: Adjacent land uses and zoning:

Future Land Use
Current Land Uses Designation Zoning
_ “Medium Density R-4 (Single Family
North Triplex Residential” Medium Residential)
“Medium Density R-4 (Single Family
South Duplex Residential” Medium Residential)
. “Medium Density R-4 (Single Family
East Triplex Residential” Medium Residential)
_ “Medium Density R-4 (Single Family
West Triplex Residential” Medium Residential)

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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ANALYSIS:

The subject property is part of a three unit triplex. Unit A faces Oriole Circle and unit B
is located behind unit A, sharing a common wall. Unit B adjoins unit C to the south
property line. There is a 10’ by 10° common area located where units A and B adjoin.
There is a large grass area behind the triplex that is used for common area, stormwater
and utilities. The Volusia County Property Appraiser shows that the building at 7
Oriole Circle A has 504 square feet and a 240 square foot Florida room. The proposed
room addition is 13’ by 11’ or 143 square feet and the carport is 12' by 20" or 240 square
feet.

CONCLUSION:

Chapter 1, Article Il, Section 1-16.D.2, of the Land Development Code states, “The
Board of Adjustment and Appeals shall first determine whether the need for the
proposed variance arises out of the physical surroundings, shape, topographical
condition, or other physical or environmental conditions that are unique to the specific
property involved and are not the result of the actions of the applicant. If the basis for
the request is the unique quality of the site, the Board shall make the following required
findings based on the granting of the variance for that site alone. If, however, the
condition is common to numerous sites so that requests for similar variances are likely
to be received, the Board shall base its findings on the cumulative effect of granting the
variance to all who may apply.”

REAR YARD SETBACK

The proposed room addition encroaches
20" into the required 20' rear yard setback,
with the addition located on the property
line, similar to the existing triplex. The
resulting rear yard setback would be 0'. The
carport addition is located 11' from the rear
property line, requiring a 9' rear yard " A
variance from the required 20'. The N\ \ & 7 Ve ” ot
resulting rear yard setback would be 9’ ' - :

The Board must consider the following
criteria established in Chapter 1, Article I,
Section 1-16.D.4, of the Land Development
Code for the expansion of the non-
conforming structure.
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1. The property where the structure is located meets the minimum lot area
standards for the zoning district, as specified in Chapter 2, Article II.

Argument for the variance: The R-4 zoning classification requires a minimum lot
area of 15,000 square feet for triplexes. The property for all three units is
approximately 9,393 square feet and does not meet the lot standards. The lack

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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of lot area further demonstrates that the redevelopment of this area did not
consider the zoning designation and required setbacks.

Argument against the variance: One could argue since the minimum lot area is
not met, no variances should be granted. It is important to view the entire history
of this development and acknowledge that the existing setback standards are not
appropriate for the built structures and the variance process is the only method to
allow redevelopment and modernization.

2. There are no other ways of altering the structure that will not result in
increasing the nonconforming cubic content of the structure.

Argument for the variance: There is no other practical alternative for the
construction of building addition and carport at 7 Oriole Circle A. The existing
building configuration and the R-4 zoning district dimensions limit the ability to
expand and meet the required setbacks.

Argument against the variance: None. Given the established lot lines, there is
no ability to add addition building square footage.

3. The proposed expansion will be consistent with the use of the structure
and surrounding structures, given that the use is permitted by right,
conditional use or Special Exception in the zoning district within which the
structure is located.

Argument for the variance: The existing triplex residential use is a permitted use
in the R-4 zoning district and is consistent with the purpose of this zoning district.

Argument against the variance: None.

4, The proposed expansion effectively “squares-off” an existing building, or
does not extend beyond the furthest point of an adjacent building.

Argument for the variance: The proposed addition will be in line with the existing
structure at 7 Oriole Circle B and will not block any view corridors.

Argument against the variance: None.

5. The proposed expansion is in scale with adjacent buildings.

Argument for the variance: The request is in scale with the adjacent structures
and will be a one-story structure. The request is an investment into the Ocean
Village Villas area. The Ocean Village Villas has architectural controls separate
of the City Land Development Code that have approved the request and will
ensure consistency of the proposed addition and carport. The proposed addition
will make the existing unit more functional for the property owners.

Argument against the variance: None.

6. The proposed expansion will not impact adjacent properties by limiting
views or increasing light and/or noise.

Argument for the variance: The proposed room addition will not impact adjacent
properties by limiting view or increasing light or noise.

Argument against the variance: None.

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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SIDE YARD SETBACK

The proposed room addition encroaches
15" into the required 20" side yard setback.
The resulting side yard setback would be 5'.
The carport addition is located 5' from the
side property line, requiring a 15' side yard

lﬁt}%
variance from the required 20'. The - 3 e Y
resulting side yard setback would be 5'. AR i \‘Tg
The Board must consider the following / |
i

criteria established in Chapter 1, Article I, ' ——
Section 1-16.D.4, of the Land Development
Code for the expansion of the non-
conforming structure.
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The property where the structure is located meets the minimum lot area
standards for the zoning district, as specified in Chapter 2, Article Il.

Argument for the variance: The R-4 zoning classification requires a minimum lot
area of 15,000 square feet for triplexes. The property for all three units is
approximately 9,800 square feet and does not meet the lot standards. The lack
of lot area further demonstrates that the redevelopment of this area did not
consider the zoning designation and required setbacks.

Argument against the variance: One could argue since the minimum lot area is
not met, no variances should be granted. It is important to view the entire history
of this development and acknowledge that the existing setback standards are not
appropriate for the built structures and the variance process is the only method to
allow redevelopment and modernization.

There are no other ways of altering the structure that will not result in
increasing the nonconforming cubic content of the structure.

Argument for the variance: There is no other practical alternative for the
construction of the building addition and carport at 7 Oriole Circle A. The
existing building configuration and the R-4 zoning district dimensions limit the
ability to expand and meet the required setbacks.

Argument against the variance: None. Given the established lot lines, there is
no ability to add addition building square footage.

The proposed expansion will be consistent with the use of the structure
and surrounding structures, given that the use is permitted by right,
conditional use or Special Exception in the zoning district within which the
structure is located.

Argument for the variance: The existing triplex residential use is a permitted use
in the R-4 zoning district and is consistent with the purpose of this zoning district.

Argument against the variance: None.

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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4, The proposed expansion effectively “squares-off” an existing building, or
does not extend beyond the furthest point of an adjacent building.

Argument for the variance: The proposed building addition and carport will be in
line with the existing structure at 7 Oriole Circle B and will not block any view
corridors.

Argument against the variance: None.

5. The proposed expansion is in scale with adjacent buildings.

Argument for the variance: The request is in scale with the adjacent structures
and will be a one-story structure. The request is an investment into the Ocean
Village Villas area. The Ocean Village Villas has architectural controls separate
of the City Land Development Code that have approved the request and will
ensure consistency of the proposed addition and carport. The proposed addition
will make the existing unit more functional for the property owners.

Argument against the variance: None.

a. The proposed expansion will not impact adjacent properties by limiting
views or increasing light and/or noise.

Argument for the variance: The proposed carport will not impact adjacent
properties by limiting view or increasing light or noise.

Argument against the variance: None.

RECOMMENDATION: City Planning staff has, over time, indicated an acknowledgment
that the R-4 zoning district setbacks are mis-applied to the Ocean Village Villas
development and the Development Order should be amended. Beginning in 2000, the
City Planning Director stated a willingness to amend the project setbacks. Staff
believes that the variance allows the redevelopment, modernization, and is a necessary
investment to maintain properties within the Ocean Village Villas.

It is recommended that the Board of Adjustments and Appeals APPROVE the following
variances for a room addition and carport:

1. Rear Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.b of the Land Development Code requires a 20’
rear yard setback. The applicant is requesting a rear yard setback of 0’ to
construct a room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 20’ to the required
20’ rear yard setback.

2. Side Yard: Section 2-17.B.9.c of the Land Development Code requires a 20’ side
yard setback. The applicant is requesting a side yard setback of 5’ to construct a
room addition and carport, requiring a variance of 15’ to the required 20’ side
yard setback.

[7 Oriole Circle A, BOAA Staff Report.docx]
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CITY OF ORMOND BEACH v5.3
Planning Department

22 South Beach Street, Ormond Beach, FL 32174

Tel: (386) 676-3238

www.ormondbeach.org comdev@ormondbeach.org
S
VARIANCE - APPLICATION
For Planning Department Use
Application Number | | D - )—’.S" Date Submitted ] CQ . 9’- |3
™

VARIANCE TYPE

Please select appropriate application type

7
FEES
Application Adyvisory Board Commissio otal*

Residential and Commercial 350 354 N/A

After-the-Fact 700 354 N/A 1054

*The total is calculated as the Application plus approximate Advisory Board and Commission Public Notification Fees.

Depending on the actual costs, Staff shall refund any remaining balance or require additional payment.
o
N

APPLICANT INFORMATION

This application is being submitted by [~ Property Owner [5’ Agent, on behalf of Property Owner

Hane |Rowmr V. Coanee ~ Conngle Coustrvcnoide

City,State, ZipCode | 0 o O B RAC B\ 3274

Telephone I }cﬂ» 23S - ;_54,25'
Email Address ] feonneec 5 @ qf‘r. ne.+

If this application is being submitted by person other than the property owner, please provide the following Property Owner
Information.

. A




4 "

PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION

Name IREmY LoNGPRE AND GINETTE  LATULAPPE
Address | 9N oioLe ek

City, State, Zip Code r Damasd LAY P\ 22 1906

Telephone | 3¢ - 231, - 2,04\

Email Address l REMY , LONGPRE e 3NMPATICO ,CA

If the property owner does not reside on the property for which the application refers, please provide the following Property
Details.

| /
/-PROPERTY DETAILS

Address | 1A O ielLE Chrde vk

Zip Code | OLmovO BEACK £y AL

Parcel 1.D. | 37214k 2%25 p hoo0TA

Legal Description

LoT 1A, Blotk-c | ockar VILEAGE  Vitias
PAY Mmook LT | paqE> 142 — 147
VO LUZ\A CuvrTY| FL&"Q“‘)A

> J
7 B

REQUEST

For the Board of Adjustment and Appeals to grant a variance, there must be special conditions or circumstances existing
which are peculiar to a particular piece of land, structure or building. The variance should not request special privilege
denied to other lands, buildings or structures, and must prove deprivation of rights commonly enjoyed by other property
owners in the subject property area that results in an unnecessary hardship. The request should be the minimum possible to
make reasonable use of the land and, if granted, should not be injurious to the area or materially diminish the value of the
surrounding properties, alter the essential characteristics of the neighborhood or otherwise be detrimental to the public
welfare or create a public nuisance. A purely financial hardship does not, except under extreme circumstances, constitute
sufficient grounds for hardship.

et APD ADLD(Vjor TO EX(STING  HTeuituRic THAY 15
LoLATED 0N  pACe Pavlhary WLNE (0 SErprck —
{

J")] JLE:,(QUI(LE.D-) Al?fj‘\\_ 10 A4 70 ‘EK(‘L‘*’“\D RYs) - 2o+

5108 Pepprath i (T SETback REQURED)
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ABUTTING PROPERTY OWNERS

Please provide abutting property owner signatures or provide letters indicating position toward the request.

Signature Street Address For Against

| | r r

| ] - r

| { | . r
- J

, A

CRITERIA: CONFORMING

Section 1-16.D.3 of the Land Development Code requires that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals make a finding based on
substantial competent evidence on each of the following 8 criteria. Additional pages, photographs, surveys, plot plans or
other materials may be attached as exhibits.

NOTE: If the existing structure or property is nonconforming, complete the nonconforming criteria (page 4).

1. Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building involved and which are
not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district:

2. The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant:

3. Literal interpretation of the provisions of these zoning regulations deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed
by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of these zoning regulations and would work
unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant:

4, No practical alternative exists and the variance, if granted, is the minimum variance that will make possible the
reasonable use of the land, building or structure:




-~ N

CRITERIA: CONFORMING (continued)

5. The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the site. Financial
disadvantages or physical inconvenience to the applicant shall not in and of themselves constitute conclusive proof of
unnecessary hardship:

6. The proposed variance will not substantially increase congestion on surrounding streets, or the danger of fire or other
hazard to the public:

7. The effect of the proposed variance is in harmony with the general intent of this Code and the specific intent of the
relevant subject area(s) of the Code and will not substantially diminish property values in, nor alter the essential
character of, the area surrounding the site:

8. Granting this variance requested will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied by this Code to
other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning district:

. 2

_‘\
CRITERIA: NONCONFORMING

Section 1-16.D.4 of the Land Development Code establishes separate criteria for the expansion of an existing nonconforming
structure or portion of that structure. The Code requires that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals make a finding based on
substantial competent evidence on each of the following 6 criteria. Additional pages, photographs, surveys, plot plans or any
other materials may be attached as exhibits.

1. The property where the structure is located meets the minimum lot area standard for the zoning district, as specified
in Chapter 2, Article |I:

Lot AReEA \S Affroh. 2Zo0 5F (NERC? TO (BE  Svve SF
PLATCED ST HALILS wWERE AO0T o510 BAER |~ THIS

PEVELO Pmer-T




[CRITERIA: NONCONFORMING (continued) h

2. There are no other ways of altering the structure that will not result in increasing the nonconforming cubic content of
the structure:

BASED or (WA ofF EXISTVIvG  57ROCTVWRE 7D
PROPERTY  (A\NE, THERE 1S5 Mo  ovwik& AREA 10
Posvyir  ADDITIBM o CorFORM T SETRAGE REGu AEMENMTS

3. The proposed expansion will be consistent with the use of the structure and surrounding structures, given the use is
permitted by right, conditional use or special exception in the zoning district within which the structure is located:

-

\] £ I ADO ywio~ \D AL owEp (A <y = o x ) A

\STei1cT,

4. The proposed expansion effectively "squares-off" an existing building, or does not extend beyond the furthest point of
an adjacent building on the site:

NES

5. The proposed expansion is in scale with adjacent buildings:

NES \ COVS\ STA~T uwnT R OTHE L EX PArS(0MD |42
TR DEVELE oMY,

6. The proposed expansion will not impact adjacent properties by limiting views or increasing light and/or noise:

NO, ADDmIr Wil ooy MNELATIVELY | APACT

Svepovro MG P RepeaTlIES,




CERTIFICATION

By submitting this application, | hereby certify that the information provided above is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and that | am aware of the application submittal requirements and review process for this application. | hereby
authorize City of Ormond Beach Staff to place legal notice on my property and to take pictures pertaining to my request. | am
aware of the required pre-application meeting and am aware that if all the submittal requirements are not provided, my
application will be continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

yai / _Tﬁﬂe P ‘
Signed By: I / ]6/[11,/ /f é@—v\;v’l»vﬂ{ Date: | 2- 4

Corporation

STATE OF FLORIDA)

COUNTY OF VOLUSIA) 55 %
i day of

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this

. in their capacity as the

who is personally known to me or has provided identification.

Notary Public
State of Florida
My Commission Expires:

ATTEST:

Individual

STATE OF FLORIDA)

COUNTY OF VOLUSIA) 53

h .
L_).L— = n
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of l L D"‘ d { (/ ; 20_./—-_*:.’ by

/—%(\\D([ (“}f ( (.)ﬂﬂ t( , who provided Y:{- - ] DL , as

identification or is personally known to me. )
oy DOMENICA C. VIRZI
K Notary Public - State of Florida DI)UE /

v,

My Comm. Expires May 9, 2016 Nb‘Eary Public
Commission # EE 197195
Bonded Through National Notary Asen State of Florida

=
S
=

h

My Commission Expires:




07107 NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT

State of Florida
County of Volusia

Permit No

Tax Parcel Number 5 21 q_ ZB gS‘ O%OD 7A

The UNDERSIGNED hereby gives notice that improvement will be made to certain
real property, and in accordance with Chapter 713, Florida Statutes, the following
information is provided in this Notice of Commencement

1. Description of Property: (Legal description of the property, and street address if available.)

oT A | Bwled, ockar vIAGE Lids
Piny goow HZ.  PAES (92 —I197
VOLU21A dounmrT™d Sl iPA
2. General description of improvement: A X1z pTiee vy o
Ao 12X 20 cCoorhirp CAR_Pons
é;tvm), fg e B D Cie K iegn
ner info

rmation: FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE ONLY

a. Name and address Ry Lows prge
TA paicis ceels
OrMora  LeEacH L

s ‘;h&l )
c. Name and address of fee sﬁn‘b\{e titieholder (if other than owner)

b. Interestin property

4. Contractor:
Name and address COo~v Rl CorsTVRWCTION (S

tod) AcCorAdix O ruife
Ormose AEnerd £ HTITY

a. Phone number e £ - o
Fax number %?AL) 125 HY TS

5. Surety: Name and address

a. Phone number ( )
Fax number( )

b. Amount of bond $ 00 -

6. Lender: Name and address 056 J PWQDI jys INEK I 001 o5

a. Phone number ( 6[ lredl~ [po] (7 AU A J i
[} . el H/}(,L /)’N(J])Llf
Fax number (¢f5, tr57- 24 A7

7. Persons within the State of Florida designated by Owner upon whom nofices or other
documents may be served as provided by Section 713.13(1)(a)7., Florida Statutes:

a. Name and address

b. Phone number ( ) M / A
774

Fax number ( ).

8. In addition to himself, Owner designates of
to receive a copy of the Lienor’s Notice as provided in Section 713.13(1)(b), Florida Statutes

a. Phone number ( )
b. Faxnumber( )

9. Expiration date of Notice of Commencement (the expiration date is 1 year from the date of recording
unless a different date is specified)

WARNING TO OWNER: ANY PAYMENTS MADE BY THE OWNER AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THE NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT
ARE CONSIDERED IMPROPER PAYMENTS UNDER CHAPTER 743, PART 1, SECTION 713.13, FLORIDA STATUTES, AND CAN
RESULT IN YOUR PAYING TWICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO YOUR PROPERTY. A NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT MUST BE
RECORDED AND POSTED ON THE JOB SITE BEFORE THE FIRST INSPECTION. IF YOU INTEND TO OBTAIN FINANCING,
CONSULT WITH YOUR LENDER OR AN ATTORNEY BEFORE COMMENCING WORK OR RECORDING YOUR NOTICE OF

COMMENCEMENT. .
/ d?g-m v Loweowe olmerTe tATULPPE
Print Name of Owner

\

State of Florida County of l/ olu Sy ')‘\, 0_) } T Tina A Chandlor
Affirmed and subscribed before me this ___ 48 day of _DELenBeR 20 | 3 by 5/«‘.»’7}‘) A NSRS Notary Public
ho i fiy known ¢ hohas produced et 66 Doyt g 35 idgnypicatie Of Florida
e By °2'7° o ﬁ’a/sl N AT PRI "Wy Cortmission Expirs 5/16/14
TN Ky . / P QIS Commissi
Signature of N:t;ry Public State of Florida Print, Type or Stam, e mwn No, DD 662392

Notarial Seal - Volusia County Permit Center Fax # 386-740-5238
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OCEAN VILLAGE VILLAS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

635 FLAMINGO DR. ORMOND BEACH, FL 32176
Phone: 386-677-9013 FAX: 386-677-8078
Email: oceanvillagehoa@cfl.rr.com

February 7,2013

Remi Longpre
501 Longpre Entrelacs
QC, Canada JOT-2EO

RE: Your property at 7A Oriole Circle, Ormond Beach, FL. 32176

Dear Remi,

The ARC received your request, dated December 12, 2012 and received by the Ocean Village Villas
HOA on February 6, 2013. The ARC approved your request to construct a permanent addition (11° X 13’
utility room) at the north side of your property 7A Oriole Circle. They also approved the installation of a
10’ X 34, 4” deep driveway and construction of a covered carport as illustrated in the drawing that was
submitted. For assistance, the ARC provides the following from the ARC Guidelines:

QUOTE

1. Permanent Additions:

All additions to the original structure other than screened rooms or Florida glass enclosed rooms shall be
constructed of brick when facing the front yard (Zone 1). Cement block construction may be used in
place of brick for areas facing the side yard (Zone 2) and the rear yard (Zone 3). If cement block is used it
must be stuccoed with sufficient thickness to conceal the mortar joints between the cement blocks. The
stucco must have a smooth natural finish and be painted “colonial white” to match the existing buildings.
If brick is used for the permanent addition, it must be painted “colonial white” as well. Under no
circumstances is dryvit permitted as an exterior building material.

The maximum height of the addition must not exceed the height of the original structure.

The roof of a permanent addition must be covered with Mediterranean Style Tile colored Mission Red to
match the existing roof. The roof on the addition must have the same pitch as the original roof. The new
roof must be tied into the original structure in such a way as to look like a continuation of the original
structure and not as an addition. The roof should have a minimum overhang of 12-inches with a 12-inch
white aluminum soffit. There should be incorporated a 6-inch white vinyl or white aluminum fascia to
provide scale to the roof edges.

Flat pan style house roofs are not permitted under any circumstances. The only approved flat roof style is
for carports.

All windows for permanent additions in the front of the house (Zone 1) and the side of the house (Zone 2)
shall be bronze framed with black screening if a screen is used. The windows in Zone 1 and Zone 2 shall
be of the standard double-hung model used in the original building. Windows in the rear of the house
(Zone 3) that are not visible from the street shall be bronze framed with black screening. Sliders may be
used in Zone 3. Window glass shall be either clear or bronze tinted. Window treatments shall be uniform
and shall be either off-white (almond) or white when viewed from the exterior. This means that window



treatments shall have an almond or white liner that faces the exterior of the property. The interior color
may be any color the owner desires.

If gutters are installed they shall be white with white downspouts.

Landscaping for a permanent addition shall match the existing landscaping. Additional shrubs may be
needed to extend existing flowerbeds in front and on the side. Please refer to paragraph 2, Landscaping,
for guidance in planting trees, shrubs, bushes and other flora if extending the scope of the general
landscaping around the house.

The Association must be notified before any heavy construction equipment is driven across the lawn so
the Association can move or turn off the irrigation sprinkler heads located on every lawn. The thin walled
pipe used in the irrigation system is easily damaged by these machines. Any damage done to the irrigation
system will be repaired by the Association but at the Owner’s expense. Any peripheral damage to
abutting Association property will also be repaired by the Association at the owner’s expense.

The building site should be kept as clean as possible. All rubbish or refuse shall be removed on a regular
basis so it does not become an eyesore or interfere with regular lawn maintenance such as grass cutting
and the watering of the lawn.

Pavers may be used around the house provided the color is consistent with existing driveway and
walkways.

5. Driveways:

Concrete is the only approved pavement material for driveways.

A driveway shall be constructed of natural or off-white concrete at least 4-inches thick with scoring or
construction joints to break up the expanse of the concrete. Concrete may be stamped.

Ribbon driveways constructed of concrete are permitted.

Gravel or dirt driveways are prohibited.

Circular driveways are prohibited.

Pavers are approved for the area between the inside of a ribbon driveway.

Driveways shall be maintained in good condition. Deteriorating driveways shall be repaired or replaced
within six months of notification by the Association.

Driveways shall be kept free and clear of unsightly material and shall not be used as a storage area that
creates a visible nuisance to other owners or residents.

Prior to construction the Association will survey the property and move sprinklers and sprinkler control
boxes if necessary to a location away from the proposed driveway. Any Association property that has to
be moved will be done so at the expense of the property owner.

7. Carports.

Carports hall be kept free and clear of unsightly material and shall not be used as a storage area that
creates a visible nuisance to other owners or residents.

Carports shall be constructed of brick or cinder block columns painted “colonial white” and, if required
by local building code, anchored with steel rods to the footer. The top section of the roof must be standard
tar and aggregate stone.

The underhang (underside) of the roof shall be finished in exterior plywood and painted “colonial white”
or shall be finished with white or almond colored aluminum material. Soffit should be white aluminum
and the fascia should be white aluminum or vinyl. Gutters and down spouts shall also be white.

Concrete strips are not permitted as a carport floor. The floor of a carport must be paved. The paved floor



of the carport shall be constructed of natural or off-white concrete at least 4-inches thick with scoring or
construction joints to break up the expanse of the concrete. Although Florida does not suffer from frost
heave, it is still an excellent idea to use wire mesh as reinforcement when the concrete is poured.

Gravel, dirt or asphalt carport floors are prohibited.

Driveways shall be maintained in good condition. Deteriorating driveways must be repaired or replaced
within six (6) months of such notification by the Association.

Prior to construction of a carport, the Association will survey the property and move sprinklers and
sprinkler control boxes if necessary to a location away from the proposed carport. Any association
property moved will be done so at the property owner’s expense.

24. Conflicting Provisions. Where any ARC guideline conflicts with any provisions of applicable
federal, state, or local law, the ARC guidelines will control unless expressly prohibited by law. In case of
any conflict between the ARC guidelines and the Amended and Restated Declaration, the Amended and
Restated Declaration shall control, and in the case of any conflict between these ARC guidelines and the
Atrticles of Incorporation and the Bylaws of the Association, the Articles of Incorporation and the Bylaws
of the Association shall control.

END QUOTE

Any changes/deviations to the original plans/specifications submitted no matter how minor, will require
additional approval by the ARC. Unless the work is being done by the owner, prior to the start of
construction the Association requires a copy of the licenses, certificate of insurance and permits of all
contractors who will be involved in the construction. Advise all construction workers that they MUST
NOT DRIVE OR PARK ON THE GRASS.

A copy of the building permit issued by the City of Ormond Beach must be received by the office PRIOR
to the START of construction. Nothing in this approval is valid unless all the necessary prerequisites
established by the Association have been met. Upon receipt by the Association of your signed acceptance
of the terms of this approval, a copy of your approval letter, with our corporate seal upon it, will be sent
directly to the City of Ormond Beach to await your permit application. This approval is valid for six
months from the date of issue. Thank you for applying to the ARC. We hope you will enjoy your new
construction.

By signing below, you agree to accept the terms of this approval. You also agree to allow the
Architectural Review Committee (ARC) and the Homeowners’ Association (HOA) management to enter
onto your property to inspect your new construction while in process as well as to make a final inspection
of all work. Failure to sign and agree with approval letter in its entirety will nullify this approval and

«._ approval will be considered denied. A copy of this letter needs to go to the contractor to make sure all the
.specifications regarding materials, sizes, etc. are complied with.

\ (A2 5 2/ | (3
SIGNATURE /) [/ DATE

Sincerely,

The Architectural Review Committee

Ocean Village Villas Homeowners Association

CC: Board of Directors, Ocean Village Villas Homeowners Association; Steven Spraker, Senior Planner,
City of Ormond Beach Planning Department; ARC members
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