MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 4, 2017
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: John Omana, Community Development Director

Steve Noto, AICP, City Planner
Krystal Clem, AICP, GISP, Senior Planner

VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1564 - Amending Chapter 155, Appendix I: Sign Code to
Update In Accordance With Recent Court Decisions; Amending Chapter
158 Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards Classification to Amend Section
158.04, Definitions - First Reading (John Omana, Community
Development Director)

BACKGROUND: The Community Development Department has undertaken a
review of the sign code, with City Commission concurrence, in light of recent U.S.
Supreme Court and Federal Court cases and the resulting potential for constitutional
challenges to our sign code.

At the February 16, 2017 City Commission meeting, Ms. Katie Reischmann - City
Attorney, advised the Commission that staff was going to undertake sign code revisions
due to the United States Supreme Court finding in Reed v. Town of Gilbert (2015)
holding that an ordinance that puts stricter limitations on the size and placement of
event signs (than other types of signs) was an unconstitutional content based restriction
on free speech. This, in turn, created a domino effect of sign codes being
constitutionally contested based on “characterization” of signs (i.e., church signs; gas
station signs; political signs) and applying different standards thereto. Ms. Reischmann
also indicated that while our sign code is probably one of the best ones as it currently
exists because it is very generic, it merits revisiting in light of Reed and other recent
court decisions. Furthermore, if contested on constitutional grounds, the City’s code
could become void. In the case of Reed, the Town of Gilbert, Arizona had to pay Reed
their attorney’s fees in the amount of $800,000.

Another case impacting sign codes is Sweet Sage Café, LLC v. Town of North
Redington Beach (2017), United States District Court, Middle District of Florida, Tampa



Division. In this case, the United States District Court ruled that the town’s ordinance
infringed on the right of free speech protected by the U.S. Constitution. Specifically, the
Court ruled that the ordinance was facially unconstitutional because it regulated based
on content of the speech and could not survive the strict scrutiny test.

As a result, the town’s sign code was voided by the court utilizing the precedent in the
Reed v. Town of Gilbert case. The attorney for Sweet Sage Café subsequently filed
suit in federal court asking for legal fees in the amount of $31,688.

Considering these factors, staff and the City Attorney met and requested concurrence
from the City Commission at its February 16, 2017 meeting. Should we have a
customer come in to request permits, they would be subject to the principles consistent
with Reed & Sweet Sage (Zoning in Progress). Attached, also find the legal opinion
memorandum dated 4/3/2017 regarding this matter from City Attorney Reischmann.

The substantive changes to Chapter 155, Appendix | are as follows:
Revising Section 2 Purpose & Intent to reflect 26 new findings on signage.
Revising Section 3 Definitions for commercial and temporary signage.

Revising Section 5 Exempt and Prohibited Signs, exempting temporary signs
from permitting and including registration fee for temporary commercial signs.

Revising Section 6 On Premise Sign Regulations, Table 1, deleting Temporary
Signs column and updating zoning district classifications; deleting Section E
Temporary Signs 90-60-90 provision; deleting Section F Sign Type Allowances
Table; Adding new Section E Temporary Signs and Table 2 governing same with
footnotes.

The change to Chapter 158 relates to revising the Definitions Section deleting
references to signage.

The text of the regulations are outlined in the attached draft Ordinance in cross-out and
underline format. The proposed Planning and Zoning Board changes are highlighted in
red. Also attached is Table A & B outlining the above substantive changes (i.e., existing
code v. proposed changes) for ease of use.

PLANNING & ZONING BOARD ACTION: At its April 11, 2017 meeting, the
Planning and Zoning Board recommended approval of Ordinance 1564 by a 4-0 vote,
with suggested changes provided in red cross-out/underline format. The following items
were discussed by the P&Z Board but not included in the ordinance: a) enclosing or
deleting the temporary sign bases; and b) decreasing the allowable square footage for
temporary signs to 32 square feet in the commercial zoning district. This was due to the
difficulty the City encountered years ago in trying to enforce code that, at that time,
required upgraded enclosures around all temporary signs, and in maintaining 32 sq. ft.
as the maximum size for temporary signs in the commercial districts. Also find attached
an email dated April 20, 2017, from P&Z Board Chairman Bob Hawkins related to his
comments on changeable copy signs at the P&Z meeting.



DISPOSITION: Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 1564.

ATTACHMENTS:
- City Attorney Legal Opinion
City Attorney Power Point
Table A& B
Ordinance 1564
P&Z Board minutes
Chairman Hawkins 4/20/17 email



MEMORANDUM
TO: City of Lake Mary
Planning and Zoning Board

COPY TO:  Jacqueline B, Sova, City Manager
John Omana, Community Development Director

FROM: Catherine D. Reischmann, City Attorney d)ﬂa‘
RE: Sign Code Law

DATE: April 3, 2017

The U.S. Supreme Court has changed the face of sign regulation by local governments in the case
of Reed v. Gilberr, a unanimous decision. In the opinion of most experts, the decision calls into
question almost all local government codes, including the City of Lake Mary’s code. The Supreme
Court held that Gilbert’s sign restrictions were content based unconstitutional regulations of
speech that did not survive the highest level of scrutiny that the Court applies. It found the town’s
ordinance to be “content based on its face” because “the restrictions in the Sign Code that apply to
any given sign...depend entirely on the communicative content of the sign”. The Court articulated
the “need to read” standard, meaning if'a code enforcement officer has to read the sign to determine
if a sign regulation applies to it, then the provision will be stricken as unconstitutional, This was
true despite the fact that it was evident to the Court that the town had benign motives in creating
these sign categories. Put another way, the Court struck the Gilbert code because a particular sign
was treated differently based on the purpose of the sign, instead of on its size, shape, location, or
other content neutral time, place and manner regulation,

The Court rejected the argument that the Town code should be deemed content neutral because it
did tot single out any viewpoint. Also, the Court stated the town’s justification for its categories
of sign codes; aesthetics and traffic safety; were “hopelessly under inclusive.” The Court reasoned
that if signs are eyesores or harm public safety, then they do so regardless of whether they are
election signs or directional signs. The Court required the Town of Gilbert to pay Reed’s
attorneys’ fees to the tune of $800,000.

Because the Court found the sign code (o have content based regulations, the regulations were
required 1o pass the “strict scrutiny” standard, and they failed. Most codes do, because “sirict
scrutiny” is described as being just like a civil war stomach wound. The Court even stated that
directional signs could potentially be considered an unlawful sign category, although the Court
added there might be a chance that category of signs could survive if sufficiently valid reasons for
allowing them could be arficulated.




The Court attempted to reassure local governments that sign codes could withstand scrutiny if
cities and counties limit regulation to regulation of size, building materials, lighting, moving parts,
portability, and possibly even banning signs on public property, if done in an even handed manner.
Based on the Reed analysis, time resirictions on temporary signs must be carefully evaluated. For
example, temporary signs cannot be strictly limited in number or duration, because that regulation
would unlawfully impact political and real estate signs. A numerical limitation of one temporary
sign per residential premises, as is found in the cwirent Lake Mary code, has been deemed
unconstitutional in the wake of Reed, because the court held this limitation infringed on a
homeowner’s right to express support for more than one candidate, or to allow two voters in the
same household to show opposing views. ‘

Reed shows the degree to which courts will now scrutinize a city’s efforts to regulate signs and
how those regulations impact free speech, Any code provisions in the City code that might show
content bias must be amended to remove those distinctions, Cities are left in the wake of Reed
with being forced to err on the side of allowing for less restrictive, rather than more restrictive,
sign regulations, until the courts provide more guidanee on these matters.

However, Reed did not explicitly overrule prior Supreme Court precedent allowing off site and on
site signs to be treated differently or permitting commercial signs to be regulated mote strictly than
non-gcommercial signs. Another bright note is that it appears that so far cities still have the ability
to regulate signs on their own property and the rights of way. Overall, however, the Court has
caused a great deal of anxiety and confusion as cities and counties all over the country attempt to
grapple with the “need to read” standard by amending their sign codes.

In conclusion, it behooves the City to amend its sign code, in accordance with the City
Commission’s directive, since the City’s code bears several similarities to the Town of Gilbert
code, or the City will be vulnerable to a challenge,

CDR/nh
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TABLE A

Section (*)

Existing

Proposed

(2} Purpose & Intent

Paragraph establishing regulations for
number, location, size, type and use of
signs within the city,

Paragraph establishing sign regulations
and 26 findings of fact

{3) Commercial Sign
Definition

No definition

Added a definition

Any wording, logo, emblem, character,
pictograph, trademark, or symbol used
to represent a firm, organization,
entity, product, or service, or other
representation that, directly or
indirectly, names, advertises, or calls
attention to a product or service, an
any device, fixture, placard, or
structure that uses any color, form,
graphic, illumination, symboaol, or writing
to advertise, announce the purpose of,
or identify the purpose of a person or
entity, or to communicate information
to the public.

{3) Temporary sign
definition

A sign displayed before, during or after
an event or occurrence scheduled at a
specific time and place, including but
not limited to for rent, for sale,
construction, real estate, management
and banner signs.

A sign displayed before, during or after
an event or occurrence scheduled at a
specific time and place, that isnot a
permanent sign.

This includes a banner sign (see below).

{3} Banner sign

Any sign applied to cloth, canvas, paper

Any temporary sign appled to cloth,

Display Limitations - 90-day maximum
2 times per year. Separation of 60 days
between consecutive displays
(90/60/90)

Size regulated by zoning district

definition or fabric of any kind, including foil. canvas, paper or fabric of any kind,
(See jllustration A) including foil. (See illustration A)
(30-day maximum per calendar year
per parcel)
(5) Temporary Signs | Permit required No Permit Required

Requires $4 registration fee

Display Limitations — must be removed

within 7 days after event

Size regulated by zoning district




(5) Temporary Signs | 1 sign per property
continued

2 signs per property.

Signs Places of worship, government
buiidings, movie theaters and
playhouses, gas stations and
home owners associations

(6) Changeable Copy | Are allowed for the following uses: .

Allowed in all districts

TABLEB
Zoning District Existing Proposed
PO 1 2
No. of Signs
PO 32 32
Max Sign Area
C-1, C-2, M-1A, M-2A, DC and Commercial PUD 1 2
No. of Signs
C-1, C-2, M-1A, M-2A, DC and Commercial PUD 64 64
Max Sign Area
R-1A, R-1AA, R-1AAA, R-18, RCE, A-1, RM, R-2, R-3, N/A 2
Residential A-1 & Residential PUD
No. of Signs
R-1A, R-1AA, R-1AAA, R-18, RCE, Residential A-1, RM, R-2, | 6 6
R-3 and Residential PUD
Max Sign Area
R-1A, R-1AA, R-1AAA, R-1B, RCE, Residential A-1, RM, R-2, | N/A 2

R-3, and Residential PUD with non-residential FLU
No. of Signs




ORDINANCE NO. 1564

AN ORDINANCE OF CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA AMENDING THE
LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE; AMENDING CHAPTER 155, APPENDIX I:
SIGN CODE TO UPDATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RECENT COURT
DECISIONS; AND AMENDING CHAPTER 158 GATEWAY CORRIDOR
OVERLAY STANDARDS CLASSIFICATION TO AMEND SECTION 158.04,
DEFINITIONS; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CONFLICTS,
SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Lake Mary ("City") finds and determines
that it is appropriate to ensure that its Land Development Code as it relates to temporary signs
and overall signage is in compliance with all constitutional and other legal requirements;
and

WHEREAS, the City's adopted Comprehensive Plan requires changes to the Land
Development Code be consistent with State Laws and current planning methods for growth
and economic development; and

WHEREAS, the City's planning staff has reviewed the proposed changes for
consistency with the City's Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code, and finds that
the proposed changes are consistent with the foregoing Plan and Code; and

WHEREAS, the City has endeavored to adopt regulations governing signage that will
comply with the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution as interpreted by the U.S. Supreme
Court; and

WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that it is appropriate to update and revise its
Land Development Code relative to signage inclusive of temporary signs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission reiterates the findings made in Ordinance 1499 and
Ordinance 1500; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that there have been decisions delivered by the U.S.
Supreme Court over the past forty years that provide guidance to local governments in their
regulation of signage, including Linmark Associates, Inc. v. Township of Willingboro, 431
U.S. 85 (1977); Metromedia, Inc. v. San Diego, 453 U.S. 490 (1981); City Council of Los
Angeles v. Taxpayers for Vincent, 466 U.S. 789 (1984); Cily of Cincinnati v. Discovery
Network, Inc., 507 U.S. 410 (1993);and City of Ladue v. Gilleo, 512 U.S. 43 (1994); and

WHEREAS, the City wishes to preserve the aesthetic beauty of the City of Lake Mary,
Florida; and

WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that Article I, Section 7, of the Florida
Constitution, as adopted in 1968, provides that it shall be the policy of the state to conserve
and protect its scenic beauty; and



WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that the regulation of temporary signage for
purposes of aesthetics directly serves the policy articulated in Article Il, Section 7, of the
Florida Constitution, by conserving and protecting its scenic beauty; and

WHEREAS, under established Supreme Court precedent, a law that is content-
based is subject to strict scrutiny under the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution, and
such law must therefore satisfy a compelling governmental interest; and

WHEREAS, under established Supreme Court precedent, a compelling government
interest is a higher burden than a substantial or significant governmental interest; and

WHEREAS, under established Supreme Court precedent, aesthetics is not a
compelling governmental interest; and

WHEREAS, until a recent Supreme Court decision released in June 2015, there had
not been clarity as to what constitutes a content-based law as distinguished from a content-
neutral law; and

WHEREAS, in Reed v. Town of Gilbert, 135 S.Ct. 2218, 192 L.Ed.2d 236 (2015), the
United States Supreme Court addressed the constitutionality of a local sign ordinance that
had different criteria for different types of temporary noncommercial signs; and

WHEREAS, in Reed, the Supreme Court held that content-based regulation is
presumptively unconstitutional and requires a compelling governmental interest; and

WHEREAS, in Reed, the Supreme Court held that government regulation of
speech is content based if a law applies to particular speech because of the topic discussed
or the idea or message expressed; and

WHEREAS, in Reed, the Supreme Court held that even a purely directional message,
which merely gives the time and location of a specific event, is one that conveys an idea
about a specific event, so that a category for directional signs is therefore content-based, and
also that event-based regulations are not content neutral; and

WHEREAS, in Reed, the Supreme Court held that if a sign regulation on its face is
content-based, neither its purpose, nor function, nor justification matter, and the sign regulation
is therefore subject to strict scrutiny and must serve a compelling governmental interest; and

WHEREAS, in Reed, Justice Alito in a concurring opinion joined in by Justices Kennedy
and Sotomayor pointed out that municipalities still have the power to enact and enforce
reasonable sign regulations; and

WHEREAS, Justice Alito included the following rules among those that would not be
content-based: (1) rules regulating the size of signs, which rules may distinguish among signs
based upon any content-neutral criteria such as those listed below; (2) rules regulating the
locations in which signs may be placed, which rules may distinguish between freestanding
signs and those attached to buildings; (3) rules distinguishing between lighted and unlighted
signs; (4) rules distinguishing between signs with fixed messages and electronic signs with
messages that change; (5) rules that distinguish between the placement of signs on private
and public property; (6) rules distinguishing between the placement of signs on commercial
and residential property; (7) rules distinguishing between on-premises and off-premises signs;
(8) rules restricting the total number of signs allowed per mile of roadway; and (9) rules
imposing time restrictions on signs advertising a one-time event, where rules of this nature do



not discriminate based on topic or subject and are akin to rules restricting the times within
which oral speech or music is allowed; and

WHEREAS, Justice Alito further noted that in addition to regulating signs put up by
private actors, government entities may also erect their own signs consistent with the principles
that allow governmental speech [see Pleasant Grove City v. Summum, 555 U.S. 460, 467-469
(2009)], and that government entities may put up all manner of signs to promote safety, as
well as directional signs and signs pointing out historic sites and scenic spots; and

WHEREAS, Justice Alito noted that the Reed decision, properly understood, will not
prevent cities from regulating signs in a way that fully protects public safety and serves
legitimate aesthetic objectives, including rules that distinguish between on-premises and off-
premises signs: and

WHEREAS, as a result of the Reed decision, it is appropriate and necessary for local
governments to review and analyze their sign regulations, beginning with their temporary
sign regulations, so as to make the necessary changes to conform with the holding in Reed;
and

WHEREAS, under established Supreme Court precedent, commercial speech may be
subject to greater restrictions than noncommercial speech and that doctrine is true for both
temporary signs as well as for permanent signs; and

WHEREAS, the City finds it is appropriate to maintain the 32 square foot size limit on
temporary signs, since zoning districts A-1 and PO are designed to be compatible with
residential uses, per section 154.62 of the Zoning Code; and

WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that the amendments to its Land
Development Code, as set forth herein, are consistent with all applicable policies of the City's
adopted Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that these amendments are not in conflict
with the public interest; and

WHEREAS, the City finds and determines that these amendments will not result in
incompatible land uses; and

WHEREAS, notice of public hearings on such amendments was published in the
Seminole Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in Seminole County, Florida, on April 19t
& May 3%, 2017; and

WHEREAS, words with double underlined type shall constitute additions and
strike-through shall constitute deletions to the original text from the language existing prior
to adoption of this Ordinance.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ENACTED BY THE CITY OF LAKE MARY AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Commission hereby approves and adopts modifications
to Appendix | of Chapter 155, the Land Development Code of the City of Lake Mary, by and
through the amendments attached hereto as Exhibit "A."




SECTION 2. The City Commission hereby approves and adopts modifications to
Section 158.04, Definitions of Chapter 158 of the Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards, the
Land Development Code of the City of Lake Mary, by and through the amendments attached
hereto as Exhibit “B”.

SECTION 3. Codification. The Code of Ordinances of the City of Lake Mary,
Florida, be and the same is hereby amended in accordance with the terms, provisions and
conditions of this ordinance. Further, that the sections of this ordinance may be
renumbered or re-lettered to accomplish said amendment; “Ordinance” may be changed to
“Section”, “Article”, or other appropriate word.

SECTION 4. Conflicts. All ordinances or resolutions or parts of ordinances or
resolutions in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of any conflict.

SECTION 5. Severability. If any section, sentence, phrase, word of portion of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, unlawful or unconstitutional, said determination shall
not be held to invalidate or impair the validity, force or effect of any other section, sentence,
phrase, word, or portion of this Ordinance not otherwise determined to be invalid, unlawful,
or unconstitutional.

SECTION 6. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon
passage and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of ; 201T.

FIRST READING:

SECOND READING:

CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA

MAYOR, DAVID J. MEALOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER

For the use and reliance of the City
of Lake Mary only. Approved as to
form and legal sufficiency.

CATHERINE REISCHMANN, CITY ATTORNEY
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effects that may adversely impact aesthetics and safety. The sign regulations are designed to
serve substantial government interests and, in some cases. compelling governmental interests
such as traffic safety and warning signs of threats to bodily injury or death. The City specifically

finds that these sign regulations are narrowly tailored to achieve the compelling and substantial
governmental interests of traffic safety and aesthetics, and that there is no other way for the City
to further these interests.

'Ih1s section 1egulates signs, as defined in this Land Develonment Code Wthh are Dlaced on

City has zoning authoutx. This Section is not intended to extend its 1egulat01g regime to objects
that are not traditionally considered signs for purpose of governmental regulation.

In order to preserve and promote the City as a desirable community in which to live and do
business, a pleasing, visually attractive environment is of foremost importance. The regulation
of signs within the City is an important means to achieve this desired end.

These sign regulations have been prepared with the intent of enhancing the visual environment of

the City and promoting its continued well-being, and are intended to:

Encourage the effective use of signs as a means of communication in the City;

(2)  Maintain and enhance the aesthetic environment and the City’s ability to attract sources
of economic development and growth;

(3) Improve pedestrian and traffic safety:

4 Minimize the possible adverse effect of signs on nearby public and

(5) Foster the integration of signage with architectural and landscape designs;

(6) Lessen the visual clutter that may otherwise be caused by the proliferation. improper

placement, illumination, animation, excessive height, and excessive sign (area) of signs which
compete for the attention of pedestrian and vehicular traffic;

Allow signs that are compatible with their surroundings and aid orientation, while

precluding the placement of signs that contribute to sign clutter or that conceal or obstruct
adjacent land uses or sipns;

located:

=

to be placed or to which it pertains;

Preclude signs from conflicting with the

rincipal permitted use of the site and adjoinin

(11)  Regulate signs in a manner so as to not interfere with, obstruct the vision of or distract
motorists, bicyclists or pedestrians;

(12)  Except to the extent expressly preempted by state or federal law, ensure that signs are
constructed, installed and maintained in a safe and satisfactory manner, and protect the public
from unsafe signs:




(13) Preserve, conserve, protect, and enhance the aesthetic quality and scenic beauty of all
districts of the City;

(14) _ Allow for traffic control devices without regulation consistent with national standards
and whose purpose is to promote highway safety and efficiency by providing for the orderly

movement of road users on streets and highways, and that notify road users of regulations and

provide warning and guidance needed for the safe. uniform and efficient operation of all

elements of the traffic stream;

(15) _ Protect property values by precluding, to the maximum extent possible, sign types that
create a nuisance to the occupancy or use of other properties as a result of their size, height,

illumination, brightness. or movement;
(16) _ Protect property values by ensuring that sign types, as well as the number of signs, are in
harmony with buildings, neighborhoods, and conforming signs in the area;

(17)  Regulate the appearance and design of signs in a manner that promotes and enhances the
beautification of the City and that complements the natural surroundings in recognition of this
City’s reliance on its natural surroundings and beautification efforts in retaining economic
advantage for its business and residential community, as well as for its major subdivisions,
shopping centers and industrial parks;

(18) Enable the fair and consistent enforcement of these sign regulations;

(19) _ Promote the use of signs that positively contribute to the aesthetics of the community, are
appropriate in scale to the surrounding buildings and landscape, and advance the City’s goals of
quality development;

(20) _ Provide standards regarding the non-communicative aspects of signs, which are
consistent with city, county, state and federal law;
Provide flexibility and encourage variety in signage, and create an incentive to relate

signage to the basic principles of good design; and

(22) __ Assure that the benefits derived from the expenditure of public funds for the
improvement and beautification of streets, sidewalks. public parks, public rights-of-way, and
other public places and spaces. are protected by exercising reasonable controls over the physical
characteristics and structural design of signs.

(23)  To provide adequate opportunity to advertise in commercial areas while preventing

excessive advertising which would have a detrimental effect on the character and appearance of

such districts.

24 To reduce glare and improve public safety and to reinforce the character of unigque areas

such as the Downtown Development District, and the High Tech District.

(25) To protect the general public from damage and injury caused by the faulty and
uncontrolled construction and use of signs within the city.

(26) To protect and maintain the visual integrity of roadway corridors within the city by
establishing a maximum amount of signage on any one site to reduce visual clutter.






















(6) Permit label required. With each permit issued, the city shall provide a label for each
permitted sign bearing the permit number. The applicant shall attach the label to the sign or sign
structure so as to be clearly visible from the public right-of-way or public areas of the premises.
In addition, a legible copy of the sign permit shall be adhered to the rear of the sign in a
protective plastic covering.

(7) Expiration of permit. Sign permits shall expire ten days after date of issuance, unless the
permitted sign is inspected and certified as complete by the city before the expiration of the ten
days.

(8) Appeals. Any person denied a permit for a sign may file a written appeal to the Sign
Code Board of Adjustment within ten calendar days after receipt of a report of the denial. The
Planning and Zoning Board is hereby designated as the Sign Code Board of Adjustment, and is
authorized to hear and decide appeals de novo where it is alleged there is an error in the denial of
a sign permit. The Sign Code Board of Adjustment shall hear such appeals within 60 days of the
filing of the appeal and promptly render a final decision. Any person aggrieved by a final
decision of the Sign Code Board of Adjustment may appeal within 30 days of rendition of the
final decision, which appeal shall be immediately reviewed as a matter of right by the courts
upon the filing of an appropriate pleading by an aggrieved party. A prompt final decision shall be
rendered by the Court.

(9) Implied consent. Any person applying for and receiving a permit for any sign hereby
consents to the following:

(i) Consents to complying with all provisions of this code;
(i) Consents for City Officials to come on private property to inspect all signage;

(iii) Consents to the placement of an adhesive notice of violation on the face of sign if
found to be in violation of code;

(iv) Consents to signing "Statement of Fact" prior to issuance of permit. The Statement of
Fact outlines the signage authorized, permitted and available under specific zoning district.

(B) Construction and maintenance standards. All signs shall be constructed and maintained in
accordance with the following standards:

(1) Code compliance. All signs shall be constructed and maintained in accordance with the
provisions and requirements of the city's building codes, electrical codes and all other applicable
codes.

(2) Copy. All copy shall be maintained so as to be legible and complete.

(3) Structure. All signs shall be maintained in a vertical position unless originally permitted
otherwise, and in good and safe condition at all times.

(4) Damage. Damaged faces or structural members shall be repaired.

(5) Safety. The construction and maintenance of all signs using electric power in any
manner shall be subject to the following requirements:

(i) Electrical systems and fasteners shall be maintained at all times in a safe condition.
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On premise signs are allowed within the City of Lake Mary as provided below in Table 1,
"Sign Regulations per Zoning District", as modified by the Table Notes.
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TABLE 1: SIGN REGULATIONS PER ZONING DISTRICT (4)

Window
Sum Wall Sign Sign Ground Sign )
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C-2 100 2.0 100 | 2.0 100 2.0 100 |1 I/premise | 64 | Hpremise
M-1A 200 2.0 200 | 2.0 200 2.0 200 |1 l/premise | 64 | i/premise
M-2A 200 2.0 200 | 2.0 200 2.0 200 |1 1/premise | 64 | Hpremise
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Conditional Uses in A-1 and Residential Zoning Districts
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Table Abbreviations: ff = business or building front foot; calc. = calculation; dvlpmt =
development; FLLU = Future Land Use; Max. = Maximum; n.a. = not applicable; sf = square feet;
subd. = subdivision

Table Notes:
(A) General sign regulations:

(1) Sign area computation. In every event, computation of allowable sign area includes all
existing signs on the premises, whether those signs are conforming or non-conforming under the
terms of this sign code.

(2) Sign restrictions.

(a) No sign on property zoned PO, C-1, C-2, M-1A, M-2A or PUD Office, Commercial or
Industrial uses shall be located within 50 feet of any residentially zoned property.

(b) The total ground sign area shall not exceed 100 square feet per premise abutting or
within 500 feet of Lake Emma right-of-way, Emma Oaks Trail or Rinehart Road right-of- way.
If any portion or part of any premise abuts or lies within 500 feet of Lake Emma Road, Emma
Oaks Trail or Rinehart Road, the entire premise shall be subject to this restriction.

(3) Ilumination of signs.

(a) No illuminated sign shall exceed 100 square feet if it is located within 500 feet of
property with a residential future land use designation or zoning district and is visible from the
property with the residential future land use designation or zoning district.

(b) Tlluminated signs located within 500 feet of property with a residential future land use
designation or zoning district, and which are visible from the property with the residential future
land use designation or zoning district, shall be turned off no later than 10:00 p.m. and remain off
until 6:00 a.m.

(c) Temporary signs shall not be externally or internally illuminated.

(d) Ground signs may be externally illuminated. Any external illumination must be a
burial fixture or hidden within a planter bed. Ground signs other than subdivision ground signs
may be internally illuminated.
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(4) Changeable copy signs. Changeable copy sign area shall be calculated as part of the total
maximum allowable sign area in the zoning district in which it is located. Only one side of a
double-faced sign shall be counted for sign area calculation purposes. Changeable copy signs are

a—l—le%%ed—feﬁh&f@ﬁ@%%%ﬂﬂd—%ﬁ%h have the followmg restrictions:

(i)—Places : oc
eh&ﬂgeablc—eeﬁy—m-gﬂs—pmwded—ﬂ%a{ T{he total sign area fm the changeable copy signs éee&must

not exceed 32 square feet per premise.

(ii) All signs must be constructed of brick or split face block.

(iii) All signs must be located at least five feet from the property line or right of way, and

not create sight visibility problems for pedestrian or vehicular traffic.
(iv) On property zoned residential or PUD, the changeable copy sign:
i) Shall] Lot brick orsolit face block.
(va) Must not include Ne-exposed pole supports permitted;
(wib) Must Sign-shall be landscaped with shrubs;

(wc) Must store Ihettering sh&lrkb%p}e’vtided—in an enclosed lockable cabinet and the
lettering must be securely adhered to the surface using track lettering technology or other similar

technique. In addition, the letter board wmehietteﬁng—}s—attaehed-te shall be continuously
checked by the owner Homeowners-Assoeiation for warping or other defects, and replaced, if

necessary,
(wd) Sign-mMay be internally lighted;

(ixe) SigasShall be located at least five feet from property line or right-of-way and not
create sight visibility problems for pedestrian and vehicular traffic.

(5) Multistory buildings with multiple occupants are allowed the total square footage of wall

signage as allotted in Table 1. One wall sign may be placed on two of the facades provided that

one of the chosen facades is the main front entrance.
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(EG) Planned Unit Development (PUD) Zoning Districts. Individual uses within an approved
PUD shall be allowed signage according to the zoning district in which the particular use would
be a permitted use, unless otherwise provided for in the ordinance creating the PUD or by a PUD
Development Agreement.

(FH) FEakeMaryBoulevard Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards. All signage on properties
defined as being within the "Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards Classification” in Chapter
158, Lake Mary Code of Ordinances shall be regulated as provided by this sign code. (Note:
Where the Downtown Development Overlay Standards District and the Gateway Corridor
Overlay Standards Classification District overlap, signage shall be regulated in accordance with
the Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards.)

(1) Description of district. The Gateway Corridor Overlay District is described as all
property within 320 feet of the centerline of Lake Mary Boulevard including intersecting
roadways to the same depth. If any part of any premises pareel abuts the right of way line of the
Lake Mary Boulevard, the entire premises pareel shall be subject to these regulations as if the
premises pateel were wholly within the "Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards Classification”.
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EVREBlIT B

|1§ 158.01 ESTABLISHMENT.

In addition to, and supplemental to, all land development code requirements heretofore and
hereafter established, there is hereby created an overlay zoning classification known as the
“Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards Classification.” Property within all gateway-corridors
listed and described within this chapter shall be subjéct to all provisions herein. That portion of
the Gateway Corridor that is also within the Big Lake Mary Overlay zoning district shall comply
with the provisions of § 154.90.

(Ord. 421, passed 3-16-89; Am. Ord. 1282, passed 3-6-08)
[1§ 158.02 PURPOSE.

The purpose of this chapter is to insure that designated Lake Mary Boulevard Gateway
Corridor is developed in a manner which:

(A) Insures the roadway is developed into a well landscaped, scenic gateway;
(B) Provides uniform design standards to establish high quality development;

(C) Prevents visual pollution caused by unplanned and uncoordinated uses, buildings, and
structures;

(D) Maximizes traffic circulation functions from the standpoint of safety, roadway capacity,
vehicular and non-vehicular movement;

(E) Maintains and enhances property values;

(F) Preserves natural features to the extent practicable; and

(G) Recognizes and makes allowances for existing uses and buildings.
(Ord. 421, passed 3-16-89)
11§ 158.03 DESIGNATED GATEWAY CORRIDORS.

Lake Mary Boulevard from Markham Woods Road to Sanford Avenue shall include all
property within 320 feet of the adopted centerline to include intersecting roadways to the same
depth. If any part of any parcel abuts the right-of-way line of the designated roadway, the entire
parcel shall be subject to this chapter as if the parcel were wholly within the stated corridor
width. (See Appendix, Figure A).

(Ord. 421, passed 3-16-89)
[1§ 158.04 DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this chapter the following definitions shall apply unless the context clearly
indicates or requires a different meaning.




LANDSCAPE BUFFER. That area immediately abutting the right-of-way line to which
landscaping standards apply.

UTILITY LINES. Utility lines of all kinds, including, but not limited to, those of franchised
utilities, electric power and light, telephone and telegraph, cable television, water, sewer, and
gas.

(Ord. 421, passed 3-16-89)
these requirements.

(Ord. 421, passed 3-16-89) Penalty, see § 10.99

































































































