
1860 Staunton Ave rezoning 

review:
• Double lot with single family home 
spanning    both parcels.

• Property structure touches back lot 
line                    = ‘NO’ 
backyard

• Rezoning will allow parcels to be 
split in future. 

• Goal of building single family home 
with a backyard as personal 
residence.

• 6 properties in this ariel show 
50ft wide lots.      Request inline 
with neighborhood dynamic

• Rezoning request previously 
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relevant to a 

simple 

rezoning? 
These are general topics and lack 
specificity to rezoning objections of 
the residence:

• Drainage
• Restrictions already in place to mitigate concern

• Increased setbacks
• Min. fill requirement
• Addition of swells to minimize water runoff

• Sewer – lake contamination
• There is no sewer in the neighborhood. New construction 

will need an enhanced septic system in accordance with 
Orange County PVA requirements 

• Confusion in terminology C0027(?) and 
something board
• Confusion is not a reason for an appeal

• Affordability - housing
• This is a personal residence, not a development

• Fairbanks –WP- Run off
• County or City grievances have no relevance to personal 

property



• Reiterating no 
neighbors oppose this 

request to rezone.

• Reiterating a member of 
the Public is in 

opposition, not a 

neighbor or even orange 

county resident. 



(6) Volusia county 

properties

(1) Seminole county 

property

(10) Orange county 

properties
If someone owns17 

individual properties 

spanning 3 counties 

does the owner really 

know details of each 

neighborhood, let alone 

specific properties? 

Homestead located in Volusia 
County, No where close to the 
Killarney neighborhood



Reason for appeal: Drainage

• Water run off from 1860 Staunton does not impact any other 

properties.

• Any water not contained on property already flows to Ohio & Clay 

storm drains.

• Separation of lots will improve containment by uncompacting soil 

and improving grade. 

X



Reason for appeal:            
Lake Contamination 

• Enhanced septic system 
already required for new 
homes per PVA 
requirements

• Older homes have old 
septic systems which are 
not being updated. 
Development is good for 
contamination concerns. 

• 1860 Staunton is ~580ft 
away from Lake Killarney. 
Distance + PVA 
requirements mitigate 
contamination concern



Reason for appeal: Affordable 

housingThis is a personal residence, not a development.

The neighborhood also doesn’t seem to care about affordable 

housing.

• 1965 Staunton is a Duplex which has NEVER been fully occupied

• 1970 Killarney Dr. is a vacant home occupied by cats. Yes, this 

perfectly good single-family home has no people living in it, only 

cats



I’ve lived at 1860 Staunton Ave for almost 

10 years. I know the neighbors, I know the 

neighborhood. I have a family here. 

If I had concerns about drainage, 

contamination, Run-off etc. Why would I 

want to develop the property I already own 

and continue living here when I could go 

live somewhere else         like New 

Smyrna Beach. 


