
SEMINOLE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA
Tuesday, January 26, 2010

COUNTY SERVICES BUILDING
BCC CHAMBERS - ROOM 1028

1101 EAST FIRST STREET
SANFORD, FLORIDA

Convene BCC Meeting at 9:30 AM

Opening Ceremonies
• Invocation
• Pledge of Allegiance

Awards and Presentations

1. Presentation - Harry Barley, Executive Director, METROPLAN ORLANDO presenting
to the Board.

Consent Agenda

• County Manager's Consent Agenda (Items No. 2 - 19)

County Manager Office
Business Office - CMO

2 . Approve travel and mileage reimbursement to Commissioner Carlton Henley for
miscellaneous travel during October, November and December 2009. (Joe Forte)

Purchasing and Contracts

3 . Award RFP-600768-09/TLR - Term Contract for Asbestos and Indoor Air Quality
Consultant Services to GLE Associates, Inc., Orlando (Ray Hooper)

4 . Approve Amendment #1 to RFP-600083-06/GMG - Term Contract for Clean and
Vegetative Wood Waste Processing Services for Seminole County with Consolidated
Resource Recovery, Inc., Sarasota. (Ray Hooper)

5 . Approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4388-09/VFT – Design of Minor Projects
with Construction Costs less than $1,000,000.00 to HNTB Corporation of Lake Mary,
Florida; Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc. of Oviedo, Florida; Pegasus Engineering of
Winter Springs, Florida; Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc. of Orlando, Florida;
and Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Annual Usage
Amount of $900,000.00). (Ray Hooper)
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Community Services

Community Assistance

6 . Approve and authorize Community Assistance Division staff to submit the attached
proposed Neighborhood Stabilization Program amendments to the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for approval. (Buddy Balagia)

Economic Development
Tourism Development

7 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement with Senior Softball-
USA for the 2010 Southeastern Regional Championship in the amount of $15,218.
(William McDermott)

Environmental Services
Planning Engineering Inspections

8 . Approve and Authorize Chairman to execute Memorandum of Understanding between
Seminole County and the City of Oviedo. District 1 - Dallari (Dennis Westrick (ext 2040))

Fiscal Services
Administration - Fiscal Services

9 . Authorize the Tax Collector's Office to publish the 2009 Delinquent Tax lists in the
Sanford Herald newspaper at the quoted rates. (Cecilia Monti)

Budget

10 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget
Amendment Request (BAR) #10-37 through the Self Insurance Funds in the amount of
$22,497,278 to provide funding for Health Insurance. (Lisa Spriggs)

Planning and Development
Development Review

11 . Authorize the release of the Maintenance Agreement and Irrevocable Letter of Credit
#2577-1101 in the amount of $19,979.70 for the C.A. Stone road improvements. District
1 - Dallari (Lee Shaffer)

12 . Authorize the release of the Centre for Alternative Medicine Right-of-Way Utilization
Permit Maintenance Bond #OFL0571165 in the amount of $2,762.20 for the Centre for
Alternative Medicine road improvements. District 1 - Dallari (Lee Shaffer)
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13 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the final plat for Burleson Acres located
on the east side of Van Arsdale Street, north of Florida Ave. in Section 36, Township 20
S, Range 31 E &ndash; Mathew Burleson, applicant. District 2 - McLean (Brian Walker)

14 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute, the final plat for the Bella Tuscany
Subdivision located on the north side of EE Williamson Road, approximately ½ mile
east of I-4 in Section 25, Township 20 and Range 29 – Bill Cox, applicant. District 4 -
Henley (Brian M. Walker)

15 . Accept replacement Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter
of Credit # BB 10046/AR45 in the amount of $180,536.20 and authorize the release of
the Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit #
31-99115/AR45 in the amount of $180,536.20 for the I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5 & 6
road improvements. District 5 - Carey (Lee Shaffer)

16 . Authorize the release of the Monroe Commerce Center Phase III Cash Maintenance
Bond and Maintenance and Escrow Agreement in the amount of $1,086.80 for the
Monroe Commerce Center Phase III road improvements. District 5 - Carey (Lee
Shaffer)

Public Works
Engineering

17 . Adopt a Resolution accepting a Drainage Easement and Temporary Construction
Easement (Emerson Investments International, Inc., to Seminole County) for property
necessary to install drainage improvements to provide erosion control along the Little
Wekiva River. Capital Improvement Project Number 00714503. District 3 - Van Der
Weide (Jerry McCollum)

18 . Adopt a Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a County Deed conveying
property (Parcels 100 and 101.1R) necessary for the State Road 417- International
Parkway Ramp Project to the Florida Department of Transportation. District 5 - Carey
(Jerry McCollum)

19 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Mitigation Reservation and Purchase
Agreement (MRPA) for purchase of wetland mitigation units by Seminole County in
conjunction with the Chapman Road Improvement Project from Schrimsher, Inc., owner
of the Lake Jesup Mitigation Area. District 1 - Dallari (Jerry McCollum)

• County Attorney's Consent Agenda (Items No. 20 - 20)

County Attorney's Office
Property Acquisition

20 . Brookmore Farms, Inc. Property - has filed a business damage claim relating to
Parcel Number 121 on the Chapman Road project. The owner of Parcel Number 121 is
Nutmeg Farms, Inc. Brookmore Farms, Inc. operates a business on the site and has
claimed $183,845.00 in business damages exclusive of statutory interest,
attorney&rsquo;s fees, and costs reimbursements. Request authorization to make a
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counteroffer based on the report of the County&rsquo;s business damage expert.
District 1 - Dallari (Robert A. McMillan)

• Constitutional Officers Consent Agenda (Items No. 21 - 23)

Clerk's Office (Maryanne Morse, Clerk of the Court)

21 . Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated December 21 and 28, 2009, and January
4, 2010; approval of Payroll Approval List dated December 24, 2009; Clerk's "Received
and Filed" - for information only. (Susan Krause)

Sheriff's Office (Don Eslinger, Sheriff)

22 . Budget Amendment Request #10-40 - Approval of the attached Budget Amendment
Request (BAR 10-40), recognizing ($105,060) in additional FY 2009/10 Florida Division
of Emergency Management - State Homeland Security Grant revenues and
correspondingly increasing the Sheriff&rsquo;s FY 2009/10 operating budget by an
equivalent amount. (Penny J. Fleming)

23 . Law Enforcement Trust Fund - Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to
expend $1,000.00 from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to provide for a contribution to
support the 25th annual National Conference on "Preventing Crime in the Black
Community". (Penny J. Fleming)

Regular Agenda

24 . Joint Planning Agreement - with the City of Sanford for intergovernmental processes
for future land use and miscellaneous land development regulations that affect both
parties. (Alison Stettner)

25 . Capital Improvement Project Budget - Proposal Resolution for Fiscal Years 2009/10
through and including 2013/14. (Lin Polk)

26 . Apple Valley Exception Review - Requesting Board response to the Apple Valley
Application for Exception Review by confirming response to the two actions requested:
1. The Board (grants/denies) the request to revise the language in the Administrative
Code Section 22.10 to exclude from the fence to wall restriction certain subdivisions
(such as Apple Valley) that were developed prior to current Land Development Code
standards. 2. The Board (grants/denies) the requested waiver of the fence to wall
restrictions for the project proposed by Apple Valley. District 3 - Van Der Weide (Kathy
Moore)

27 . Code Enforcement Board Lien - Request for a reduction to the Code Enforcement
Board lien which totals $55,000.00 to the administrative costs of $1,351.90 for Case #
08-75-CEB on the property located at 3131 South Windchime Circle, Apopka, and
require this reduced amount to be paid within 90 days or the lien will revert to its original
amount ($55,000.00) and upon payment in full. (George A. and Lisa J. Norberg) District
3 - Van Der Weide (Tina Williamson)
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County Manager's Briefing

28 . Informational Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2009/10 - for the period ending
December 31, 2009. (Lin Polk)

County Attorney's Briefing

Constitutional Officers Briefing

• Recess BCC Meeting until 1:30 P.M.

• Reconvene BCC Meeting at 1:30 P.M.
• Public Hearing Agenda
• Accept Proof of Publication
• Chairman's Statement of Public Hearing Rules and Procedures

Public Hearings

29 . Utility Easement Agreement for FPL Electrical Substation - Grant of Utility
Easement Agreement and associated Conseptual Site Plan for a Florida Power and
Light (FPL) electrical substation to be located at the Yankee Lake Water Treatment
Facility, on approximately 5.02 acres. (Seminole County and Florida Power and Light)
District 5 - Carey (Alan Willis)

30 . PUD Major Amendment and Addendum #1 to the Loma Vista PUD - Request for a
PUD Major Amendment to the Loma Vista PUD and Addendum #1 to the Loma Vista
PUD Developer&rsquo;s Commitment Agreement, containing 56.86 acres, located west
of the intersection of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive. (Mark Clayton) District 1 - Dallari (Ian
Sikonia)

Legislative Update

31 . Staff requests Board approval of legislative priorities. (Sabrina O'Bryan)

• Chairman's Report

• District Commissioner's and Committee Reports - 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5

• County Manager's Report

• County Attorney's Report

• Items For Future Agenda - Commission, Staff or Citizens
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Adjourn BCC Meeting

PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY OF
THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT,
ADA COORDINATOR 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING AT 407-665-7941.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING THIS NOTICE, PLEASE CONTACT THE
COUNTY MANAGER’S OFFICE, AT 407-665-7219. PERSONS ARE ADVISED THAT, IF
THEY DECIDE TO APPEAL DECISIONS MADE AT THESE MEETINGS / HEARINGS, THEY
WILL NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND FOR SUCH PURPOSE, THEY MAY
NEED TO INSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE,
WHICH INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO
BE BASED, PER SECTION 286.0105, FLORIDA STATUTES.
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PRESENTATION 
 
 
 

METROPLAN ORLANDO 
 
 
 

Presented by: 
Harry Barley, Executive Director 

METROPLAN ORLANDO 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve travel and mileage reimbursement to Commissioner Carlton Henley for miscellaneous 
travel during October, November and December 2009.

BACKGROUND:
See details attached.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve travel and mileage reimbursement to Commissioner 
Carlton Henley for miscellaneous travel during October, November and December 2009.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Travel Voucher and Details - Henley

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 2

 
SUBJECT: Travel and mileage reimbursement to Commissioner Carlton Henley

DEPARTMENT:  County Manager Office DIVISION: Business Office - CMO

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Sabrina O'Bryan EXT: 7224

County-wide Joe Forte

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award RFP-600768-09/TLR - Term Contract for Asbestos and Indoor Air Quality Consultant 
Services to GLE Associates, Inc., Orlando

BACKGROUND:
RFP-600768-09/TLR will provide professional services for asbestos and indoor air quality 
services, including but not limited to site visits to review building plans and previous reports, 
conduct visual observations, take samples of suspect materials, perform laboratory analysis,
provide written reports of findings, provide abatement plan, perform abatement monitoring, 
and provide final reports.  This project was publicly advertised and the County received eleven 
(11) proposals in response to the solicitation.  The Evaluation Committee comprised of Edward 
Bayton, Manager of Fleet and Facilities; Rafael Fernandez, Principal Coordinator; Gregory
Foppiani, Risk Program Manager; and Bill Gregory, Safety Officer, evaluated the proposals.  
Consideration was given to each firm’s qualifications/experience, technical plan, and price
proposal. Authorization for performance of service by the contractor shall be in the form of 
written Release Orders issued and executed by the County.  Each Release Order shall 
describe the services required and shall state the dates for performance of serviced and 
established the amount and method of payment.  The agreement shall take effect on the date 
of execution and run for a period of two (2) years.  At the sole option of the County, it may be 
renewed for two (2) successive periods not to exceed one (1) year each.  The estimated 
annual use of the contract is $70,000.00.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award RFP-600758-09/TLR - Term Contract for Asbestos 
and Indoor Air Quality Consultant Services to GLE Associates, Inc., Orlando.   

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Tabulation
2. Evaluation&Ranking
3. Agreement

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 3

 
SUBJECT: RFP-600768-09/TLR - Term Contract for Asbestos and Indoor Air Quality 
Consultant Services

DEPARTMENT:  County Manager Office DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Tammy Roberts EXT: 7115

County-wide Ray Hooper



Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )



 
B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL 

RFP TABULATION SHEET 
 
RFP NUMBER: RFP-600768-09/TLR 
RFP TITLE:  Asbestos & Indoor Air Quality Consultant Services 
DUE DATE:  November 18, 2009 at 2:00 P.M.. 
 

ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY  SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT TO THE 
COUNTY'S TERMS AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS 
AND CONDITIONS SUBMITTED BY THE PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND 
SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND EFFECT.  RFP DOCUMENTS FROM THE 
PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY SUBMITTALS  RECEIVED 
TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME.  ALL OTHER RFP 
DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE 
HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE. 
 
 

AirQuest Environmental, Inc. 
4990 SW 52nd St., Ste .204 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33314 
 
Traci-Anne Boyle, Pres. 
Ph 877-247-8146 
Fx. 866-461-2791 

Applied Environmental Health & Safety 
1743 Wind Drift Rd. 
Orlando, FL 32809 
 
Tom Murray, Pres. 
Ph. 407-888-2285 
Fx. 407-888-2015 

Ardaman & Associates, Inc. 
8008 S. Orange Ave. 
Orlando, FL 32809 
 
Carl R. Stephens, PE 
Ph. 800-683-7645 
Fx. 407-859-8121 

Atlas Scientific Technologies, Inc. 
1220 Edgewater Dr. Ste. 10 
Orlando, FL 32804 
 
Dave W. Knothe, Pres. 
Ph. 407-425-5696 
Fx. 904-731-0241 

  
GFA International, Inc. 
9659 Tradeport Dr. 
Orlando, FL 32827 
 
Fredrick G. Kaub, Pres. 
Ph. 800-226-7522 
Fx. 407-447-9868 

GLE Associates, Inc. 
1320 N Semoran Blvd, #203 
Orlando, FL 32807 
 
Robert B. Greene, PE 
Ph. 407-658-4151 
Fx. 407-654-4410 

MACTEC Engineering Consulting  
4150 N. John Young Pkwy. 
Orlando, FL 32804-2620 
 
Brian J. DuChene, PE 
Ph. 407-522-7570 
Fx. 407-522-7576 

Professional Service Industries 
1748 33rd St. 
Orlando, FL 32839 
 
Cate Landry, Dept. Manager 
Ph. 407-304-5560 
Fx. 407-304-5561 

  
Pure Air Control Services, Inc. 
4911 Creekside Dr., Ste. C 
Clearwater, FL 33760 
 
Alan Wozniak, Pres. 
Ph. 800-422-7873 
Fx. 727-572-5859 

SMC Systems Inc. dba SkyeTec 
9570 Regency Sq. Blvd., Ste. 410 
Jacksonville, FL 32225 
 
Christopher H. Uhland, CEO 
Ph. 866-759-3832 
Fx. 904-483-4299 

Universal Engineering Sciences 
3532 Maggie Blvd. 
Orlando, FL 32811 
 
R. Kenneth Derick, MS, PE 
Ph. 407-423-0504 
Fx. 407-423-3106 

 

 

Evaluation Criteria: 

Qualifications/Experience 
Technical Plan 
Price Proposal 
 

Tabulated by T. Roberts, Sr. Procurement Analyst (Posted 11/19/2009 @ 11:30 AM) 

Evaluation Committee Meeting:  None - Electronic Evaluations 

Recommendation of Award : GLE Associates, Inc., Orlando – (Posted 12/23/2009); BCC for Approval: 1/26/2010. 



RFP-600768-09/TLR

AirQuest Applied Ardaman Atlas GFA GLE MACTEC PSI Pure Air SMC Universal
A.1 600.00$        840.00$        1000 / 3000 430.00$        450.00$      450.00$      750.00$      500.00$       2,800.00$     250.00$       600.00$        
A.2 200.00$        360.00$        3,000.00$     350.00$        450.00$      100.00$      500.00$      500.00$       985.00$         250.00$       900.00$        
A.3 60.00$          70.00$          110.00$        48.00$          50.00$         55.00$         55.00$         50.00$         89.00$           55.00$         65.00$          

B.1 600.00$        840.00$        2500 / 5000 430.00$        500.00$      550.00$      750.00$      500.00$       1,895.00$     250.00$       800.00$        
B.2 480.00$        840.00$        1800 / 3000 394.00$        500.00$      450.00$      600.00$      500.00$       1,495.00$     440.00$       65 / Hr.

C.1 8.00$             5.00$             5.75$             8.00$             9.00$           15.00$         15.00$         12.00$         15.00$           9.00$           5.00$            
C.2 3.00$             50.00$          10.00$          -$               0.10$           0.10$           0.10$           -$             10.00$           10.00$         -$              
C.3 3.00$             50.00$          10.00$          -$               0.10$           0.10$           0.10$           -$             10.00$           10.00$         -$              
C.4 75.00$          66.00$          75.00$          60.00$          85.00$         55.00$         90.00$         10.00$         65.00$           90.00$         66.00$          
C.5 60.00$          15.30$          20.40$          10.00$          6.00$           10.00$         10.00$         20.00$         25.00$           7.00$           125.00$        
C.6 5.00$             50.00$          10.00$          8.00$             0.10$           0.10$           0.10$           -$             125.00$         10.00$         -$              
C.7 10.00$          6.00$             13.80$          8.00$             8.00$           10.00$         8.00$           15.00$         35.00$           9.00$           7.00$            
C.8 10.00$          6.00$             11.50$          15.00$          20.00$         10.00$         10.00$         14.00$         22.00$           25.00$         7.00$            
C.9 25.00$          50.00$          10.00$          8.00$             12.00$         15.00$         10.00$         -$             125.00$         10.00$         -$              
C.10 12.50$          11.00$          17.00$          12.00$          20.00$         15.00$         20.00$         20.00$         25.00$           35.00$         12.00$          
C.11 60.00$          46.75$          86.25$          62.00$          115.00$      50.00$         60.00$         90.00$         88.00$           50.00$         75.00$          
C.12 15.00$          53.55$          75.60$          55.00$          6.00$           20.00$         10.00$         10.00$         20.00$           50.00$         94.00$          
C.13 200.00$        150.00$        50.00$          0.06$             31.50$         30.00$         45.00$         110.00$       50.00$           35.00$         -$              
C.14 15.00$          35.00$          28.75$          20.00$          10.00$         15.00$         15.00$         45.00$         35.00$           35.00$         25.00$          
C.15 5.00$             50.00$          10.00$          -$               0.10$           0.10$           0.10$           -$             20.00$           -$             -$              
C.16 290.00$        220.00$        201.25$        225.00$        125.00$      195.00$      375.00$      300.00$       160.00$         250.00$       220.00$        
C.17 55.00$          44.00$          51.75$          65.00$          48.00$         40.00$         45.00$         65.00$         35.00$           50.00$         43.00$          
C.18 32.00$          35.00$          46.00$          65.00$          40.50$         40.00$         38.00$         65.00$         65.00$           40.00$         40.00$          
C.19 55.00$          65.00$          86.25$          105.00$        40.50$         90.00$         110.00$      75.00$         90.00$           90.00$         65.00$          
C.20 57.50$          44.00$          61.00$          65.00$          38.50$         40.00$         38.00$         65.00$         35.00$           50.00$         43.00$          
C.21 52.00$          35.00$          55.00$          65.00$          38.50$         40.00$         38.50$         65.00$         90.00$           40.00$         40.00$          
C.22 35.00$          26.00$          38.50$          37.00$          40.00$         25.00$         41.00$         50.00$         45.00$           35.00$         30.00$          
C.23 35.00$          26.00$          38.50$          37.00$          40.00$         25.00$         59.50$         65.00$         55.00$           35.00$         30.00$          
C.24 115.00$        70.00$          86.25$          89.00$          150.00$      45.00$         90.00$         95.00$         67.50$           150.00$       75.00$          
C.25 115.00$        70.00$          86.25$          89.00$          150.00$      45.00$         90.00$         225.00$       82.50$           150.00$       75.00$          
C.26 32.00$          26.00$          28.75$          38.00$          40.00$         25.00$         33.00$         40.00$         35.00$           35.00$         30.00$          
C.27 120.00$        95.00$          56.40$          115.00$        80.00$         90.00$         77.00$         140.00$       45.00$           105.00$       120.00$        
C.28 120.00$        100.00$        109.25$        99.00$          90.00$         110.00$      104.50$      115.00$       75.00$           115.00$       108.00$        
C.29 17.50$          39.00$          13.80$          30.00$          110.00$      30.00$         20.00$         15.00$         84.00$           20.00$         7.00$            
C.30 125.00$        88.40$          104.50$        55.00$          80.00$         45.00$         150.00$      65.00$         176.00$         50.00$         149.00$        
C.31 105.00$        80.75$          122.50$        55.00$          275.00$      95.00$         125.00$      250.00$       76.00$           120.00$       149.00$        
C.32 200.00$        750.00$        900.00$        260.00$        200.00$      275.00$      100.00$       75.00$           -$             150.00$        
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AirQuest Applied Ardaman Atlas GFA GLE MACTEC PSI Pure Air SMC Universal
D.1 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.2 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.3 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.4 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.5 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.6 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.7 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.8 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.9 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.10 30.00$          25.00$          28.75$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         66.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.11 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         22.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.12 25.00$          15.00$          15.00$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         68.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.13 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         54.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.14 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         54.00$           40.00$         20.00$          
D.15 15.00$          12.00$          11.50$          13.00$          20.00$         20.00$         20.00$         14.00$         62.00$           40.00$         20.00$          

E.1 480.00$        70.00$          500.00$        395. / Day 50. / Hr. 55.00$         55.00$         450.00$       89.00$           440.00$       55.00$          
E.2 75.00$          55.00$          63.25$          65.00$          45.00$         50.00$         60.00$         125.00$       395.00$         75.00$         50.00$          
E.3 65.00$          50.00$          57.50$          55.00$          40.00$         45.00$         50.00$         100.00$       325.00$         60.00$         45.00$          

4,877.50$     5,779.75$     6,444.00$     3,727.06$     4,043.90$   3,480.40$   5,122.90$   5,076.00$   10,558.00$   4,140.00$   4,605.00$     

Based 23.55% 19.87% 17.82% 30.82% 28.40% 33.00% 22.42% 22.63% 10.88% 27.74% 24.94%
on 33% 

Some companies did not include cost on some of the items.  These items will not result in a different outcome.



Fernandez, Rafael 74.5 65.8 77.8 90.8 68.4 95 85.4 84.6 69.8 82.7 88.9
Bayton, Edward 57.5 55.8 60.8 64.8 58.4 79 64.4 62.6 30.8 64.7 67.9
Brown, Dennis
Foppiani, Gregory 85.5 76.8 82.8 93.8 84.4 96 87.4 88.6 70.8 88.7 89.9
Gregory, Bill 81.5 64.8 73.2 88.8 82.4 93 89.4 86.6 69.8 85.7 86.9

TOTAL SCORE 80 72 81 92 78 100 87 87 63 87 91
RANKING 6 8 5 2 7 1 4 4 9 4 3

GLE MACTEC Pro. Serv

RFP-600768-09/TLR - Asbestos & Indoor Air Quality Consultant Services

AirQuest Applied Env Ardaman Atlas GFA Pure Air SMC Universal

http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/UserDisp.aspx?ID=407�
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/UserDisp.aspx?ID=191�
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/UserDisp.aspx?ID=408�
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/UserDisp.aspx?ID=409�
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/UserDisp.aspx?ID=409�
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/Lists/RFP60059409BJC  Appraisal Services for Neighborhoo/NewForm.aspx�






















































Section 1 – 
General Description of Services 

 
ASBESTOS & INDOOR AIR QUALITY 

CONSULTANT SERVICES 
 

 
Qualified firm(s) shall provide professional services for asbestos and indoor air quality services, including site 
visits to review building plans and previous reports, conduct visual observations, take samples of suspect 
materials, perform laboratory analysis, provide written reports of findings, provide abatement plan, perform 
abatement monitoring, and provide final report. 
 
Services also include site visits to review available building information, conduct visual observations and obtain 
selected indoor air quality measurements, collected in numerous locations within the subject space at various 
times during a typical workday.  These measurements consist of carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide, temperature, 
dew point, relative humidity, hydrogen sulfide, formaldehyde, within others, using direct reading instruments or 
colorimetric detector tubes.  
 
Consultant shall look for evidence of moisture intrusion through the building envelope, including roof and 
curtain wall assemblies. Also look for processes or conditions within the subject area that may produce adverse 
conditions to the air quality. Consultant shall perform additional testing for microbial pollutants. Two air 
samples shall be collected in the subject space to be analyzed for viable and non-viable fungi and other 
particulates. One sample is to be collected outside the building for comparison. The consultant shall also review 
the building’s mechanical plans and conduct a visual observation of the HVAC system serving the area. 
 
At the completion of the site visits, the consultant shall prepare a report summarizing the information obtained. 
This report shall discuss the visual observations, evaluations, and the results of comfort parameter screening and 
carbon monoxide measurements. Consultant shall provide recommendations concerning general corrective 
measures for improvement of air quality within the report and rationale for those recommendations. 

RFP-600768-09/TLR 2
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendment #1 to RFP-600083-06/GMG - Term Contract for Clean and Vegetative 
Wood Waste Processing Services for Seminole County with Consolidated Resource 
Recovery, Inc., Sarasota.

BACKGROUND:

Amendment #1 to RFP-600083-06/GMG - Term Contract for Clean and Vegetative Wood 
Waste Processing Services for Seminole County provides for off-site beneficial reuse for clean 
wood waste and vegetative waste received by Solid Waste Management operations.  Clean 
wood waste includes treated and untreated wood waste such as lumber, construction debris 
and pallets.  Vegetative wood waste includes material from commercial and residential lawn 
maintenance and land clearing activities.  This includes but is not limited to, bagged and loose 
yard waste such as grass clippings, brush and limb debris, tree trimmings, palm fronds, logs, 
and stumps.  Amendment #1 will provide for a negotiated re-structure of the fee schedule and 
scope of services which will be more beneficial for the County and reduce the overall cost of 
this service.  The fee schedule was compared with surrounding municipalities and it is 
competitive based on market conditions and services provided.  The negotiations of the fee 
schedule and scope of services were based on a contract extension which will allow the 
contract to continue through 2015.   Authorization for performance of services by the 
Contractor under this agreement shall be in the form of written Release Orders issued and 
executed by the County on an as needed basis, as long as the cumulative amount of Release 
Orders does not exceed budgetary constraints.

Information regarding costs and services related to surrounding counties is included as part of 
the backup. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to approve Amendment #1 to RFP-600083-06/GMG - Term 
Contract for Clean and Vegetative Wood Waste Processing Services for Seminole County with 
Consolidated Resource Recovery, Inc., Sarasota.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 4

 
SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to RFP-600083-06/GMG - Term Contract for Clean and Vegetative 
Wood Waste Processing Services for Seminole County 

DEPARTMENT:  County Manager Office DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Betsy Cohen EXT: 7112

County-wide Ray Hooper



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Amendment #1
2. Backup cost comparison information

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4388-09/VFT – Design of Minor Projects with 
Construction Costs less than $1,000,000.00 to HNTB Corporation of Lake Mary, Florida; 
Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc. of Oviedo, Florida; Pegasus Engineering of Winter Springs,
Florida; Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc. of Orlando, Florida; and Reynolds, Smith 
and Hills, Inc. of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Annual Usage Amount of $900,000.00).

BACKGROUND:

PS-4388-09/VFT will provide various professional services, including but not limited to, 
construction plan preparation and environmental and drainage permitting for minor projects. 
Some projects will require preliminary and final design phases and intensive sub-basin and 
environmental permitting.

On October 13, 2009, the Board approved the ranking and authorized staff to negotiate with 
HNTB Corporation of Lake Mary, Florida; Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc. of Oviedo, 
Florida; Pegasus Engineering of Winter Springs, Florida; Professional Engineering
Consultants, Inc. of Orlando, Florida; and Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. of Orlando, Florida. 
The Award Agreements include the negotiated rates from each firm as Exhibit C within their 
individual Master Agreements. The term of these Master Agreements will be for a period of 
three (3) years, with two (2) renewal periods not to exceed one (1) year each. The backup 
documentation includes the Multiplier Computation sheets for each of the five (5) Consultants.

Authorization for the performance of services by the Consultants under these Master 
Agreements shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and executed by the County, 
and signed by the Consultants. The work and dollar amount for each Work Order shall be 
negotiated on an as-needed basis for the specific project, and shall be funded within approved 
budget amounts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4388-09/VFT –
Design of Minor Projects with Construction Costs less than $1,000,000.00 to HNTB
Corporation of Lake Mary, Florida; Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc. of Oviedo, Florida; 
Pegasus Engineering of Winter Springs, Florida; Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc. of 
Orlando, Florida; and Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Annual 

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 5

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-4388-09/VFT - Design of Minor Projects with 
Construction Costs less than $1,000,000.00

DEPARTMENT:  County Manager Office DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Vagillia Taylor EXT: 7122

County-wide Ray Hooper



Usage Amount of $900,000.00).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-4388-09_VFT - Award Agreement (HNTB)
2. PS-4388-09_VFT - Award Agreement (Inwood)
3. PS-4388-09_VFT - Award Agreement (Pegasus)
4. PS-4388-09_VFT - Award Agreement (PEC)
5. PS-4388-09_VFT - Award Agreement (RS&H)
6. PS-4388-09_VFT - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize Community Assistance Division staff to submit the attached proposed 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program amendments to the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) for approval.

BACKGROUND:

The Community Development Office of the Community Assistance Division has been 
administering and implementing the Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP) since June,
2009.  Three (3) activities have been used to procure housing, both owner and rental, for low, 
moderate, and middle income households.

 Soft Second Mortgage Activity -- Direct assistance to income-eligible homebuyers.
 Acquisition, Rehabilitation, and Resale -- Assistance through four (4) procured

contractors/developers to assist income-eligible households in locating housing for 
purchase.  In this activity, the contractors purchase the units, rehabilitate them, and re-
sell them to qualified homebuyers.

 Acquisition and Rental -- Assistance through two (2) procured contractors/developers to 
provide  affordable rental housing to extremely low and low income households.  In this
activity, the contractors purchase the units, rehabilitate them, and offer them for rent to 
low income households for twenty (20) years.  As an option, the contractors may sell or 
donate rehabilitated units to local County-approved nonprofit organizations for use as 
affordable rental units.

In the administration of the NSP, Community Development staff proposes to make particular 
amendments to the locally-adopted requirements to facilitate the provision of affordable 
housing and to better fit the market.  Attached is a revised version of the proposed 
amendments for the Board's approval.  Changes are minimal and summarized as follows:

 Additional areas were added for NSP participation (see added Maps 17 through 20), 
including an area in Oviedo.

 The limit for NSP-funded rehabilitation is increased from $15,000 to $25,000 when 
necessary on a case by case basis, to accommodate increased costs associated with 
energy efficient measures.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 6

 
SUBJECT: Substantial Amendment to the 2008-2009 One-Year Action Plan to Make Changes 
to the Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP)

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: Michele Saunders CONTACT: Pamela Martin EXT: 2302

County-wide Buddy Balagia



 Rents are more specifically defined in the text, as follows:
 Units set aside for Extremely Low Income households are capped at 75% of the 

Low HOME Rent, less the appropriate and current Utility Allowance.
 Units set aside for Low Income households are capped at 65% of the Fair Market 

Rent, less the appropriate and current Utility Allowance.
 Units set aside for Moderate Income households are capped at 80% of the Fair 

Market Rent, less the appropriate and current Utility Allowance.
 The NSP activity allocation was adjusted to better meet the demands of clientèle.
 Other clean-up items.

Public comments were solicited from November 30, 2009 through December 14, 2009, and no 
comments were received.  Upon approval by the Board, the proposed amendments will be 
submitted to the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development (HUD) for final approval.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Board approval and authorization for the Community Assistance Division 
staff to submit the attached proposed Neighborhood Stabilization Program amendments to the 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for approval.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. NSP Amendment

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Arnold Schneider )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY 

NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION PROGRAM 

SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT 

 

Jurisdiction: Seminole County, FL 

 

Jurisdiction Web Address:      

www.seminolecountyfl.gov 

NSP Contact Person:   Buddy Balagia 

Address: 534 W. Lake Mary Blvd. 

               Sanford, FL  32773 

Telephone: 407-665-2389 

Fax:  407-665-2399 

Email: bbalagia@seminolecountyfl.gov 

 

A.  AREAS OF GREATEST NEED 

 

Provide summary needs data identifying the geographic areas of greatest need in the grantee’s 

jurisdiction. 

 

Note: An NSP substantial amendment must include the needs of the entire jurisdiction(s) 

covered by the program; states must include the needs of communities receiving their own NSP 

allocation. To include the needs of an entitlement community, the State may either incorporate 

an entitlement jurisdiction’s consolidated plan and NSP needs by reference and hyperlink on the 

Internet, or state the needs for that jurisdiction in the State’s own plan. The lead entity for a joint 

program may likewise incorporate the consolidated plan and needs of other participating 

entitlement jurisdictions’ consolidated plans by reference and hyperlink or state the needs for 

each jurisdiction in the lead entity’s own plan. 

HUD has developed a foreclosure and abandonment risk score to assist grantees in targeting the 

areas of greatest need within their jurisdictions.  Grantees may wish to consult this data [LINK – 

to HUD USER data], in developing this section of the Substantial Amendment.  

 

Response: 

In order to identify the geographic areas with the greatest need within the county, the past 

foreclosure data was obtained and broken down by city and neighborhood/condominium 

complex. Neighborhoods and condominium complexes experiencing the largest share of past 

foreclosures were identified.  The past foreclosure data parallels the HUD NSP Foreclosure 

Census Track risk data downloaded from the HUD Website.   

 

Based on the NSP established criteria, Seminole County will target areas identified with 

―Estimated Foreclosure Abandonment Risk Scores‖ of 10, 9, and 8, as depicted on Map 2.  The 

breakdown of the individual target areas are shown in greater detail on Maps 4 through 20 and 

are defined as follows: 

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8, and 17) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12,and 19) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15, and 20) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 Oviedo (Map 18) 
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Even though a small percentage of the selected Census Tracts are not identified as low or 

moderate income eligible; any homes selected for acquisition will be in foreclosure impacted 

LMMI (Low/Moderate/Middle Income) neighborhoods.      

 

The geographic areas of Seminole County most impacted by foreclosure between August 1, 2007 

and September 30, 2008, are broken down by place and home type, as follows: 

 

TABLE 1- Number of Home Foreclosures between August 1, 2007 and September  

30, 2008 on Homes with a Last Sales Price of $250,000 and below. 

 

Post Office 

Location 

No. of Foreclosed 

Single Family 

Homes per MLS 

Data 

No. of Foreclosed 

Condos per MLS 

Data 

 

Total Number of 

Foreclosures 

Sanford 596 50 646 

Altamonte Springs 278 343 621 

Oviedo 250 92 342 

Longwood 242 91 333 

Winter Springs 251 13 264 

Casselberry 219 35 254 

Lake Mary 160 85 245 

Chuluota 36 0 36 

Fern Park 18 1 19 

Geneva 13 0 13 

Heathrow 3 1 4 

Lake Monroe 1 0 1 

Total 2,067 711 2,778 
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Neighborhoods are further broken down as follows (only neighborhoods and subdivisions with 8 

or more foreclosures are included): 

TABLE 2 

POST OFFICE 

LOCATION 
NEIGHBORHOODS 

No. of Foreclosed 

Homes per MLS Data 

 Sanford SOUTH OF DOWNTOWN 35 

  DREAM WORLD 27 

  CELERY LAKES 22 

  MAGNOLIA CLUB 15 

  COUNTY CLUB MANOR 13 

  WOODMERE PARK 13 

  RETREAT @ TWIN LAKES 11 

  PLACID WOODS 11 

  PALM POINT 10 

  BUENA VISTA ESTATES 9 

  CELERY KEY 8 

  WOODRUFFS 8 

  BEL-AIRE 8 

  BAKERS CROSSING 8 

  BRYNHAVEN 8 

  SUNLAND ESTATES 8 

  PRESERVE @ LAKE MONROE 8 

  PLACID LAKES 8 

 Altamonte Springs SAN LANDO/SAN LANDO SPRINGS 39 

 WEATHERSFIELD 19 

  OAKLAND HILLS/VILLAGE 14 

  LAKE HARRIET ESTATES 10 

  GRANADA SOUTH 9 

 

Winter Springs 
NORTH 

ORLANDO/TERRACE/RANCHES 23 

  WILDWOOD 15 

  DEER SONG 9 

 Oviedo ALAFAYA WOODS 21 

 Longwood LONGDALE 19 

 Casselberry CAMALOT 17 

  HEFTLER HOMES 9 

  DEVON PLACE 8 

 Lake Mary EGRETS LANDING 8 

 Chuluota NORTH CHULUOTA 20 
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Although the following table depicts the impact of recent foreclosures upon some condominium 

developments in Seminole County as relatively severe, the County will avoid purchasing 

condominiums for resale due to the following reasons: 

 The required maintenance fee is often excessive, and many have no reasonable annual 

cap increases. 

 At times, a condominium complex will impose special assessments in addition to the 

monthly/annual maintenance fee, when unusual damage occurs or their working capital 

runs low, caused in part, by the non-payment of assessments and maintenance fees by 

distressed unit owners.  This can be an unbearable burden for lower income owners. 

 In condominium developments experiencing numerous foreclosures, the above two issues 

are exacerbated. 

 

TABLE 3 

CONDOMINIUM 
POST OFFICE 

LOCATION 

No. of Foreclosed 

Condos per MLS Data 

VILLAS @ LAKESIDE Oviedo 91 

SABAL POINT Longwood 60 

REGENCY PARK @ LAKE 

MARY Lake Mary 58 

CRESENT PLACE Altamonte Springs 55 

LAKEWOOD PARK Altamonte Springs 53 

BONA VISTA Altamonte Springs 33 

OASIS AT PEARL LAKE Altamonte Springs 23 

WATERSIDE CRANES 

ROOST Altamonte Springs 22 

THE LANDINGS Altamonte Springs 20 

HIDDEN SPRINGS Altamonte Springs 14 

STONE CREEK @ WEKIVA Altamonte Springs 14 

NOTTING HILL Lake Mary 13 

CABANA KEY Casselberry 13 

WINDSOR @ SABAL WALK Longwood 12 

ARBOR LAKES Sanford 12 

BRANTLEY TERRACE Altamonte Springs 11 

COUNTRY WALK Altamonte Springs 10 

FLAGSHIP PARK Sanford 10 

OXFORD SQUARE Casselberry 10 

 

Map 1 depicts the past foreclosure data detail that was summarized in Tables 1 through 3.  Map 

2 depicts the impact of foreclosures upon isolated Census Tracts/Block Groups within the 

County for all areas with Estimated Foreclosure Abandonment Risk Scores of 8, 9, and 10.   

Map 3 is deleted.   

 

Maps 4 through 20 show the individual Target Areas identified for inclusion for assistance with 

NSP funds.  Those target areas are defined as follows:  

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8, and 17) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12,and 19) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15, and 20) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 Oviedo (Map 18) 
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MAP 3 - DELETED 
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B.  DISTRIBUTION AND USES OF FUNDS 

 

Provide a narrative describing how the distribution and uses of the grantee’s NSP funds will 

meet the requirements of Section 2301(c) (2) of HERA that funds be distributed to the areas of 

greatest need, including those with the greatest percentage of home foreclosures, with the highest 

percentage of homes financed by a subprime mortgage related loan, and identified by the grantee 

as likely to face a significant rise in the rate of home foreclosures.  Note: The grantee’s narrative 

must address these three stipulated need categories in the NSP statute, but the grantee may also 

consider other need categories. 

 

Response: 

The use of NSP funds will be restricted to areas most impacted by foreclosures, as indicated by 

HUD data.  NSP Target Areas depicted on Maps 4 through 20 show those areas with Estimated 

Foreclosure Abandonment Risk Scores of 10, 9, and 8. 

 

The following areas are the areas within Seminole County that have been identified as the areas 

of greatest need and will be targeted for assistance with NSP funds: 

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8, and 17) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12,and 19) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15, and 20) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 Oviedo (Map 18) 

 

All NSP activities will be restricted to the Target Areas shown on Maps 4 through 20.  

Homebuyers and partner agencies seeking assistance will contact lenders or other appropriate 

agencies (banks, mortgage lenders, mortgage brokers, etc.) to obtain an inventory of housing 

units located within these Target Areas (Community Development Office staff will be available 

for both guidance and assistance).  Once housing units are identified, County Community 

Development staff will inspect and confirm the units as eligible for assistance.  (All units assisted 

with NSP funds must be foreclosed upon or abandoned, and vacant at least 90 days.)  Only units 

requiring up to $25,000 (after any rebates) or less in estimated rehabilitation costs will be 

approved for assistance.  This will be determined by a home inspector, and backed up by a cost 

estimate from a State licensed general contractor. 

 

The vast majority of Census Tracts/Block Groups (CT/BGs) within the City of Sanford are 

predominantly minority in population, most particularly African-Americans.  It has been 

reported that this population, along with other minority populations, seems to be more affected 

by the predominance of subprime mortgage loans, locally as well as nationally.  Many of these 

mortgages, as well as many of those in other highly impacted areas, may have been secured 

during the heavy increase in housing market activity between 2002 and 2006. 
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C.  DEFINITIONS AND DESCRIPTIONS 
 

(1)  Definition of ―blighted structure‖ in context of state or local law. 

 

Response: 

A ―blighted structure‖ is one which exhibits objectively determinable signs of deterioration 

sufficient to constitute a threat to human health, safety, and/or public welfare.   

 

(2)  Definition of ―affordable rents.‖  Note:  Grantees may use the definition they have adopted 

for their CDBG program but should review their existing definition to ensure compliance with 

NSP program –specific requirements such as continued affordability. 

 

Response: 

For units set aside for low income households, rents will not exceed 65% of the established and 

current Fair Market Rent (FMR), as posted on www.hud.gov, less the current, appropriate, and 

respective Utility Allowance, as established by the Seminole County Housing Authority.  For 

units set aside for moderate income households, rents will not exceed the 80% of the  established 

and current Fair Market Rent, as posted on www.hud.gov, less the current, appropriate, and 

respective Utility Allowance, as established by the Seminole County Housing Authority.  For 

units set aside for extremely low income households (households with incomes not exceeding 

30% of the area median income), rents will not exceed 75% of the established and current Low 

HOME Rent (as applicable to the HOME Program), as posted on www.hud.gov, less the current, 

appropriate, and respective Utility Allowance, as established by the Seminole County Housing 

Authority. 

 

(3)  Describe how the grantee will ensure continued affordability for NSP assisted housing. 

 

Response: 

For each housing unit assisted, a 20-year Restrictive Use Covenant will be imposed to guarantee 

affordability to initial and subsequent purchasers and renters, including all group homes 

assisted under the NSP.  This Covenant will ensure that, during the 20-year affordability period, 

either all subsequent purchasers of assisted units are LMMI or, if any subsequent purchasers of 

the unit are not LMMI, the amount of NSP assistance will be recaptured at resale.  Also, 

Restrictive Use Covenants will be used to ensure that all renters of NSP rental housing will be 

income eligible upon their initial occupancy. 

 

(4)  Describe housing rehabilitation standards that will apply to NSP assisted activities. 

 

Response: 

The County’s HOME Housing Rehabilitation Standards will be used in the NSP.  See Exhibit B 

of the original submission. 

 

 

  

http://www.hud.gov/
http://www.hud.gov/
http://www.hud.gov/
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D.   LOW INCOME TARGETING 

 

Identify the estimated amount of funds appropriated or otherwise made available under the NSP 

to be used to purchase and redevelop abandoned or foreclosed upon homes or residential 

properties for housing individuals or families whose incomes do not exceed 50% of the area 

median income: $2,160,400 (30.8% of the total grant allocation). 

 

Note: At least 25% of funds must be used for housing individuals and families whose incomes do 

not exceed 50% of the area median income. 

 

Response: 

The following table identifies the estimated amount of NSP funds to be used to purchase and 

redevelop abandoned or foreclosed upon homes or residential properties for housing individuals 

or families whose incomes do not exceed 50% of the area median income:  

 

Activity 

Low Income Households 

Targeted 

 

% Low Income Served 

Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan 

Assistance 

1 50.0 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and 

Rent 

30 100.0 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and 

Resale 

5 20.0 

Total 36 63.2 

 

The following table depicts the amount of funds estimated to be spent to assist low income 

households: 

 

Activity 

Funding for Low Income 

Households 

 

% Spent on Low Income  

Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan 

Assistance 

$80,000 61.5 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and 

Rent 

$3,180,000 100.0 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and 

Resale 

$700,000 23.3 

Total $3,960,000 56.4 
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The following table depicts the number of NSP affordable housing units expected to be made 

available to LMMI households, by activity and income level: 

 

Activity Low 

Income 

Moderate 

Income 

Middle Income 

Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan Assistance 

 

1 

 

 1 

 

 0 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Rent 

 

 30 

 

 2 

 

0 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Resale 

 

 5 

 

 15 

 

 5 

Total  36  16  5 

 

 

E. ACQUISITIONS & RELOCATION 

 

Indicate whether grantee intends to demolish or convert any low- and moderate-income dwelling 

units (i.e., ≤ 80% of area median income). 

  
If so, include: 

 The number of low- and moderate-income dwelling units—i.e., ≤ 80% of area median 

income—reasonably expected to be demolished or converted as a direct result of NSP-

assisted activities. 

 The number of NSP affordable housing units made available to low- , moderate-, and 

middle-income households—i.e., ≤ 120% of area median income—reasonably expected 

to be produced by activity and income level as provided for in DRGR, by each NSP 

activity providing such housing (including a proposed time schedule for commencement and 

completion). 

 The number of dwelling units reasonably expected to be made available for households 

whose income does not exceed 50 percent of area median income. 

Response: 

No housing units are expected to be demolished with NSP funding in Seminole County.   
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F.  PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

Provide a summary of public comments received to the originally proposed NSP Substantial 

Amendment. 

 

Response: 

1) Several realtors commented that there is a great need for purchase assistance subsidies 

(i.e., down payment assistance), similar to the SHIP Purchase Assistance Program, to 

assist first-time homebuyers in purchasing a home. 

 

2) Local Housing Authority – Commented that NSP funds should be utilized to: 

 Procure and rent multifamily units. 

 Procure and rent single family homes. 

 Procure single family homes for a ―rent to own‖ program using housing choice 

vouchers as mortgage leverage. 

 Fund a purchase assistance subsidy to lower the required first mortgage of the 

homebuyer and use the homebuyer’s housing choice voucher to make payments on 

the first mortgage. 

 Include funding for the construction of rental units on vacant land. 

 

3) Local Mortgage Broker – Commented that NSP funds ($7 million) should be combined  

with funds provided by hedge funds and other private investors ($25 million) to establish 

a $32 million fund to: 

 Procure, rehabilitate, and resell foreclosed homes to approximately 925 moderate 

and middle income buyers.  

 Procure two complete complexes (one apartment building and one condo conversion, 

and rent approximately 196 of the units to low income individuals. 

 

4) Local Mortgage Lender – Commented that the banking community has tightened its 

mortgage financing requirements and that NSP funds should be used to finance first 

mortgages for qualified buyers when they cannot find affordable financing elsewhere.  

No comments were made to the December, 2009 Substantial Amendment. 

 

  



 

 

30 

The following shows a projected timeline of the tasks and milestones for the NSP: 

 

Task Projected Date 

Issuing approval letters for the Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan 

Assistance activity to clients on the SHIP Purchase Assistance 

Waiting List    

January 2, 2009 

Issue NOFA for all activities January 4, 2009 

Make proposal format available to interested parties January 5, 2009 

Proposals due from interested parties February 20, 2009 

Review team meets to develop funding recommendations  

March 6, 2009 

Develop funding agreements March 24, 2009 

Approach Board of County Commissioners to execute funding 

agreements 

June 23, 2009 

Issue Notices to Proceed to funded subrecipients (activities 

commence) 

July 1, 2009 

Kick-off meetings with funded subrecipients July 1, 2009 

10% of projected housing units acquired August 31, 2009 

25% of projected housing units acquired November 30, 2009 

50% of projected housing units acquired March 31, 2010 

100% of projected housing units acquired May 31, 2010 

100% of units sold/rented June 30, 2010 



 

 

31 

G.  NSP INFORMATION BY ACTIVITY 
 

(1)  Activity Name:   

Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan Assistance. 

 

(2)  Activity Type:  

NSP-eligible use:  Section 2301(c)(3)(a)—Establish financing mechanisms for purchase and 

redevelopment of foreclosed upon homes and residential properties, including such mechanisms 

as soft-seconds, loan loss reserves, and shared-equity loans for low and moderate income 

homebuyers. 

 

CDBG-eligible activity:   24 CFR 570.201(n)—Direct Homeownership Assistance, as 

modified by NSP eligible uses. 

24 CFR 570.202—Rehabilitation. 

 

(3)  National Objective:  

Low/Mod/Middle Income Housing. 

 

(4)  Projected Start Date:  January 2, 2009. 

 

(5)  Projected End Date:  December 31, 2013. 

 

(6)  Responsible Organization:  

Seminole County will administer and/or oversee one or more local agencies to administer and 

implement the Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan Assistance Activity.  It is not known at the time of the 

submittal of the substantial amendment which firm(s), if any, will assist Seminole County in this 

activity.  A Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA), if necessary, will be issued in January 2009 

to procure services to assist the county in implementing this activity.  It is anticipated that 

proposals will be accepted until February 20, 2009, and funding award(s) is anticipated to be 

made during April 2009.  The activity will commence immediately.  Note: The SHIP Program 

Purchase Assistance waiting list will be used to provide clients to this activity.  

 

(NSP contact information can be found on page 1) 

 

(7)  Location Description:   

Assisted housing units will be limited to Target Areas shown on Maps 4 through 16, hereby 

called as follows: 

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 

These areas are determined to be the areas of Seminole County with the greatest need, as 

determined by: 

 Areas with the highest percentage of home foreclosures; 

 Areas with the highest percentage of homes financed by a subprime mortgage loan; and 
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 Areas identified as likely to experience a significant rise in the rate of home foreclosures. 

 

(8)  Activity Description:   

This activity addresses the decrease in the amount of homeownership due to foreclosures, and 

will assist LMMI households in purchasing a home.   

 

Low, moderate, and middle income homebuyers will be assisted through this activity.  Eligible 

homebuyers will be provided with a list of participating pre-approved lenders and will contact 

those lenders to obtain their inventory of homes located within the NSP Target Areas, with the 

guidance and assistance of the Community Development, if necessary.  Lenders will work with 

prospective homebuyers and their realtors, if any, to help them qualify for a corresponding first 

mortgage.  Once a unit is selected and approved by the County, the County will procure an 

independent market appraisal, using a State-certified residential real estate appraiser.  Only 

selected housing units whose purchase price is at least  1% below market appraised value will be 

procured, and the combined purchase price and rehabilitation cost must not exceed $150,000.  

All assisted units must be foreclosed upon and vacant for at least 90 days prior to end-sale 

closing. 

 

With respect to the maximum purchase price/rehab cost, the maximum purchase price for each 

individual homebuyer will be determined separately.  To mitigate the chance of future 

foreclosures, and to maximum affordability for each assisted household, factors taken into 

consideration will include, but are not limited to, gross income, proposed housing debt, 

proposed total debt, and the estimated rehabilitation cost.  The following table depicts the 

maximum NSP subsidies, purchase prices, and rehabilitation costs for each income category. 

 

Income 

Category 

Maximum Home 

Purchase Price 

Maximum 

Rehabilitation Cost 

Maximum NSP 

Subsidy* 

Low $110,000 $15,000.00 $80,000 

Moderate $146,000 $15,000.00 $50,000 

Middle Income $167,000 $15,000.00 $20,000 
*The maximum NSP subsidy is inclusive of the rehabilitation costs funded from the NSP. 

 

After determining the price limit for each homebuyer, the unit will then be sold to the homebuyer 

at a price custom-fitted for their affordability.  The amount of each homebuyer’s first mortgage  

(private) loan will be based on their gross income and calculated by utilizing a front-end 

mortgage debt ratio of between 24% and 30%, depending on their income category (see table 

below), and a total (i.e., ―back-end‖) debt ratio of 41%.    The maximum interest rate charged by 

any private lender will be limited to 2% above the current rate established by the Florida Assist 

Program, administered by the Florida Housing Finance Corporation. 

 

The difference between the combined purchase price and rehab cost, and the end sales price to 

the homebuyer will be protected by a 0% soft second mortgage (in essence, a deferred payment 

loan, where any payment is deferred until resale to a non-LMMI purchaser, or is forgiven at the 

end of the affordability period) for 20 years, in the form of a Restricted Use Covenant.  The 

maximum amount of assistance per household will be limited to the amounts outlined in 

subsection J.  
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With respect to the Restricted Use Covenant, and during the affordability period, $40,000 of 

each 0% deferred payment loan, or the entire loan amount if it is less than $40,000, will be 

forgiven at the end of ten years.  The Covenant will ensure that, either all subsequent purchasers 

of assisted units are income-eligible or, if any subsequent purchasers of the unit are not income-

eligible, the total amount of assistance will be recaptured at resale.  If the subsequent purchaser 

is income-eligible, the unforgiven portion of the 0% deferred payment loan will be recaptured at 

resale.  Housing counseling for participating households will be included in this activity. 

 

With respect to the rehabilitation cost, since all assisted units will be vacant for at least 90 days, 

it is anticipated that each units will require at least a minimal amount of rehabilitation.  Housing 

units will not be assisted unless estimated (pre-purchase) rehabilitation costs do not exceed 

$15,000.  Following rehabilitation, all housing units must meet or exceed all local building 

codes. 

 

To ensure continued affordability, substantial subsidies are used to reduce the balance of the 

mortgage on the purchased unit.  This, with responsible underwriting, will provide assisted 

households with affordable monthly payments (PITI).  It is anticipated that the following 

affordability thresholds will be used with this activity, to an adequate payment-to-income ratio to 

lessen the impact of the housing payment on the household budget: 

 

Income Category PITI-to-Income Ratio 

(Front-end Ratio) 

Total Debt-to-Income Ratio 

(Back-end Ratio) 

Low 24-27% 41% 

Moderate 27-30% 41% 

Middle 28-30% 41% 

 

Requiring a lower front-end threshold for low income home buyers will better enable them to 

budget discretionary funding to anticipate, budget for, and handle incipient and maintenance 

issues. 

 

 All units will be purchased at least 1% below the current market appraised value. 

 

I.  Total Budget: 

NSP funds:   $130,000 

 

J.  Performance Measures:   

Soft 2
nd

 Mortgage Loan assistance will be provided as follows: 

 

Income Category Maximum Award 

Amount 

Est. # of Assisted Households 

Low $80,000  1 

Moderate $50,000  1 

Middle $20,000  0 
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(1)  Activity Name: 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Rent. 

 

(2)  Activity Type:   

NSP-eligible use:  Section 2301(c)(3)(b)—Purchase and rehabilitate homes and residential 

properties that have been abandoned or foreclosed upon, in order to sell, rent, or redevelop such 

homes and properties. 

 

CDBG-eligible activity:   24 CFR 570.201 (a)—Acquisition. 

    24 CFR 570.201 (b)—Disposition 

24 CFR 570.201(n)—Direct Homeownership Assistance, as 

modified by NSP eligible uses. 

24 CFR 570.202—Rehabilitation. 

 

(3)  National Objective:  

Low/Mod/Middle Income Housing. 

  

(4)  Projected Start Date:  January 2, 2009. 

 

(5)  Projected End Date:  December 31, 2013. 

 

(6)  Responsible Organization:  

Seminole County will oversee one or more local subrecipients to administer and implement the 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Rent Activity.  It is not known at the time of the submittal of the 

substantial amendment which firm(s) will be used for this purpose.  A Notice of Funding 

Availability (NOFA) will be issued in January 2009 to procure services to implement this 

activity.  It is anticipated that proposals will be accepted until February 20, 2009, and funding 

award(s) (i.e., approval by the Board of County Commissioners) is anticipated to be made 

during April 2009.  At that time, the activity will commence immediately. 

 

(NSP contact information can be found on page 1) 

 

(7)  Location Description:   

Assisted housing units will be limited to Target Areas shown on Maps 4 through 20, hereby 

called as follows: 

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8, and 17) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12,and 19) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15, and 20) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 Oviedo (Map 18) 

 

These areas are determined to be the areas of Seminole County with the greatest need, as 

determined by: 

 Areas with the highest percentage of home foreclosures; 

 Areas with the highest percentage of homes financed by a subprime mortgage loan; and 

 Areas identified as likely to experience a significant rise in the rate of home foreclosures. 
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(8)  Activity Description:   

It is understood that the households with the greatest need for housing affordability are low and 

extremely low income households.  These households are least likely to be able to afford owner 

housing, without substantially heavy subsidies.  However, there is also a need for affordable 

housing for moderate income households.  It is also understood that many low income 

households are not ready to purchase their own home because of issues of credit, the presumed 

lack of family homeownership, and discretionary budget funding to fund ongoing maintenance.  

For this reason this activity will assist predominantly low income renter households.  Also, this 

activity is intended to provide affordable and decent housing for special populations (mentally 

handicapped, autistic, disabled, etc.) with the funding of one or more group homes. 

 

The difference between NSP fund cash outlay and the amount of private mortgage financing the 

resale of the property will be secured by a Restrictive Use Covenant. 

 

A Request for Proposals (RFP) will be issued in January, 2009 to solicit agency partners the 

County will use to administer and implement this activity.  Following a process to review all 

submitted proposals, a review team will recommend to the Board of County Commissioners the 

agencies best suited for this activity.  Upon execution of respective funding agreements with 

selected agencies, the activity will begin immediately. 

 

The funded agencies will locate potential properties, subject to approval by the Community 

Development Office.  Agencies will select foreclosed and 90-day vacant properties, either multi- 

(townhomes) or single family to be used for rental properties.  In the case of proposed group 

homes, properties will be selected based upon the proposed tenants, adequate parking, proximity 

to amenities, and other factors.  Once approved by the County, and after determining whether 

any needed rehabilitation work is within budget, the agency will proceed with procuring the 

property(ies). 

 

After procuring the property, and following rehabilitation, the funded agency will be required to 

market the units with local housing agencies, public housing authorities, and other potential 

tenants.  In the case of group homes, the funded agency will be required to already possess a 

waiting list for prospective tenants (this will be part of the requirements in the RFP process). 

 

Rehabilitation activities will only be used on housing units needing rehabilitation, or units being 

converted to group homes.  Units requiring substantial or excessive rehabilitation will not be 

purchased under this activity.  The maximum allowed for rehabilitation is $25,000 per unit. 

 

For each housing unit purchased, a twenty-year Restrictive Use Covenant will be imposed on 

each unit to guarantee affordability and that units are rented to extremely low, low income, or 

moderate households.  The Covenant will ensure that all tenants of each assisted unit will be 

extremely low, low, or moderate income at the time of their initial occupancy during the 

affordability period. 

 

All units will be purchased at least 1% below the current market appraised value. 
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Rents for units dedicated to low income tenants will not exceed 65% of the established and 

current Fair Market Rent (FMR), as posted on www.hud.gov, less the current, appropriate, and 

respective Utility Allowance, as established by the respective jurisdictional housing authority.  

Rents for units dedicated to moderate income tenants will not exceed 80% of the established and 

current Fair Market Rens, as posted on www.hud.gov, less the current, appropriate, and 

respective Utility Allowance, as established by the respective jurisdictional housing authority.  

At least three units will be set aside for extremely low income households (households with 

incomes not exceeding 30% of the area median income), and their rents will not exceed 75% of 

the established and current Low HOME Rent (as applicable to the HOME Program), as posted 

on www.hud.gov, less the current, appropriate, and respective Utility Allowance, as established 

by the Seminole County Housing Authority. 

 

With respect to the rehabilitation cost, since all assisted units will be vacant for at least 90 days, 

it is anticipated that each units will require at least a minimal amount of rehabilitation.  Housing 

units will not be assisted unless estimated (pre-purchase) rehabilitation costs do not exceed up to 

$25,000 (after any rebates).  Following rehabilitation, all housing units must meet or exceed all 

local building codes. 

 

I.  Total Budget: 

NSP funds:   $3,180,000 

 

J.  Performance Measures  

It is estimated that approximately 32 units will be purchased and offered for rent under this 

activity.  This activity will provide housing primarily for low income households (households that 

are 50 percent of area median income and below). 

 

 

http://www.hud.gov/
http://www.hud.gov/
http://www.hud.gov/
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(1)  Activity Name: 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Resale. 

 

(2)  Activity Type:   

NSP-eligible use:  Section 2301(c)(3)(b)—Purchase and rehabilitate homes and residential 

properties that have been abandoned or foreclosed upon, in order to sell, rent, or redevelop such 

homes and properties. 

 

CDBG-eligible activity:   24 CFR 570.201 (a)—Acquisition. 

    24 CFR 570.201 (b)—Disposition 

24 CFR 570.201 (n)—Direct Homeownership Assistance, as 

modified by NSP eligible uses. 

24 CFR 570.202—Rehabilitation. 

 

(3)  National Objective:  

Low/Mod/Middle Income Housing. 

  

(4)  Projected Start Date:  January 2, 2009. 

 

(5)  Projected End Date:  December 31, 2013. 

 

(6)  Responsible Organization:  

Seminole County will oversee one or more local subrecipients to administer and implement the 

Purchase, Rehabilitate, and Resale Activity.  It is not known at the time of this submittal of the 

substantial amendment which firm(s) will be used for this purpose.  A Notice of Funding 

Availability (NOFA) will be issued in January 2009 to procure services to implement this 

activity.  It is anticipated that proposals will be accepted until February 20, 2009, and funding 

award(s) (i.e., approval by the Board of County Commissioners) is anticipated to be made 

during April 2009.  At that time, the activity will commence immediately. 

 

(NSP contact information can be found on page 1) 

 

(7)  Location Description:   

Assisted housing units will be limited to Target Areas shown on Maps 4 through 20, hereby 

called as follows: 

 Sanford Area (Maps 4 through 8, and 17) 

 Longwood-Winter Springs-Casselberry Area (Maps 9 through 12,and 19) 

 Altamonte Area (Maps 13 through 15, and 20) 

 Winter Park Area (Map 16) 

 Oviedo (Map 18) 

 

These areas are determined to be the areas of Seminole County with the greatest need, as 

determined by: 

 Areas with the highest percentage of home foreclosures; 

 Areas with the highest percentage of homes financed by a subprime mortgage loan; and 

 Areas identified as likely to experience a significant rise in the rate of home foreclosures. 
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(8)  Activity Description:   

In this activity, housing units will be purchased, rehabilitated, and resold to LMMI homebuyers.  

Since low income households are presumed to have the most difficulty with both home purchase 

and home maintenance, less targeting of low income households will be made with this activity. 

Housing counseling for participating households will be included in this activity. 

   

Low, moderate, and middle income households will be assisted to obtain homeownership.  The 

housing units will be purchased and resold to LMMI homebuyers at a price which is affordable 

to the homebuyer.  Additionally, a twenty-year Restrictive Use Covenant will be imposed on each 

assisted housing unit to guarantee long term affordability and continued occupancy by income 

eligible households. During the affordability period, $40,000 of each 0% deferred payment loan, 

or the entire loan amount if it is less than $40,000, will be forgiven at the end of ten years.  The 

cost of rehabilitation, if any, will not be included in the Restrictive Use Covenant, but will be a 

separate grant. 

 

The Restrictive Use Covenant will ensure that, during the affordability period, either all 

subsequent purchasers of assisted units are LMMI or, if any subsequent purchasers of the unit 

are not LMMI, the total amount of assistance will be recaptured at that respective resale.  If the 

subsequent purchaser is income-eligible (LMMI), none of the deferred payment loan will be 

recaptured at resale. 

 

After issuing a Request for Proposals (RFP) in January, 2009, proposals will be accepted and 

reviewed by appropriate County staff.  The review team will make recommendation to the Board 

of County Commissioners in April, 2009 for the funding of respective agencies.  Selection and 

recommendation will depend upon several factors including, but not limited to, agency capacity, 

financial stability, experience of key staff, etc.  Upon Board approval, this activity will 

commence immediately. 

 

Each respective agency will work with those prospective homebuyers to locate appropriate 

housing units from the NSP Target Areas.  Selected units must be foreclosed upon and vacant for 

at least 90 days before the agency purchases the unit.  

 

Each unit will be inspected by both County staff and a State-certified home inspector prior to the 

development of the rehabilitation work write-up.  Rehabilitation must take place prior to resale, 

and rehabilitation estimates may not exceed up to $25,000 (after any rebates) in cost.  Other 

costs, including realtor fees and inspection fees, may be recaptured by the agency at either 

closing, whichever is appropriate, and upon approval by the County.  Any rebates realized from 

any rehabilitation or improvements will be returned to the County. 

 

Following rehabilitation, all housing units must meet or exceed all local building codes. 

 

The agency will acquire the unit prior to rehabilitation and sell it to the homebuyer after 

rehabilitation, if rehabilitation is necessary.  In any case, rehabilitation will take place prior to 

the end-sale transaction.  It may be that some foreclosed housing units will be purchased prior to 

identifying a homebuyer.  In this case, County staff will work with the agency to select housing 
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units that are more likely to sell quickly, depending upon certain factors (attractiveness, 

neighborhood environment, proximity to amenities, etc.). 

  

All program income generated by resales will be used to continue this activity and the Purchase, 

Rehabilitate, and Rent activity until funds are depleted.  All units will be purchased at least 1% 

below the current market appraised value. 

 

I.  Total Budget: 

NSP funds:   $3,007,563 

 

 

J.  Performance Measures:   

Purchase, rehabilitation, and resale are estimated to be provided as follows: 

 

Income Category Est. # of Assisted Households 

Low 5 

Moderate 15 

Middle 5 

 

It is estimated that $300,200, or 10% of the funding for this activity will be used to assist 

households with incomes not exceeding 50% of the area median income. 
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(1)  Activity Name: 

Planning and Administration 

 

(2)  Activity Type:   

NSP-eligible use:  24 CFR 570.205 and 206. 

 

(3)  National Objective: N/A 

  

(4)  Projected Start Date:  September 29, 2009 

 

(5)  Projected End Date:  December 31, 2013. 

 

(6)  Responsible Organization:  

Seminole County Community Assistance Division,  

Community Development Office,  

534 West Lake Mary Blvd.,  

Sanford, FL 32773-7400 

 

(7)  Location Description:   

Seminole County Community Assistance Division,  

Community Development Office,  

534 West Lake Mary Blvd.,  

Sanford, FL 32773-7400 

 

(8)  Activity Description:   

NSP funds will be used to pay reasonable program administration costs related to the planning 

and execution of the activities listed above.  This includes costs related to staffing for overall 

program management, coordination, monitoring, reporting, and direct and indirect charges.   

 

I.  Total Budget:   

NSP funds:   $701,951 

 

J.  Performance Measures  

Management oversight will ensure funds are expended in a timely manner, program income is 

properly recorded, cash management drawdown policies are adhered to,  and that all selected 

vendors are complying with the term and conditions of their contracts and with NSP Grant. All 

households and agencies assisted with NSP funds will be monitored annually for compliance 

with the terms and conditions of 2
nd

 Mortgage Notes and/or Restrictive Use Covenants. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement with Senior Softball- USA for 
the 2010 Southeastern Regional Championship in the amount of $15,218.

BACKGROUND:

The Senior Softball USA Southeastern Regional Championship is scheduled to take place 
September 7-12, 2010. This will be the first year that the Eastern Regional will be divided into 
two separate tournaments: The Northeastern Regional and Southeastern Regional. The large 
amount of teams located in the southeastern region make Seminole County an ideal location 
for this event. This event is projected to bring 800 room nights and generate an economic 
impact of $1,218,450. This tournament is expected to grow, adding 60-80 new teams next 
year with the host city/county having first rights to host the event in 2011. At their November 
12th meeting the Tourist Development Council unanimously recommended sponsoring this 
event for $15,218. Which consists of $5,000 for an initial bid fee, plus and additional $100 per 
team at the conclusion of the event, not to exceed $5,000, and $5,218 to be used for facility 
fees. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an 
agreement with Senior Softball- USA for the 2010 Southeastern Regional Championship in the 
amount of $15,218.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 7

 
SUBJECT: 2010 Senior Softball - USA Southeastern Regional Championship 

DEPARTMENT: Economic Development DIVISION: Tourism Development

AUTHORIZED BY: William McDermott CONTACT: Shani Beach EXT: 7135

County-wide William McDermott

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Lisa Spriggs, Ryan Switzer )

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and Authorize Chairman to execute Memorandum of Understanding between 
Seminole County and the City of Oviedo.

BACKGROUND:

On May 30, 2002, Seminole County and the City of Oviedo entered into a Joint Participation
Agreement (JPA) for the construction of reclaimed water distribution infrastructure for the 
Lockwood and McCulloch road areas in southeast Seminole County.  Due to failure of the 
City’s contractor to satisfactorily perform the work, the construction contract was terminated 
and the City rebid the project.  As a result of the rebid contract and the resultant costs to
correct both defective and incomplete work, the City incurred costs over and above the original 
project value.  Therefore, the County’s cost share for the project has increased by 
$662,370.07.

 In addition, under the terms of the same JPA between the County and the City, the City was 
obligated to pay, based upon flow capacity, a proportional share of Seminole County’s costs
for the reclaimed infrastructure installed by the City of Orlando for the Eastern Regional 
Reclaimed Water Distribution System (ERRWDS) project. 

This MOU stipulates the settlement of the financial obligations between the parties.  Under the 
terms of the MOU, the City of Oviedo will apply as a credit the $662,370.07 due from Seminole 
County for the joint project towards the $1,563,215.00 the City owes Seminole County for its
share of the ERRWDS project.  The net payment amount that the City will tender to Seminole 
County is $900,844.93. 

This agreement is contingent upon The City of Oviedo’s approval on January 19th. We will 
provide the Board with an update prior to the meeting on January 26th.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County and the City of Oviedo.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 8

 
SUBJECT: Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County and the City of Oviedo

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Planning Engineering Inspections

AUTHORIZED BY: Andrew Neff CONTACT: Becky Noggle EXT: 2143

District 1 Bob Dallari Dennis Westrick (ext 2040)



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Matthew Minter )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the Tax Collector's Office to publish the 2009 Delinquent Tax lists in the Sanford 
Herald newspaper at the quoted rates.

BACKGROUND:

Pursuant to Florida Statutes 197.402, prior to the issuance of tax warrants or the sale of tax 
certificates, delinquent real property taxes must be advertised in a newspaper of general 
circulation for three consecutive weeks and the delinquent personal property taxes must be
advertised only once.  The Board of County Commissioners selects the newspaper in which 
the advertisements will appear and the Tax Collector must pay all newspaper charges.  The 
proportionate costs of the delinquent tax advertisements are added to the delinquent taxes 
when they are collected.

The Sanford Herald and the Orlando Sentinel were requested to submit quotes to publish the 
2009 Seminole County Delinquent Tax List.  The following legal advertisement rates for 
publication were submitted.

 The Sanford Herald - Quote:  90 cents per square inch for the first insertion and 75 cents per 
square inch for each subsequent insertion.  The rate is applicable to weekday or Sunday 
advertisements.  The cost per page is $217.35 at the 90-cent rate and $181.12 at the 75-cent 
rate based on 241.5 square inches.

 The Orlando Sentinel - Quote:  The cost of advertising in the Seminole Section of the 
Orlando Sentinel newspaper is $12.40 per column inch for a total per page charge of $2,604 
based on 210 square inches.

The 2008 Delinquent Tax advertisement was awarded to the Sanford Herald at a cost of 90 
cents per square inch or $217.35 for the first insertion and 75 cents per square inch or 
$181.12 per page for the second insertion.  The actual advertisement cost based on
approximately 119 pages of real properties and 3 pages of tangible personal property was 
$69,431.46.

 The proposed advertising rates submitted by the Sanford Herald are unchanged from the prior 
year quote.  The Orlando Sentinel rates are 275% higher than the prior year quote.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 9

 
SUBJECT: Publication of 2009 Delinquent Tax Lists

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Cecilia Monti EXT: 7175

County-wide Cecilia Monti



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Based on the submitted quotes, staff recommends that the 2009 Delinquent Tax List be 
published in the Sanford Herald.  The Seminole County Tax Collector concurs with this
recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Sanford Herald Quote
2. Orlando Sentinel Quote

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



1

Monti, Cecilia

From: Gene Kruckemyer [gkruckemyer@mysanfordherald.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2009 1:11 PM
To: Monti, Cecilia
Subject: Re: 2009 Delinquent Tax Advertisement Quote

 
 
Ms. Monti, 
 Thank you for asking The Sanford Herald to again bid on the advertisements for the Seminole County 
2009 delinquent real and personal property taxes. 
  Our proposal is the same this year as the accepted bid last year: 90 cents per square inch for the first 
publication of the lists, and 75 cents on subsequent required publications. These rates apply to publishing dates 
of either Sunday or Wednesday. 
 Based on the 241.5 inches of space per page, the price per page would be $217.35 per page at the 90-
cent rate, and $181.12 per page at the 75-cent rate. 
 Thank you for the opportunity to publish the rolls again, as we have previously done. Please let me 
know that you received this mail. 
 , 
 Gene Kruckemyer, publisher 
 The Sanford Herald 
 GKruckemyer@MySanfordHerald.com 
 407-322-2611  office 
 407-406-4628  cell 
 
 
 
 
 
On Dec 21, 2009, at 4:14 PM, Monti, Cecilia wrote: 
 
 
The time frame for advertising Seminole County's 2009 delinquent real and personal property tax list is tentatively set 
between the last week in April and the third week of May 2010.  Per Florida Statutes, the list of delinquent real property  
taxes must be advertised three times  prior to the sale of the tax certificates and delinquent personal property taxes once, 
both utilizing parcel identification numbers or other identifying numbers (versus complete legal descriptions).   
We are requesting a weekday and Sunday price quote for the advertisement of this listing based on the 
guidelines set forth in Section 50.061, Florida Statutes, excerpts as follows: 

        "50.061(1)  The publisher of any newspaper publishing any and all official public notices or legal advertisements 
shall charge therefore the rates specified in this section without rebate, commission, or refund. 

        50.061(2)  The charge for publishing each such official public notice or legal advertisement shall be 70 cents per 
square inch for the first insertion and 40 cents per square inch for each subsequent insertion, except that: 

(a) In all counties having a population of more than 304,000, according to the latest official decennial census, the charge 
for publishing each such official notice or legal advertisement shall be 80 cents per square inch for the first insertion and 
60 cents per square inch for each subsequent insertion."  
Seminole  County's population  is estimated at 423,759 . 

Please respond via e-mail, providing your proposed quote by January 4, 2010. 
Thank you. 



1

Monti, Cecilia

From: Friedrich, Penney [PFriedrich@orlandosentinel.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2009 10:09 AM
To: Monti, Cecilia
Subject: RE: 2009 Delinquent Tax Advertisement Quote

Cecila – The rate quote for the Orlando Sentinel to advertise the Seminole County’s 2009 delinquent 
real and personal property tax list in the Seminole County Section is $12.40 per column inch on 
Thursdays and $16.25 per column inch on Sundays. A column inch is 1.608”x1”. Thank you for 
considering the Orlando Sentinel Media Group for your advertising needs.  Penney 
 

Penney Friedrich 
Advertising Account Executive 
Orlando Sentinel/Sun Sentinel 
633 N. Orange Ave., Orlando, FL 32801 
Phone: (407) 420-5375 
Fax: (407) 420-5246 
pfriedrich@orlandosentinel.com 
  
From: Monti, Cecilia [mailto:cmonti@seminolecountyfl.gov]  
Sent: Monday, December 21, 2009 4:15 PM 
To: Friedrich, Penney; Gene Kruckemyer 
Subject: 2009 Delinquent Tax Advertisement Quote 
 
The time frame for advertising Seminole County's 2009 delinquent real and personal property tax list is tentatively set 
between the last week in April and the third week of May 2010.  Per Florida Statutes, the list of delinquent real property  
taxes must be advertised three times  prior to the sale of the tax certificates and delinquent personal property taxes once, 
both utilizing parcel identification numbers or other identifying numbers (versus complete legal descriptions).    
We are requesting a weekday and Sunday price quote for the advertisement of this listing based on the 
guidelines set forth in Section 50.061, Florida Statutes, excerpts as follows: 

        "50.061(1)  The publisher of any newspaper publishing any and all official public notices or legal advertisements 
shall charge therefore the rates specified in this section without rebate, commission, or refund. 

        50.061(2)  The charge for publishing each such official public notice or legal advertisement shall be 70 cents per 
square inch for the first insertion and 40 cents per square inch for each subsequent insertion, except that: 
(a) In all counties having a population of more than 304,000, according to the latest official decennial census, the charge 
for publishing each such official notice or legal advertisement shall be 80 cents per square inch for the first insertion and 
60 cents per square inch for each subsequent insertion."   
Seminole  County's population  is estimated at 423,759 .  
Please respond via e-mail, providing your proposed quote by January 4, 2010.  
Thank you.  

Cecilia Monti 
Financial Manager 
Seminole County Fiscal Services 
(407) 665-7175 Work 
(407) 665-7183 Fax 
  
  
 
  ________________________________   
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) #10-37 through the Self Insurance Funds in the amount of 
$22,497,278 to provide funding for Health Insurance.

BACKGROUND:

On August 25, 2009, the Board of County Commissioners authorized staff to negotiate the 
contracts for Group Medical Benefits and FSA administration with Blue Cross Blue Shield of 
Florida and re-insurance with Symetra for the self-insured option with the Clinic model.  On 
December 8, 2009, the Board of County Commissioners approved the negotiated contracts, as 
well as approving the funding of $400K to provide for the initial payments to the service 
providers.

The attached Budget Amendment Request (BAR) is to fully fund the new Health Insurance 
Fund for FY 2009/10, which will account for the following activities:

 Receipt of insurance premiums for health insurance coverage.  This will include both the 
employees and employers portions in the following County operations:

  
 Tax Collector
 Supervisor of Elections
 Port Authority
 Board of County Commissioners

 Payment of insurance claims for health services provided:  Blue Cross Blue Shield will 
review and pay all applicable claims submitted, and then the County will reimburse Blue 
Cross Blue Shield for total claims paid on behalf of the County.  If a claim exceeds 
$200K, the County will be reimbursed by Symetra.

 Payment for claims processing services:  Blue Cross Blue Shield will process all claims 
and will be paid an administrative fee for their services.

 Payment for administration of flexible spending accounts:  Blue Cross Blue Shield will 
continue to be the service provider.

 Payment of insurance premium for stop loss policy purchased from Symetra:  County will 

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 10

 
SUBJECT: BAR #10-37 - $22,497,278 - Administrative Services - Self Insurance Funds

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Karen Hufman EXT: 7173

County-wide Lisa Spriggs



receive insurance reimbursement for claims exceeding $200K.
 Any other costs or revenues associated with health insurance provision.

The attached Budget Amendment Request is also to transfer $5.8M of reserves from the 
Property/Liability and Workers Compensation Self-Insurance Funds to the Health Insurance 
Fund.  Of the $5.8M transfered, $5M is being held in Reserves to assure there will be sufficient 
funds in the event health insurance claims exceed what is budgeted for and for timing lags 
associated with reimbursement from re-insurance carrier.  The Health Insurance Reserve of 
$5M represents five (5) months of claims payments.

Reserves remaining after adjustment in the Property/Liability and Workers Compensation 
Funds will total $8.7M on a budgetary basis.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #10-37 through the Self 
Insurance Funds in the amount of $22,497,278 to provide funding for Health Insurance.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. BAR 10-37 Health Insurance Fund [2]

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2009-10 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Administrative Services\Risk Mgmt\BAR 10-37 Health Insurance Fund.doc 

 
2010-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
 
TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Administrative Services 
 Fund(s):  Health Insurance Fund          
PURPOSE:  Fully fund the new Health Insurance Fund  
  
ACTION: Approval and authorization for the Chairman to execute Budget Amendment 

Resolution.  
In accordance with Section 129.06(2), Florida Statutes, it is recommended that the following accounts in the 
County budget be adjusted by the amounts set forth herein for the purpose described. 

Sources:       

Account Number  Project #  Account Title  Amount 

       
See attached       22,497,278  

       

Total Sources 
     

$ 22,497,278 

 

Uses: 

      

Account Number  Project #  Account Title  Amount 

       
See attached      22,497,278 

       

Total Uses 
     

$ 22,497,278 

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 

This Resolution, 2010-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          
     as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest: 
  By:  
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the      Bob Dallari, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  
 
Date:   Date:   
Entered by County Finance Department 
  Date:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FS Recommendation 
 

                                
Analyst Date 
K Hufman  12/18/09  
Financial Mgr Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

10-37   
BAR 



SOURCES

Account # Account Title Amount

50300.341220 BOCC ‐Insurance Premium‐Employer 7,865,730      
50300.341230 BOCC ‐Insurance Premium‐Employee 1,938,429      
50300.341270 Supervisor of Elections ‐ Ins Premium 101,700         
50300.341260 Tax Collector ‐ Insurance Premium 519,102         
50300.341280 Port Authority ‐ Insurance Premium 25,200            
50300.341240 Retirees ‐ Insurance Premium 636,723         
50300.341250 COBRA ‐ Insurance Premium 185,166         
50300.341210 Internal Service Charges (400,000)         *
50300.369310 Stop Loss Reimbursements 50,000            
50300.361100 Interest Revenue 10,000            
50300.381100.50100 Transfer from Other Funds 3,920,833      
50300.381100.50200 Transfer from Other Funds 1,861,781      

16,714,664   

USES
50300.010520.530340 Contracted Services 332,942          *
50300.010520.530450 Insurance Policy 331,722          *
50300.010520.530451 BCC Insurance Claims 11,000,000   
50300.010520.530499 Operating Contingency 50,000            
50300.999926.599998 Reserves 5,000,000      

16,714,664   

SOURCES
50100.999920.599998 Reserves 3,920,833      
50200.999922.599998 Reserves 1,861,781      

5,782,614      

USES
50100.010505.590910.50300 Transfers To Other Funds 3,920,833      
50200.010506.590910.50300 Transfers To Other Funds 1,861,781      

5,782,614      

*  BAR 10‐29 had already set‐up $400K of budget for insurance and contracted svc, so this 
BAR reflects the difference needed (and changes revenue account).
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the release of the Maintenance Agreement and Irrevocable Letter of Credit #2577-
1101 in the amount of $19,979.70 for the C.A. Stone road improvements.

BACKGROUND:
Section 35.44 (e) Additional Required Legal Submittals, of the Seminole County Land 
Development Code,  required the C.A. Stone project to have a Maintenance Agreement and 
Irrevocable Letter of Credit, specifically, Maintenance Agreement and Irrevocable Letter of 
Credit  #2577-1101 for $19,979.70 (First Commercial Bank of Tampa Bay),  to insure against 
any significant degradation in operating conditions  resulting from any defective work covered 
by this maintenance agreement.  Staff conducted a two year maintenance inspection for this 
project located on the SE corner of Red Bug Lake Road and Mikler Road and determined the 
improvements to be satisfactory.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board authorize the release of the C.A. Stone Maintenance 
Agreement and Irrevocable Letter of Credit #2577-1101 in the amount of  $19,979.70 for the 
C.A. Stone  road improvements.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maintenance Agreement
2. Irrevocable Letter of Credit

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 11

 
SUBJECT: Authorize Release of the Maintenance Agreement and Irrevocable Letter of Credit 
for the C.A. Stone

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Lee Shaffer EXT: 7346

District 1 Bob Dallari Lee Shaffer

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the release of the Centre for Alternative Medicine Right-of-Way Utilization Permit 
Maintenance Bond #OFL0571165 in the amount of $2,762.20 for the Centre for Alternative 
Medicine road improvements.

BACKGROUND:
Section 35.44 (e) Additional Required Legal Submittals, of the Seminole County Land 
Development Code, required the Centre for Alternative Medicine project to have a Right-of-
Way Utilization Permit Maintenance Bond, specifically, Maintenance Bond #OFL0571165 for
$2,762.20 (Old Republic Surety Company),  to insure against any significant degradation in 
operating conditions  resulting from any defective work covered by this bond.  Staff conducted 
a two year maintenance inspection for this project located at 6012 Aloma Woods Blvd. and
determined the improvements to be satisfactory.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board authorize the release of the Centre for Alternative 
Medicine Right-of-Way Utilization Permit Maintenance Bond #OFL0571165 in the amount of 
 $2,762.20 for the Centre for Alternative Medicine road improvements.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Right-of-Way Utilization Permit Maintenance Bond
2. Power of Attorney

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 12

 
SUBJECT: Authorize Release of the Right-of-Way Utilization Permit Maintenance Bond for 
Centre for Alternative Medicine

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Lee Shaffer EXT: 7346

District 1 Bob Dallari Lee Shaffer

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute, the final plat for Burleson Acres located on 
the east side of Van Arsdale Street, north of Florida Ave. in Section 36, Township 20 S, Range 
31 E – Mathew Burleson, applicant. 

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Mathew Burleson, is requesting approval of the final plat for Burleson Acres.  
The property is located on the east side of Van Arsdale Street, north of Florida Ave. in Section
36, Township 20 S, and Range 31 E.  The plat consists of a three (3) lot residential subdivision 
zoned A-5 (Agricultural lots – minimum lot size of 5 acres).  The parcels meet all requirements 
of the zoning district and will be served by a septic system and water from Seminole County.

The plat meets all applicable requirements of Chapter 35, Section 35.122, Seminole County
Land Development Code and Chapter 177, Florida Statutes. As no infrastructure is proposed, 
the proposed plat does not require a performance bond.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute, the final plat for 
Burleson Acres located on the east side of Van Arsdale Street, north of Florida Ave. in Section
36, Township 20 S, Range 31 E as requested by the applicant.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Area Map
2. Location Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Reduced Copy of Plat

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 13

 
SUBJECT: Burleson Acres Final Plat

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Brian M. Walker EXT: 7337

District 2 Michael McLean Brian Walker

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute, the final plat for the Bella Tuscany 
Subdivision located on the north side of EE Williamson Road, approximately ½ mile east of I-4 
in Section 25, Township 20 and Range 29 – Bill Cox, applicant.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is requesting final plat approval for a 7-lot single family residential subdivision.   

The proposed subdivision is located on the north side of EE Williamson Road, approximately 
½ mile east of I-4 on 4.81 acres more or less and is zoned R-1A (Residential – minimum 9000 
square foot lots). 

Utilities, Inc. will provide sewer and water services. 

Staff has reviewed the plat and finds that it complies with Chapter 35 of the Seminole County 
Land Development Code and Chapter 177, Florida Statutes. As the entire infrastructure has 
been completed and approved, the applicant has posted a maintenance bond to be recorded 
with the plat in compliance with SCLDC 35.44 (e) Additional Required Legal Submittals (1) 
Bonds to guarantee all infrastructure improvements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute, the final plat for 
the Bella Tuscany Subdivision located on the north side of EE Williamson Road, approximately 
½ mile east of I-4 in Section 25, Township 20 and Range 29 as requested by the applicant.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Area Map
2. Location Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Reduced Copy of Plat

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 14

 
SUBJECT: Bella Tuscany Final Plat

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Brian M. Walker EXT: 7337

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Brian M. Walker

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Accept replacement Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of 
Credit # BB 10046/AR45 in the amount of $180,536.20 and authorize the release of the 
Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit # 31-99115/AR45 
in the amount of $180,536.20 for the I-4 Industrial Park 
Sections 5 & 6 road improvements.

BACKGROUND:
Section 35.44 (e) Additional Required Legal Submittals, of the Seminole County Land 
Development Code, required the I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5 & 6  project to have a 
Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit, specifically, 
Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit  #31-99115/AR45 
for $180,536.20 (Colonial Bank),  to insure against any significant degradation in operating 
conditions  resulting from any defective work covered by this Maintenance Agreement (Road 
Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit.  The acceptance of the replacement
Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit  # BB 
10046/AR45 (Branch Banking Company (BB&T)) in the amount of $180.536.20, will continue 
for the remainder of the two year agreement for the project located West of Elder Road and 
East of Hickman Drive.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board authorize the release of the I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5 &
6 Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements)  #31-99115/AR45 in the amount of  
$180,536.20 for the I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5&6 road improvements and accept the 
replacement Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and Standby Letter of Credit # 
BB  10046AR45 in the amount of $180,536.20 for the I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5&6 road
improvements.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 15

 
SUBJECT: Authorize Release of the Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements) and 
Standby Letter of Credit for I-4 Industrial Park Sections 5 & 6

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Lee Shaffer EXT: 7346

District 5 Brenda Carey Lee Shaffer



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maintenance Agreement (Road Improvements)
2. Standby Letter of Credit (Colonial Bank) and Replacement Standby Letter of Credit 

(BB&T)

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the release of the Monroe Commerce Center Phase III Cash Maintenance Bond and 
Maintenance and Escrow Agreement in the amount of $1,086.80 for the Monroe Commerce 
Center Phase III road improvements.

BACKGROUND:

Cash Maintenance Bond and Maintenance and Escrow Agreement for the Monroe Commerce 
Center Phase III Paving and Drainage improvements in the amount of $1,086.80 was required 
by Section 35.44 (e)  Additional Required Legal Submittals, (1) Bonds of the Seminole County 
Land Development Code to insure against any significant degradation in operating conditions  
resulting from any defective work covered by this bond.  Staff conducted a two year 
maintenance inspection for this project located on Elder Road & School Road and determined 
the improvements to be satisfactory.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board authorize the release of the Monroe Commerce Center Phase 
III Cash Maintenance Bond and Maintenance and Escrow Agreement in the amount of 
 $1,086.80 for the Monroe Commerce Center Phase III road improvements.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maintenance Bond
2. Cash Maintenance Escrow Agreement

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 16

 
SUBJECT: Authorize Release of the Cash Maintenance Bond for Paving & Drainage 
Improvements for Monroe Commerce Center Phase III

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Lee Shaffer EXT: 7346

District 5 Brenda Carey Lee Shaffer

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt a Resolution accepting a Drainage Easement and Temporary Construction Easement 
(Emerson Investments International, Inc., to Seminole County) for property necessary to install 
drainage improvements to provide erosion control along the Little Wekiva River. Capital
Improvement Project Number 00714503. 

BACKGROUND:

The Little Wekiva River Management Master Plan identified the need for erosion control 
countermeasures along the Little Wekiva River.  Emerson Investments International, Inc., has 
indicated their willingness to donate to Seminole County a Drainage Easement and Temporary 
Construction Easement for property necessary to construct drainage improvements needed 
between Montgomery Road and State Road 434 to provide erosion control along the Little 
Wekiva River. 

Capital Improvement Number 00714503.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board adopt the Resolution accepting a Drainage Easement and
Temporary Construction Easement (Emerson Investments International, Inc., to Seminole 
County) for property necessary to install drainage improvements to provide erosion control 
along the Little Wekiva River.  Capital Improvement Project Number 00714503.  

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map - Little Wekiva River-Drainage Easement-TCE
2. Resolution-Little Wekiva River-Drainage Easement-TCE
3. Drainage Easement-Emerson Investments International, Inc.
4. Temporary Construction Easement-Emerson Investments International, Inc.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 17

 
SUBJECT: Adoption of a Resolution Accepting a Drainage Easement and Temporary 
Construction Easement (Emerson Investments International, Inc., to Seminole County) for 
Property Necessary to Install Drainage Improvements to Provide Erosion Control along the 
Little Wekiva River 

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Robert Walter, P.E. EXT: 5753

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Jerry McCollum

























 
18



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt a Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a County Deed conveying property 
(Parcels 100 and 101.1R) necessary for the State Road 417- International Parkway Ramp 
Project to the Florida Department of Transportation. 

BACKGROUND:

The attached County Deed transfers ownership of the property now owned by Seminole 
County described as Parcels 100 and 101.1R, Section No. 77470, to the Florida Department 
of Transportation (FDOT).  This property is necessary for the State Road 417 - International 
Parkway Ramp Project that is to be constructed by the Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT). 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board adopt the Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
County Deed conveying property (Parcels 100 and 101.1R) necessary for the State Road 417-
International Parkway Ramp Project to the Florida Department of Transportation. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map - SR 417-International Parkway Ramp
2. Resolution - County Deed -SR 417-International Parkway Ramp
3. County Deed-Parcels 100 & 101.1R-SR 417-International Parkway Ramp

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 18

 
SUBJECT: Adoption of a Resolution and Authorization for the Chairman to Execute a County 
Deed Conveying Property (Parcels 100 and 101.1R) necessary for the State Road 417 -
International Parkway Ramp Project to the Florida Department of Transportation

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Brett Blackadar, P.E. EXT: 5702

District 5 Brenda Carey Jerry McCollum

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Matthew Minter )





RESOLUTION NO. 2010 - R -                 SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 

 
RESOLUTION 

 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED 
AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD 
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, ON THE 26th DAY OF 
JANUARY, 2010. 

 
 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Department of Transportation proposes to construct or 

improve State Road No. 417, Section No. 77470, F.P. No. 415587-1, in Seminole County, Florida; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, it is necessary that certain lands now owned by Seminole County be acquired by 

the State of Florida Department of Transportation; and 

 

WHEREAS, the necessary lands are identified by the Florida Department of Transportation 

as Parcel Numbers 100 and 101.1R, Section No. 77470; and  

 

WHEREAS, said property is not needed for County purposes; and 

 

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Department of Transportation has made application to said 

County to execute and deliver to the State of Florida Department of Transportation a County Deed in 

favor of the State of Florida Department of Transportation, conveying all right, title and interests that 

the County has in and to said lands required for transportation purposes, and said request having been 

duly considered. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 

Seminole County, Florida that the application of the State of Florida Department of Transportation for 

a County Deed is for transportations purposes, is not needed for County purposes; that the deed in 

favor of the State of Florida Department of Transportation conveying all right, title and interests of 

Seminole County in and to said lands identified as Parcel Numbers 100 and 101.1R, has been drawn 

and executed by this Board of County Commissioners. 
 
 
 

ADOPTED THIS 26
TH

 DAY OF JANUARY, 2010. 
 
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
 
       
MARYANNE MORSE, Clerk to the 
Board of County Commissioners in 
and for Seminole County, Florida. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 SEMINOLE COUNTY   

 

 

       

  Bob Dallari, Chairman 
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Document Prepared By:       Legal Description approved by: 
Warren Lewis, Right-of-Way Agent     Steve L. Wessels, P.L.S. 
Right-of-Way Section    County Surveyor 
Seminole County Engineering Division     Seminole County Engineering Division 
520 W. Lake Mary Blvd., Suite 200     520 W. Lake Mary Blvd.  Suite 200 
Sanford, Florida  32773    Sanford, Florida  32773  
 
   
 COUNTY DEED 

 
Parcel No. 100/101.1R 

Section 77470 
State Road No. 417 

County of Seminole, Florida 
 

 
THIS DEED is made this            day of                              2010, by SEMINOLE 

COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address is Seminole 
County Services Building, 1101 East First Street, Sanford, Florida, 32771, hereinafter 
referred to as the GRANTOR, and the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORATION, whose address is 719 South Woodland Boulevard, Deland, Florida, 
32720, hereinafter referred to as the GRANTEE or F.D.O.T. 

 
 

W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

 
THAT GRANTOR, for and in consideration of the sum of ONE AND NO/100 

DOLLARS ($1.00) in hand paid by the GRANTEE, the receipt whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, does hereby grant, bargain, and sell to GRANTEE, its heirs and assigns 
forever, the following described land lying and being in the County of Seminole, State of 
Florida, to-wit:  
 

See Legal Descriptions attached hereto as Exhibit “A” 
 

   
 GRANTOR, in accordance with Section 270.11, Florida Statutes, releases its 
interest in, and title in and to all the phosphate, minerals and metals that are or may be 
in, on, or under the above described land and all the petroleum that is or may be in, on, 
or under the above described land with the privilege to mine and develop the same, the 
GRANTEE having petitioned for said release. The reason justifying such release is that 
GRANTEE is an agency of the State of Florida, which state therefore loses no rights by 
such release. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said grantor has caused these presents to be 
executed in its name by its Board of County Commissioners acting by the Chairperson 
or Vice-Chairperson of said Board, the day and year aforesaid. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
For the use and reliance of Seminole County only. 
Approved as to form and legal sufficiency. 
 
 

 

       
County Attorney 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
       
MARYANNE MORSE, Clerk to the 
Board of County Commissioners in 
and for Seminole County, Florida. 

 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 SEMINOLE COUNTY   
 
 
       
  Bob Dallari, Chairman 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 

Parcel Nos. 100/101.1R 
Section 77470 
F.P. NO. 415587-1 

 
 
PARCEL NO. 100                                                                         SECTION 77470 

                                                FP No. 415587-1 
 
A portion of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 31, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, 
Seminole County, Florida lying West of State Road 400 (I-4) and East of International 
Parkway. 
 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
That portion of railroad Right of Way, shown on the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Company Right of Way and Track Map v.3bFLA/2 and described in Official Records 
Book 1774, Page 1361 of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; lying West of 
State Road 400 (I-4), as shown on Florida Department of Transportation Right of Way 
Map, Section 77160-2441, on file at the Florida Department of Transportation District 
Five Office, Survey and Mapping Section, De Land, Florida and lying East of 
International Parkway as shown on Seminole County Right of Way map for Grant Line 
Road / Katie Street, prepared under the direction of James M. Joiner, PLS, and dated 
October 1, 1991. 
 
Containing 3.219 acres, more or less. 
 
AND 
 
PARCEL NO. 101                                                                         SECTION 77470 

                                     FP No. 415587-1 
 

THAT PART OF: 
 
That portion of the Northeast ¼ of Section 31, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, 
Seminole County, Florida lying South of the former SCL Railroad Right of Way, West of 
State Road No. 400 (I-4) and East of International Parkway. 
 
Being a portion of the lands described in Official Records Book 5600, Page 1667 of the 
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida. 
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DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Commence at a 5/8 inch Iron Rod without identification marking the Southwest corner of 
the Northeast ¼ of Section 31, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, 
Florida, as shown on the Florida Department of Transportation Right of Way Map for 
State Road 417, Section 77470, F.P No. 415587-1 on file at the Florida Department of 
Transportation District Five Office, Survey and Mapping Section, DeLand, Florida; 
thence North 89°36’00” East along the South line thereof a distance of 141.24 feet to a 
point on the existing East right of way line for International Parkway, as shown on said 
Right of Way Map, said point being on a non-tangent curve concave Northwesterly, 
having a radius of 1502.39 feet; thence departing said South line, from a tangent 
bearing of North 39°34’39” East run Northeasterly 447.65 feet, along said East right of 
way and along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of North 31°02’30” East 
through a central angle of 17°04’18” for the Point of Beginning; thence continuing 
Northeasterly 123.56 feet along the arc of said curve, concave Northwesterly having a 
radius of 1502.39 feet, through a central angle of 4°42’44”, to the point of tangency; 
thence North 17°47’37” East along said East right of way line a distance of 151.10 feet 
to the intersection with the South right of way line of the former SCL Railroad Right of 
Way, as shown on said Right of Way Map; thence departing said East right of way line 
for International Parkway North 85°39’14” East along said South right of way line a 
distance of 683.41 feet to a point on the West line of the Moses E. Levy Grant Line; 
thence continue North 85°39’14” East along said South right of way line a distance of 
677.82 feet to a point on the existing Northerly limited access right of way line for State 
Road No. 400 (I-4), as shown on said Right of Way Map, said point being on a non-
tangent  curve concave Southeasterly, having a radius of 647.31 feet; thence departing 
said South right of way line, from a tangent bearing of South 41°34’58” West run 
Southwesterly 148.39 feet along said Northerly limited access right of way line and 
along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of South 35°00’56” West through a 
central angle of 13°08’03” to the beginning of a non-tangent curve, concave Northerly, 
having a radius of 1196.00 feet; thence departing said Northerly limited access right of 
way line, from a tangent bearing of South 76°06’13” West run Westerly 428.29 feet 
along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of South 86°21’45” West through a 
central angle of 20°31’03” to a point of tangency; thence North 83°22’43” West a 
distance of 240.00 feet to a point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly, having a 
radius of 2192.64 feet; thence run Westerly 419.71 feet along the arc of said curve with 
a chord bearing of North 88°51’45” West through a central angle of 10°58’03” to the 
point of tangency; thence South 85°39’14” West a distance of 186.21 feet; thence South 
40°39’35” West a distance of 13.03 feet to a point being 6.00 feet Easterly of the 
aforesaid East right of way line of International Parkway, as measured by perpendicular 
measurement; thence run the following two courses being 6.00 feet Easterly of and 
parallel with said East right of way line of International Parkway, as measured by 
perpendicular and radial measurement South 17°47’37” West a distance of 118.22 feet 
to a point of curvature of a curve concave Northwesterly, having a radius of 1508.39 
feet; thence run Southwesterly 124.06 feet along the arc of said curve with a chord 
bearing of South 20°08’59” West through a central angle of 4°42’44” to the end of said 
curve; thence North 67°29’39” West a distance of 6.00 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
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Together with all rights of ingress, egress, light, air and view between the above 
described property and the property from which the above described property was 
severed as a result of the prior conveyance into grantor of the above described 
property. 
 
Containing 2.291 acres, more or less. 
 
AND 
 
Reserving to the Grantor a 25 foot Utility easement described as follows: 
 
UTILITY EASEMENT                                                                   SECTION 77470 
                                                                                                     FP No. 415587-1                                                                 
THAT PART OF: 
 
That portion of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 31, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, 
Seminole County, Florida lying West of State Road No. 400 (I-4) and East of 
International Parkway. 
 
 
Being a portion of the lands described in Official Records Book 5600, Page 1667 of the 
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida. 
 
And 
 
Being a portion of the lands described in Official Records Book 1774, Page 1361 of the 
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida. 
 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Commence at a 5/8 inch Iron Rod without identification marking the Southwest corner of 
the Northeast 1/4 of Section 31, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, 
Florida, as shown on the Florida Department of Transportation Right of Way Map for 
State Road 417, Section 77470, F.P No. 415587-1 on file at the Florida Department of 
Transportation District Five Office, Survey and Mapping Section, Deland, Florida; 
thence North 89°36’00” East along the South line thereof a distance of 141.24 feet to a 
point on the existing East right of way line for International Parkway, as shown on said 
Right of Way Map, said point being on a non-tangent curve concave Northwesterly, 
having a radius of 1502.39 feet; thence departing said South line, from a tangent 
bearing of North 39°34’39” East run Northeasterly 571.21 feet, along said East right of 
way and along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of North 28°41’08” East 
through a central angle of 21°47’02”, to the point of tangency; thence North 17°47’37” 
East along said East right of way line a distance of 125.73 feet to the Point of 
Beginning; thence continuing North 17°47’37” East along said East right of way line a 
distance of 32.08 feet; thence departing said East right of way line for International 
Parkway South 82°20’46” East for a distance of 22.68 feet; thence North 85°39’14” East 



Page 4 of 4 
 

for a distance of 163.88 feet to a point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly, 
having a radius of 2217.64 feet; thence run Easterly 424.49 feet along the arc of said 
curve with a chord bearing of South 88°51’45” East through a central angle of 10°58’03” 
to the point of tangency; thence South 83°22’43” East a distance of 240.00 feet to a 
point of curvature of a curve concave Northerly, having a radius of 1171.00 feet; thence 
run Easterly 443.63 feet along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of North 
85°46’05” East through a central angle of 21°42’23” to a point on the existing Northerly 
limited access right of way line for State Road No. 400 (I-4), as shown on said Right of 
Way Map, said point being on a non-tangent  curve concave Southeasterly, having a 
radius of 647.31 feet; thence from a tangent bearing of South 31°33’02” West run 
Southwesterly 35.05 feet along said Northerly limited access right of way line and along 
the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of South 29°59’58” West through a central 
angle of 03°06’08” to the beginning of a non-tangent curve, concave Northerly, having a 
radius of 1196.00 feet; thence departing said Northerly limited access right of way line, 
from a tangent bearing of South 76°06’13” West run Westerly 428.29 feet along the arc 
of said curve with a chord bearing of South 86°21’45” West through a central angle of 
20°31’03” to a point of tangency; thence North 83°22’43” West a distance of 240.00 feet 
to a point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly, having a radius of 2192.64 feet; 
thence run Westerly 419.71 feet along the arc of said curve with a chord bearing of 
North 88°51’45” West through a central angle of 10°58’03” to the point of tangency; 
thence South 85°39’14” West a distance of 198.15 feet to the aforesaid East right of 
way line of International Parkway and the Point of Beginning. 
 
Containing 0.742 acres, more or less. 
 

TOGETHER with all tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereto 
belonging or in anywise appertaining. 
 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, the same together with the appurtenances thereunto 
belonging or in anywise appertaining, and all the estate, right, title, interest, lien, equity 
and claim whatsoever of the said grantor, either in law or equity, to the said grantee 
forever. 
 
 Reserving to the grantor an easement for the construction, operation and 
maintenance of a sanitary sewer force main, over, upon and through the property 
described above, provided that grantor’s operation and maintenance activities shall be 
in accordance with grantee’s Utility Accommodation Manual adopted as part of Rule 
Chapter 14-46, Florida Administrative Code. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Mitigation Reservation and Purchase 
Agreement (MRPA) for purchase of wetland mitigation units by Seminole County in 
conjunction with the Chapman Road Improvement Project from Schrimsher, Inc., owner of the 
Lake Jesup Mitigation Area. 

BACKGROUND:

This roadway project will improve Chapman Road from State Road 426 to State Road 434.  
The project consists of widening the roadway from 2 to 4 lanes, and drainage improvements 
that will include stormwater pipes, inlets and retention pond construction.  Construction of all 
improvements is anticipated to start in the Fall of 2011.  The construction of this project will 
impact 1.2 acres of existing wetlands.  In order to mitigate these impacts, St. Johns River 
Water Management District is requiring, as part of the permitting process (SJRWMD 
Application No. 4-117-22360-3), the purchase of 1.2 Unified Mitigation Assessment Method 
(UMAM) wetland mitigation units.   

On December 9, 2008, the Board approved a Mitigation Reservation and Purchase Agreement 
(MRPA) for Lake Jesup Mitigation Area with Schrimsher, Inc. (copy attached).  This agreement 
was for a conservation easement over 25.24 acres of the Lake Jesup Mitigation Area (LJMA) 
that had been determined to represent a total of 1.2 (UMAM) wetland mitigation units at a total 
cost of $420,000.00 based on a price of $350,000.00 per 1 UMAM unit and required Seminole 
County to monitor and maintain the wetland area for a period of 5 to 7 years.  Although the
agreement was approved, no funds have been spent.  However, based on a review by 
representatives from the SJRWMD, it has been determined that revising the size of the 
conservation easement to 35.32 acres would eliminate the requirement to monitor and 
maintain the wetland area for 5 to 7 years.  The total cost of $480,000.00 for the revised larger 
easement area is based on a price of $400,000.00 per 1 UMAM unit, which is an increase of 
$60,000.00 over the prior easement cost, but the 5 to 7 year mitigation plan is no longer a
requirement.   

The attached agreement will purchase the wetland mitigation units from Schrimsher, Inc., 
owner of the Lake Jesup Mitigation Area and replace the Mitigation Reservation and Purchase
Agreement previously approved.   Funds for this purchase are available in Capital 
Improvement Project Number 00006301.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 19

 
SUBJECT: Approval of a Mitigation Reservation and Purchase Agreement in Conjunction with 
the Chapman Road Improvement Project from State Road 426 to State Road 434

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Antoine I. Khoury EXT: 5768

District 1 Bob Dallari Jerry McCollum



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Mitigation 
Reservation and Purchase Agreement for purchase of wetland mitigation units by Seminole 
County in conjunction with the Chapman Road Improvement Project from Schrimsher, Inc., 
owner of the Lake Jesup Mitigation Area. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map - Mitigation Agreement - Chapman Road Project
2. Mitigation Reservation and Purchase Agmt.- Schrimsher-Chapman Road Project
3. 2008 - Mitigation Reservation and Purchase Agreement - Chapman Road Project

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Fredrik Coulter, Lisa Spriggs, Timothy Jecks )

County Attorney Review ( Matthew Minter )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Brookmore Farms, Inc. has filed a business damage claim relating to Parcel Number 121 on 
the Chapman Road project. The owner of Parcel Number 121 is Nutmeg Farms, Inc. 
Brookmore Farms, Inc. operates a business on the site and has claimed $183,845.00 in 
business damages exclusive of statutory interest, attorney’s fees, and costs reimbursements. 
Request authorization to make a counteroffer based on the report of the County’s business 
damage expert.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board authorize staff to make a counteroffer based on the report of 
the County’s business damage expert.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Brookmore Farms, Inc.

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 20

 
SUBJECT: Brookmore Farms, Inc.

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Property Acquisition

AUTHORIZED BY: Lola Pfeil CONTACT: Sharon Sharrer EXT: 7257

District 1 Bob Dallari Robert A. McMillan

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated December 21 and 28, 2009, and January 4, 
2010; approval of Payroll Approval List dated December 24, 2009; Clerk's "Received and 
Filed" - for information only.

BACKGROUND:
See attached Clerk's Report.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Board approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated December 21 and 28, 
2009, and January 4, 2010; approval of Payroll Approval List dated December 24, 2009;
Clerk's "Received and Filed" - for information only.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Clerk's Report 1-26-10

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 21

 
SUBJECT: Expenditure Approval Lists; Payroll Approval List; Clerk's "Received and Filed" -
for information only

DEPARTMENT: Clerk's Office DIVISION:

AUTHORIZED BY: Sharon Peters, Sabrina O'Bryan CONTACT: Sandy McCann EXT: 7662

County-wide Susan Krause

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of the attached Budget Amendment Request (BAR 10-40), recognizing ($105,060) in 
additional FY 2009/10 Florida Division of Emergency Management - State Homeland Security 
Grant revenues and correspondingly increasing the Sheriff’s FY 2009/10 operating budget by 
an equivalent amount.

BACKGROUND:
In accordance with the provisions of Federal Fiscal Year 2009 Homeland 
Security Grant Program, the Florida Division of Emergency Management has 
awarded the Seminole County Sheriff’s Off ice funding in the amount of 
$105,060. The CFDA number is 97.067 and Florida Division of Emergency 
Management federal grant number is 2009-SS-T9-0081.
 
Funding is being provided to purchase equipment that supports activities 
consistent with the Department of Homeland Security State Strategy and 
enhances the capacity to respond to, and mitigate the consequences of, 
incidents of domestic terrorism or other hazard. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the attached Budget Amendment Request (BAR 10-40), 
recognizing ($105,060) in additional FY 2009/10 Florida Division of Emergency Management -
State Homeland Security Grant revenues and correspondingly increasing the Sheriff’s FY 
2009/10 operating budget by an equivalent amount.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. BAR 10-40
2. Grant Award

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 22

 
SUBJECT: BAR #10-40 - $105,060 - General Fund - Florida Division of Emergency 
Management – State Homeland Security Grant Program Award

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff's Office DIVISION:

AUTHORIZED BY: Sharon Peters, Sabrina O'Bryan CONTACT: Penny J Fleming EXT: 6617

County-wide Penny J. Fleming



Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Karen Hufman, Lisa Spriggs )



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2009-10 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Constitutionals\Sheriff\BAR 10-40  Homeland Security.doc 

 
2010-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
 
TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Sheriff’s Office  
 Fund(s):  General Fund          
PURPOSE: Appropriation of Revenues and Expenses- Florida 

Division of Emergency Management – State Homeland Security Grant 
Program Award 

    
ACTION: Approval and authorization for the Chairman to execute Budget Amendment 

Resolution.  
In accordance with Section 129.06(2), Florida Statutes, it is recommended that the following accounts in the 
County budget be adjusted by the amounts set forth herein for the purpose described. 

Sources:     
Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
00100.334221    Sheriff’s Office – State Grants $105,060

       
     

Total Sources     
$105,060

 
Uses: 

    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
00100-021000-590963.02    Sheriff’s – Personal Svc. 0.00
00100-021000-590963.03   Sheriff’s – Operating Exp. 4,579
00100-021000-590963.05   Sheriff’s - Capital 100,481

Total Uses      
$105,060

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2010-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          
     as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest: 
  By:  
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the  Bob Dallari, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  
 
Date:   Date:   
Entered by County Finance Department 
  Date:   
 
 
 

FS Recommendation 
 

K Hufman      1/12/10  
Analyst  Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

10-40  
BAR 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to expend $1,000.00 from the Law 
Enforcement Trust Fund to provide for a contribution to support the 25th annual National 
Conference on "Preventing Crime in the Black Community".

BACKGROUND:

The Orange County Sheriff's Office has been chosen to host the 25th annual National 
Conference on "Preventing Crime in the Black Community" sponsored by both the Florida 
Attorney General and Georgia Attorney General Offices.  The conference will be held May 26 -
May 29, 2010 in Orlando.  The mission of the National Conference on "Preventing Crime in the 
Black Community" is to showcase successful programs and promote a positive exchange of 
ideas.

Focal points of the 2010 conference will include presentations by national and state leaders, 
motivational speakers, workshops on notable efforts to curb drug abuse and youth violence, 
and community crime prevention and program models that are transferable to other
communities.  The Sheriff's Office strongly supports the goals and objectives of this 
conference and therefore desires to contribute $1,000 towards defraying the conference 
expenses.

This request complies with Chapter 932.7055(4)(a), Florida State Statutes.  The State/Local 
uncommitted Forfeiture Fund Cash Balance prior to this commitment is $123,655.47.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval by the Board of County Commissioners to expend $1,000.00 from 
the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to provide for a contribution to support the 25th annual 
National Conference on "Preventing Crime in the Black Community".

 Consent 1/26/2010 Item # 23

 
SUBJECT: Law Enforcement Trust Fund Expenditure - Contribution to Support the 
"Preventing Crime in the Black Community Conference"

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff's Office DIVISION:

AUTHORIZED BY: Sharon Peters, Sabrina O'Bryan CONTACT: Penny J. Fleming EXT: 6617

County-wide Penny J. Fleming

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Karen Hufman, Lisa Spriggs )

Revenue Review ( Cecilia Monti, Lisa Spriggs )



 
24



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the Joint Planning Agreement with the City of Sanford and authorize the Chairman 
to execute the aforementioned document; 
2. Deny the Joint Planning Agreement with the City of Sanford; or
3. Continue this item to a date and time certain

BACKGROUND:

Since 2001, staff for both Seminole County and the City of Sanford have been working on a 
Joint Planning Agreement (JPA) addressing several important issues that affect both
jurisdictions. These issues include intergovernmental processes for future land use 
amendments and miscellaneous land development regulations that affect both parties, 
annexation policies of enclaves within the City limits and property within the County 
boundaries, the establishment of the rural boundary area within the City, and permitted 
densities  and roadway maintenance along Celery Avenue.

The Agreement is valid for five years with an automatic five-year renewal period (which either 
party can opt out of), similar to the last Joint Planning Agreement with Sanford which was
approved in 1991 and extended through 2001.

A draft of a prior version of the JPA was presented to the Board on August 25, 2009.  This 
version addresses concerns expressed by Board members at that time, including an update to 
reflect the SeminoleWay initiative.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the Joint Planning Agreement with the City of
Sanford and authorize the Chairman to execute the aforementioned document.

 Regular 1/26/2010 Item # 24

 
SUBJECT: Sanford Joint Planning Agreement (JPA)

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Jeff Hopper EXT: 7377

County-wide Alison Stettner



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Sanford Joint Planning Agreement
2. Exhibit A: Joint Planning Area
3. Exhibit B: Future Land Use Equivalency Chart
4. Exhibit C: Recommendations for Future Comprehensive Plan Amendments
5. Exhibit D: Enclaves 10 Acres and Under

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY/CITY OF SANFORD 
JOINT PLANNING AGREEMENT 

 
  
 THIS JOINT PLANNING AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 
_____ day of ____________, 2010, by and between SEMINOLE COUNTY, 
a political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address 
is Seminole County Services Building, 1101 East First Street, 
Sanford, Florida 32771, hereinafter referred to as the 
"COUNTY", and the CITY OF SANFORD, a Florida municipal 
corporation whose address is Post Office Box 1788, Sanford, 
Florida 32772-1788, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY". 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 

 WHEREAS, it is beneficial to the public for local 
governments to work together in a spirit of harmony and 
cooperation; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the CITY and the COUNTY have previously entered 
into Interlocal Agreements; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners and the 
Sanford City Commission have executed joint resolutions that 
expressed their consensus agreement as to urban planning, 
transportation impact fees, first response fire service, 
future annexation limits for the CITY, and water and wastewater 
service area boundaries for the COUNTY and the CITY in the 
Sanford/Seminole County Joint Planning Area (hereinafter 
referred to as the Joint Planning Area); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Planning Area and future annexation 
boundaries should be specifically defined; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in 1991 Seminole County and the City of Sanford 
had a Joint Planning Agreement that has expired; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the provisions of the Local Government 
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act 
(Part II, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes) and the Rules of the 
Florida Department of Community Affairs (in particular 
Rule 9J-5.015, Florida Administrative Code) provide for 
intergovernmental coordination in the comprehensive planning 
process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the provisions of this Agreement are consistent 
with the State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, Florida 
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Statutes), the Regional Policy Plan adopted by the East 
Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
comprehensive plans of the CITY and the COUNTY; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY have determined that it is 
in the best interest of the citizens of the COUNTY and the CITY 
that this Interlocal Agreement also be entered into; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY have reviewed their 
respective future land use designations and land development 
regulations for consistency with one another's comprehensive 
plans; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY have adopted comprehensive 
plans, pursuant to Part II, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, 
which contain goals, policies and objectives that call for the 
creation of interlocal agreements which deal with annexations, 
services delivery, joint land use planning, and conflict 
resolution, among other things; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties recognize that joint planning for the 
growth and development of their respective jurisdictions with 
regard to all matters of common impact and interest is 
consistent with State law and serves the public interest; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY desire to protect the 
health, safety and welfare of the citizens of their respective 
jurisdictions; and 
 
 WHEREAS, land use matters which are the subject of this 
Agreement include, but are not limited to, annexations, 
comprehensive plan amendments, public service facility 
expansions and contractions, school site land acquisitions and 
proposed school construction and/or expansion on said sites, and 
all other land use actions of whatsoever type or nature which 
may affect or impact the parties to this Agreement; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY agree that joint planning 
agreements addressing multi-jurisdictional land use issues and 
provision of public services and facilities are a sound 
planning goal that serves to further intergovernmental 
coordination, and that additional agreements between the parties 
are highly desirable; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Chapter 171, Florida Statutes, provides for the 
lawful means whereby municipal corporations may expand by 
annexation or contract their municipal boundaries; and 
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 WHEREAS, the Joint Planning Area and future annexation 
transition boundaries should be specifically defined; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY do not desire, and believe 
that it would not be in the best interests of the citizens of 
Seminole County, to allow for conflicts to become manifest or 
develop pertaining to the expansion and construction of the 
CITY’s jurisdictional boundaries; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties have the lawful right and power to 
enter into this Agreement, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, 
mutual covenants, and agreements and promises contained herein 
and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and 
sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by the parties, 
the parties do hereby covenant and agree as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  RECITALS. The foregoing recitals are true and 
correct and form a material part of this Agreement upon which 
the parties have relied. 
 
 SECTION 2.  PURPOSE, INTENT AND JOINT PLANNING AREA.  

(a) The purpose of this Agreement is as follows: 
(1) Adopt standards and procedures to insure that 

coordinated and cooperative comprehensive planning activities 
are taken to guide urban expansion in the CITY and the COUNTY. 

(2) Protect the general rural character of the Rural 
Areas of Seminole County as depicted in the Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan and this Agreement, as it may be amended, 
by establishing limits for and conditions relating to 
future annexations by the CITY. 

(3) Provide each party with a level of confidence 
that their respective planning efforts will be implemented in 
a harmonious manner and that the planning efforts of a party 
will not detract from the planning efforts of the other party. 

(4) Promote continued intergovernmental 
coordination and cooperation between the COUNTY and the CITY. 

(5) Provide for constructive collaboration during 
the course of each jurisdiction making land use and annexation 
or contraction decisions. 

(b) The purpose of the following provisions is to provide 
the guidance as to how property will be developed in the Joint 
Planning Area, ensure that CITY and COUNTY land use plans will 
be implemented, and to provide formal conflict resolution 
procedures to amicably resolve disputes. 



4 

(c) The policies and procedures set forth herein shall 
apply only in the Joint Planning Area.  For the purposes of 
this Agreement, the "Joint Planning Area" means the area 
reflected in Exhibit "A" to this Agreement which is incorporated 
as if fully set forth herein. 

 
 SECTION 3.  COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING, FUTURE LAND USES AND 
DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS. 

(a) Findings. The COUNTY and the CITY have reviewed their 
respective future land use designations and land development 
regulations for consistency between their jurisdictions.  It 
has been determined that many of their respective future land 
use designations and land use regulations are equivalent and of 
similar nature. 

(b) Future Land Use Equivalency.  The "Future Land 
Use Equivalency Chart", labeled Exhibit "B" and incorporated 
herein, describes equivalent future land use designations in the 
CITY and COUNTY comprehensive plans.  These designations have 
been deemed equivalent due to their similar intensities and 
densities of allowable development.  Both the COUNTY and the 
CITY shall ensure that all of their respective land use 
amendments and rezonings are consistent with the other 
jurisdiction's zoning and future land use designations for the 
subject property as described in Exhibit "B", except to the 
extent set forth in Section 3(c).  The COUNTY shall not oppose 
land development orders of the CITY if such actions are 
compliant with applicable law and all COUNTY zoning and land use 
designations as described in Exhibit "B".  The CITY shall not 
oppose any land development orders of the COUNTY if such 
orders are compliant with applicable law and all CITY zoning 
and land use designations as described in Exhibit "B".  The 
Future Land Use Equivalency Chart may be amended from time to 
time as agreed upon by both parties and each such proposed 
amendment shall include, an assessment and evaluation of all 
required planning elements including, but not limited to: 

(1) Public services and facilities (e.g., water, 
drainage, sewer, roads, public safety, law enforcement, 
schools, library services, etc.). 

(2) The identification and evaluation of current 
supply of vacant land already designated for the proposed land 
use category. 

(3) Fiscal impacts related to the cost of and 
payment for urbanization. 

(4) Rural/Urban transition controls. 
(5) Designation and protection of parks, 

conservation areas, open space, flood prone and 
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environmentally sensitive areas within the "Joint Planning 
Area". 

(c) Recommendations For Future Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments.  The purpose of developing jointly acceptable long 
range land use recommendations is to provide consistent 
guiding principles from which land use plan amendments can be 
reviewed.  The "Recommendation For Future Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments" labeled Exhibit "C" and incorporated herein by 
reference, sets forth future land use designations that may be 
assigned to the described property.  These proposed land use 
designations have not yet undergone extensive public review and 
may require services and facilities beyond those allotted in 
the COUNTY's or CITY's respective Comprehensive Plans' Capital 
Improvement Elements. 
 Parcels of land in the CITY proposed to be developed in a 
manner consistent with the recommendations contained in Exhibit 
"C" and applicable law will not be opposed by the COUNTY.  
However, such proposed development must undergo joint review of 
the CITY and COUNTY regarding facilities and services to 
ensure that adopted levels of service are maintained.   
 Parcels of land in the unincorporated COUNTY proposed to be 
developed in a manner consistent with the recommendations 
contained in Exhibit "C" and applicable law will not be 
opposed by the CITY.  However, such proposed development must 
undergo joint review of the CITY and COUNTY regarding 
facilities and services to ensure that adopted levels of 
service are maintained. 

(d) Recognition of Rural Area in Comprehensive Plans.  
In 2004, Seminole County voters approved a County referendum 
that established a Rural Area and a Rural Boundary in the Home 
Rule Charter through a map and a legal description.  The Charter 
Amendment also required the COUNTY to add the map and legal 
description to the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, which 
the COUNTY added to the FLU Exhibits as the "Rural Boundary 
Map" and "Legal Description for Rural Area".  The Charter 
Amendment provided direction that, for the legally described 
Rural Area as shown in the "Rural Boundary Map", the Future 
Land Use designations contained in the Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan shall control the density and intensity of 
development.  Additionally, the Board of County Commissioners 
must approve all changes to the Future Land Use designations 
regardless of whether any lands in the Rural Area are located 
within a municipality. In concert with this electorate 
decision, the CITY will also process a Comprehensive Plan 
Amendment in the next amendment cycle following execution of 
this agreement, to add the Rural Boundary Map and accompanying 
Legal Description to the Sanford Comprehensive Plan. 
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(e) Joint Review of Plan Amendments.  During the 
development and drafting phases of the respective comprehensive 
plans or plan amendments of the CITY or the COUNTY, CITY and 
COUNTY staff shall transmit all of their respective draft 
planning documents to the other jurisdiction as part of the 
public participation processes and intergovernmental 
coordination mechanisms within twenty-one days prior to the 
first public hearing. 

(f) Special Area Studies. The CITY and COUNTY recognize 
there are certain areas within the Joint Planning Area that 
have particular development patterns and/or community needs.  
Further evaluation of these patterns and/or community needs may 
benefit the citizens of Seminole County.  The CITY and 
COUNTY may jointly study and provide standards that address 
such needs from time to time.  Areas that may be candidates for 
special area studies include but are not limited to: Midway, 
Sanford Avenue Corridor, Silver Lake/Ohio Avenue, Lake Mary 
Boulevard (south side), the Rand Yard Road area, and areas 
surrounding the Airport. 

 
 SECTION 4. ANNEXATION AND LAND USE JURISDICTION. 

(a) Land Use and Zoning Designation for Parcels Annexed 
Into the CITY.  Upon annexation of COUNTY lands into the 
CITY, the COUNTY will not object to CITY rezoning, development 
orders or plat approvals as long as such actions are taken in 
accordance with the terms of this Agreement and applicable 
law.  The CITY shall amend its comprehensive plan to include 
annexed lands during its first plan amendment cycle following 
such annexation. 

(b) Land Use and Zoning Designation for Parcels De-
annexed From the CITY.  Upon de-annexation or contraction of 
CITY property into the COUNTY, the COUNTY shall apply a COUNTY 
zoning district in accordance with this Agreement.  The COUNTY 
shall amend its comprehensive plan to include de-annexed lands 
during its first plan amendment cycle immediately following 
such de-annexation or by initiating a comprehensive plan 
amendment. 

(c) Annexation Criteria and Restrictions.  The COUNTY 
agrees not to oppose the annexation of any parcel within the 
Joint Planning Area that is undertaken in compliance with 
applicable state and federal laws.  Further, the COUNTY 
recognizes that there currently exist large enclaves of 
unincorporated COUNTY lands surrounded by the CITY and that it is 
in the interest of both the CITY and the COUNTY that such 
enclaves be eliminated.  As such, the COUNTY will not object to 
the creation of smaller enclaves caused by CITY annexation of 
certain properties within these larger enclaves, as long as the 
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annexation otherwise complies with State law.  The parties 
further agree that neither the COUNTY nor the CITY will 
permit development at any density greater than one dwelling 
unit per acre in an area identified as number "5" in Exhibit 
"C", except that nonresidential development shall be permitted 
consistent with the SeminoleWay initiative. 

(d) Interlocal Agreement to Annex Enclaves Ten Acres or 
Less in Size. The parties shall avoid the creation of 
enclaves and halt any serpentine annexations in the "Joint 
Planning Area," except to the extent that creation of smaller 
enclaves within existing enclaves is necessary to reduce the 
size of said existing enclaves.  The parties agree that 
enclaves less than 10 acres in size may be automatically 
annexed upon property owner consent or transfer of fee 
ownership pursuant to F.S. 171.046(2) (a), which provides 
that such enclaves may be annexed through an interlocal 
agreement between a County and a municipality.  Pursuant to 
F.S. 171.046, this annexation process is not available for 
property that is unimproved or undeveloped.  Properties 
eligible for this provision are identified on the map in 
Exhibit "D". 

 
 SECTION 5.  DEVELOPMENT ALONG CELERY AVENUE.  Property 
located adjacent to Celery Avenue shall be developed at 
densities no greater than those specified in Sections 1 and 2 
of Exhibit "C".  Central water and sewer lines shall be 
installed prior to any new development along Celery Avenue. 
 The CITY shall accept road maintenance and improvement 
jurisdiction over the length of Celery Avenue right-of-way, and 
West 13th Street from US 17/92 to Sanford Avenue, for the entire 
width of the right-of-way, where any properties abutting Celery 
Avenue on either the north or south side of the right-of-way 
have: (1) previously been annexed into the CITY prior to the 
effective date of this Agreement, and (2) are annexed following 
the effective date of this Agreement.  The CITY will maintain 
the roadway at the current level of service operation and 
surface condition, providing customary maintenance and 
improvements as needed.  The COUNTY agrees to contribute to the 
cost, in the amount of two hundred fifty thousand dollars 
($250,000), of reconstructing/resurfacing 13th Street from US 
17/92 to Sanford Avenue, and to complete the resurfacing of 
Celery Avenue from Mellonville Avenue to SR-415 by October 1, 
2010.  Resurfacing will include base reconstruction as 
determined by a pavement condition analysis to be completed in 
FY 09/10 by Seminole County.  Upon completion of the paving of 
Celery Avenue and payment of the $250,000 13th Street 
contribution to the City, the CITY and COUNTY shall enter into 
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an interlocal agreement, in accordance with Florida Statutes, 
for the purpose of transferring maintenance responsibility for 
Celery Avenue from the COUNTY to the CITY. 
 
 SECTION 6.  COORDINATION OF MISCELLANEOUS LAND DEVELOPMENT 
REGULATIONS. 

(a) Uniform Right-of-Way and Road Standards.  The CITY and 
the COUNTY agree to establish consistent road and right-of-
way development standards and requirements for all cross-
jurisdictional roadways. 

(b) Roadway Jurisdiction and Transfer.  The CITY and 
COUNTY agree to develop an objective system of evaluating and 
determining when a roadway should be transferred to the CITY 
for maintenance and improvement. 

(c) Land Development Code Updates.  Each jurisdiction 
shall provide the other jurisdiction with a timely 
opportunity to review and provide formal comments relating to 
all land development regulation updates or revisions 
proposed in their jurisdiction by providing the other 
jurisdiction with written notification of the pending update or 
revision at least two (2) weeks prior to any official action on 
the matter.  Land Development Code updates relating to the 
Higher Intensity Planned Development District in the Interstate 
Highway 4/State Road 46 area will undergo joint review and 
shall be incorporated into both CITY and COUNTY land development 
codes in order to more effectively manage development of this 
higher intensity area. 

(d) Review of Development Proposals for Transportation 
Impacts.  Each jurisdiction shall provide the other 
jurisdiction with a timely opportunity to review and comment 
upon planned development project rezonings, proposed 
subdivisions and site plans located adjacent to the other's 
jurisdiction by providing all related documentation to the 
other jurisdiction at least two (2) weeks (ten business days) 
before the item is considered by a recommending or decision-
making body. 

 
 SECTION 7.  CONFLICT RESOLUTION. 

(a) Intergovernmental Conflict Resolution. In the event 
that disagreements or conflicts arise between the parties 
relating to the terms and provisions of this Agreement, the 
resolution procedures of the Intergovernmental Planning 
Coordinating Agreement of 1997 will be followed and shall 
control as to any disputes between the parties. 

(b) Chapter 164, Florida Statutes.  Nothing in this 
Agreement shall be deemed in any way to waive any rights 
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deriving to a party under the provisions of Chapter 164, 
Florida Statutes, or its successor provision. 

(c) Time of Actions.  The parties agree, to the extent 
practicable, to time their actions to maximize intergovernmental 
coordination, communication and cooperation. 

(d) Joint Review. "Joint Review" as used in this 
Agreement shall mean that the Planning Directors of each 
jurisdiction, or their duly appointed agents, shall review and 
discuss the proposed land development action.  Should the 
joint review not result in an agreement between the 
jurisdictions, the matter shall be taken through the formal 
conflict resolution procedures described in this section. 

 
 SECTION 8.  CONFLICT OF INTEREST.  The parties agree 
that they will not take any action that creates or carries a 
conflict of interest under the provisions of Part III, Chapter 
112, Florida Statutes. 
 
 SECTION 9.  AGREEMENT AMENDMENTS. This Agreement may 
be amended and updated from time to time in order to keep pace 
with an ever-changing environment and community vision.  Such 
amendments require execution by both governing bodies of the 
CITY and COUNTY prior to the Agreement being effectively 
amended. 
 
 SECTION 10.  TERM. This Agreement supersedes and 
supplants any prior existing Agreements between the CITY and 
COUNTY regarding land development practices.  This Agreement 
shall be in effect for a five (5) year period beginning the 
date on which it is fully executed by both parties.  This 
Agreement shall be automatically renewed for a subsequent five 
(5) year period unless one (1) of the parties thereto gives 
the other ninety (90) days advance notice, in writing, of its 
intention not to renew the Agreement. 
 
 SECTION 11.  NOTICE. Contact persons for this Agreement 
shall be the City Manager and the County Manager. 

City Manager 
City of Sanford 
Post Office Box 1788 
Sanford, Florida 32772-1788 
 
Seminole County Manager 
Seminole County Services Building  
1101 East First Street 
Sanford, Florida 32771 
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 SECTION 12.  STANDING.  The Parties do not intend for 
this agreement to benefit any third parties and thereby 
create standing where none now exists. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their 
hands and seals the day, month and year above written. 
 
ATTEST: CITY OF SANFORD 
 
___________________________ By:  _________________________ 
Janet R. Dougherty, Clerk Linda Kuhn, Mayor 
City of Sanford, Florida 
  Date: ________________________ 
 
 
ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
  SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
___________________________ By:___________________________ 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to Bob Dallari, Chairman 
The Board of County 
Commissioners of Seminole Date: ________________________ 
COUNTY, FLORIDA. 
 
 
For the use and reliance As authorized for execution by  
of Seminole County only. the Board of County 

Commissioners at their regular 
Meeting of _________________, 
2010. 

 
Approved as to form and  
legal sufficiency.  
 
___________________________ 
County Attorney 





EXHIBIT “B” - FUTURE LAND USE EQUIVALENCY CHART 

 

Future Land Use City Land Use City Zoning County Land Use County Zoning 

Low Density 
Residential - Single 

Family 

LDR - SF  
6 DU/Acre 

SR-1AA; SR-IA; SR-1; 
PD; AG 

LDR  
1-4 DU/Acre 

A-1, RC-1, R-1, R1-A, R1-
AA, R1-AAA, R1-AAAA, 

PLI, PUD  

Medium Density 
Residential 

MDR-10  
10 DU/Acre 

SR-1AA; SR-1A; SR-1; 
MR-I; PD; AG 

MDR  
4-10 DU/Acre 

All LDR Zonings, RM-1; 
RM-2; R-2; R3A; R1-B; 

R1-BB; RP, PUD 

Medium Density 
Residential 

MDR-15  
15 DU/Acre 

SR-1AA; SR-1A; SR-1; 
MR-1; MR-2; PD; AG 

HDR  
High Density 
Residential 

Over 10 DU/Acre 

All MDR Zonings; R-3; R-4, 
PUD 

High Density 
Residential - 20 

DU/Acre 
HDR 

SR-1AA; SR-lA; SR-1; 
MR-1; MR-2; MR- 3; 

PD; AG 
HDR All MDR Zonings; R-3; R-4, 

PUD 

Office 
ROl  

Residential-Office- 
Institutional 

MR-I; MR-2; MR-3; 
RMOI; PD; AG Office OP; RP; A-1; PLI; PUD 

Commercial NC-Neighborhood  
GC- General 

RMOI; RC-l; GC-2; PD; 
AG Commercial All Office Zonings; CN; CS; 

C-1; C-2; PCD  

Industrial I - Industrial RI-I; MI-2; PD; AG Industrial C-3; M-1A; M-l, A-1; OP;  
C-1; C-2; PCD; PLI; PUD 

Mixed Use 
Waterfront 

Downtown Business 
District 

All Mixed Development PUD, PCD, PLI  

 
 



 

Future Land Use City Land Use City Zoning County Land Use County Zoning 

High Intensity 1-4 
Planned 

Development 

HI-l-4 High Intensity 
WIC - Westside 

Industry and 
Commerce 

PD; AG 

High Intensity 
Planned 

Development - 
Target Area  

HIP-TI 

PUD, PCD, PLI 

High Intensity Airport 
Planned 

Development 

AIC - Airport Industry 
Commerce PD; AG; R-I-1 

High Intensity 
Planned 

Development - 
Airport 

PUD, PCD, PLI 

Public/Semi-Public PSP All Zones Public/Quasi 
Public Recreation PLI; A-1 

Conservation RP - Resource 
Protection All Zones 

Environmentally 
Sensitive Lands 
Overlay (ESLO) 

 All Zones 

General Rural SE -Suburban 
Estates (1 DU/Acre) AG; PD Suburban Estates 

(1 DU/Acre) A-1; RC-1, PLI 

 
 



EXHIBIT C 
SEMINOLE COUNTY/CITY OF SANFORD JOINT PLANNING AREA  

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS 

Reference  
Number General Location FUTURE LAND USE  

RECOMMENDATIONS/COMMENTS 

1 Celery Avenue  
Residential 

For all lands east of the line described as the eastern ¾ line of Sections 29 and 31, 
Township 19, Range 31 (the western boundary line of the University of Florida 
Agricultural Experimental Station) density shall not exceed two and a half (2.5) 
dwelling units per net buildable acre. For all lands west of said line, density shall 
not exceed four (4) dwelling units per net buildable acre. Any proposed 
development within the Midway Basin that exceeds one (1) dwelling unit/net 
buildable acre must connect to sewer and water services. Development on the 
north and south sides of Celery Avenue shall be subject to the Celery Avenue 
Overlay standards adopted by both the City and County.  

2 Celery Avenue/ 
SR 415 Mixed 

Used 

Mixed Development (multifamily, commercial, light industrial) for those parcels 
located 632 feet south of Celery Avenue and west of Cameron Avenue; those 
parcels located south of Celery Avenue and 657 feet north of Hughey Street that 
abut Cameron Avenue on the east; and those parcels south of Celery Avenue that 
abut the west side of SR 415, north of Hughey Street. All development will be 
required to connect to central water and sewer services. Density shall be as 
established in the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, and in no event shall 
such density be more than four (4) dwelling units per net buildable acre.  

3 Intersection of SR 
46/CR 415 

Provide for a commercial node to serve the eastern portion of the City.  Any 
proposed development within the Midway Basin that exceeds one dwelling unit/net 
buildable acre will be required to connect to water and sewer services. 

4 South & East Side 
of Airport 

Establish Ohio Avenue as the line separating low density residential uses to the 
west and airport-related uses to the east. Lands designated as industrial west of 
Ohio Avenue shall maintain that designation.  
Future expansion of the Orlando-Sanford International Airport (OSIA) property and 
runways shall be focused to the east and south to minimize airport noise and 
development impacts to urban residential areas to the north and west. Lands 



Reference  
Number 

General 
Location 

FUTURE LAND USE  
RECOMMENDATIONS/COMMENTS 

 

2 
 

annexed near or adjacent to the airport shall be assigned land use designations 
compatible with the Airport Master Plan and in a manner consistent with the joint 
planning agreement established with Seminole County.  
Residential land uses and residential zonings shall be discouraged if within three 
hundred (300) feet of the centerline of the OSIA’s new runway system east to the 
conservation area adjacent to Lake Jesup.  
The City and County shall ensure that land uses surrounding the airport are 
compatible with noise levels generated by the airport use through the following 
measures:  
1. All land east or south of the OSIA’s new runway system shall be developed 
based on the part 150 Noise Exposure Maps and Compatibility Plan prepared in 
2001 for the OSIA by Environmental Science Associates (ESA), as approved by 
the FAA and any revisions to the noise exposure maps that may occur as the 
result of airport development.  If new residential land uses or residential zoning 
districts are permitted, an avigation easement and development order approval 
shall be required.  
2. New residential land use designations and zoning classifications (single-family 
detached, duplexes, townhomes or condominiums) shall be prohibited where noise 
contours are greater than 60 DNL (day-night noise level).  Multi-family residential 
developments shall comply with the guidelines issued by the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) and Department of Transportation relating to airport 
compatible uses and will be allowed between the 60 and the 65 DNL noise contour 
only with an avigation easement and associated development order and shall be 
designed to meet the soundproofing regulations pursuant to the FAA Part 150 
Noise Compatible Land Use Guidelines. 
3. The following uses are compatible with the Airport:  
Industrial parks; corporate business parks; commercial developments; office 
complexes; attendant retail; service and hotel uses; medium and high-density 
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General 
Location 

FUTURE LAND USE  
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rental residential developments between the 60 and 65 DNL; agricultural uses; 
public uses; 
4. Multifamily developments shall be designed with noise reducing features such 
as acoustical insulation or other soundproofing.  
5. An avigation easement shall be required and included in the recorded deed of 
any new lot prior to the construction of a single family dwelling unit or a multifamily 
dwelling unit for properties located in the area depicted in Map 1-13 of the City 
Comprehensive Plan. 
All development must be phased concurrent with major public roadway 
improvements and installation of drainage, sewer and water utilities. 
The City and County shall require land use changes and/or zoning changes to 
ensure that existing neighborhoods in the area are converted to airport compatible 
uses.  This transition of uses must minimize adverse impacts on the neighborhood 
during the conversion process. 
Seminole County and Sanford will encourage mass transit facilities in the area and 
jointly work toward the restoration of Lake Jesup. 
Resource Protection and Conservation lands must be protected from the adverse 
impacts of development with open space requirements, clustering, conservation 
easements, wetland buffers and transition areas. 
In order to minimize land use/noise conflicts, the County shall recommend that the 
Sanford Airport Authority purchase lands where noise contours are 65 and greater 
DNL consistent with the FAA Part 150 OSIA Noise and Land Use Compatibility 
Program approved by the Federal Aviation Administration. 
No new residential future land use and/or zoning is allowed within the areas 
covered by a noise contour of 65 DNL and higher. New public educational facilities 
shall be prohibited if within three hundred (300) feet of the centerline of the OSIA’s 
new runway system east to the conservation area adjacent to Lake Jesup. 
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The HIP-Airport Area will be developed to accommodate an area wide composite 
land use mix as described below: 

General Use  Min Max 

Medium - High Density Residential Uses  0% 0.50%* 

Industrial Uses  50% 75.5% 

Commercial Uses 25% 50% 

5 South of Pine 
Way, north of the 
County border, 

between the CSX 
rail line and 

eastern border of 
the Joint Planning 

Area 

New residential development restricted to one (1) dwelling unit per acre or less. 
Target industries consistent with the SeminoleWay initiative shall also be permitted 
subject to the necessary future land use amendments and rezonings.  Such 
development shall be subject to design compatibility requirements to protect 
existing residential neighborhoods.  Developments of this type shall be required to 
connect to potable water and sewer service. 

6 Silver Lake 
(area bounded by 
Ohio Street on the 
east; Mellonville 
Avenue on the 
west; Onora 

Street on the north 
and east; Lake 

Mary Blvd. on the 
south.) 

No further medium density residential or industrial future land use designations 
shall be approved within this area.  However, target industry development 
consistent with the SeminoleWay initiative may be considered if compatible with 
nearby single family development. 
Heights of multifamily buildings must be compatible with single-family units in the 
area.  The County shall ensure that a parcel zoned for single family use is 
protected from adjacent multifamily developments by a setback of at least fifty (50) 
feet for one story buildings and at least one hundred (100) feet for buildings of two 
or more stories.  A one story multifamily development shall also install a buffer of 
twenty-five (25) feet in width and a two or more story multifamily development shall 
install a buffer of at least fifty (50) feet in width.  In amending its Land Development 
Regulations, the County may consider performance-based compatibility standards 
offering equivalent protection to those enumerated above.  The City shall be 
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FUTURE LAND USE  
RECOMMENDATIONS/COMMENTS 

 

5 
 

invited to review and comment on such standards prior to their adoption. 
7 Sanford Avenue Recommend maintaining Medium Density Residential uses and Neighborhood & 

Commercial/Office frontage on Sanford Avenue two lots deep on a case-by-case 
basis. Prohibit commercial in Woodmere on east side of Sanford Avenue.  

8 West of  
Upsala/North  

of CR 46A 

Recommend High Density Residential adjacent to Higher Intensity Planned District 
area.  

9 East of 1-4 The City has amended its Comprehensive Plan to require PD zoning in this area. 
All lands in this area annexed by the City subsequent to the JPA have received 
land use designations of Westside Industry Commerce, one of the City’s 
equivalent designations to HIP-TI. City and County Comprehensive Plan 
policies for this area are very similar. The City’s densities and floor areas are 
slightly less intense than the County’s. The County and the City established 
gateway corridor standards for SR 46 to ensure compatible and aesthetically 
pleasing development in the area. This area is developing rapidly, consistent with 
both the City and the County’s Comprehensive Plan policies and corridor 
standards. The County and City, working together, have been successful in 
minimizing urban sprawl, providing affordable housing opportunities and targeting 
industrial and commercial growth in this area.  Both the County and the City will 
continue to ensure that the area is developed consistent with their mutually agreed 
upon standards and policies.  This area should be reserved for target industry 
development as there is limited vacant acreage available on which target industry 
will site.  Single-family and low or medium density residential developments are not 
compatible within this area. 

10 North of the 
Railroad/South of 

US 17-92 

The City has established a new land use designation for this area, Waterfront 
Downtown Business District, in order to provide a planning and management 
framework for promoting the revitalization, development, and redevelopment of the 
Lake Monroe waterfront and the historic downtown area.  All parcels between the 
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railroad and US 17-92 from Mellonville Ave. to I-4 will take this designation as they 
are annexed into the City.  The maximum intensity of nonresidential development, 
other than industrial, measured as a floor area ratio (FAR) is 2.0 for the areas east 
of French Ave., and .35 for the areas west of French Ave. These FAR’s are 
intended to illustrate the amount of development on both specific parcels and in 
the district overall.  The maximum density for residential development shall be 50 
units per acre.  The maximum FAR for industrial uses will be .5.  
The implementation of the Waterfront/Downtown Business Land Use Designation 
will not require amendments to the zoning map and land development regulations 
and all underlying zoning requirements and land development restrictions will 
remain in place, including those that ensure the protection of environmentally 
sensitive lands, wetlands, floodplains and drainage ways, aquifer recharge areas, 
aquatic habitats, native vegetation and wildlife habitats.  All efforts should be made 
to protect existing single-family areas from the impacts of more intense 
development with added buffering and transition of building heights. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Capital Improvement Project Budget 
Proposal Resolution for Fiscal Years 2009/10 through and including 2013/14.

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with the Seminole County Administrative Code section 22.5G, the Budget 
Division of the Fiscal Services Department, in consultation with all County Departments, has 
prepared a five-year Capital Improvements Program (CIP) for Fiscal Years 2009/10 to 
2013/14.

Project budgets included in the first year of the CIP are formally adopted appropriations of the 
Board as part of the FY2009/10 budget. Project budget requests for the remaining years are 
part of the County's overall CIP plan and are subject to modification and revisions annually.

The Capital Improvement Program for Fiscal Years 2009/10 to 2013/14 is posted on the 
Budget Division web site at http://www.seminolecountyfl.gov/budget.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Capital 
Improvement Project Budget Proposal Resolution for Fiscal Years 2009/10 through and 
including 2013/14.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. CIP Resolution of 2009

 Regular 1/26/2010 Item # 25

 
SUBJECT: Capital Improvement Project Budget Proposal Resolution of 2009

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Lin Polk EXT: 7177

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Arnold Schneider )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Requesting Board response to the Apple Valley Application for Exception Review by 
confirming response to the two actions requested:

1. The Board (grants/denies) the request to revise the language in the Administrative Code 
Section 22.10 to exclude from the fence to wall restriction certain subdivisions (such as Apple 
Valley) that were developed prior to current Land Development Code standards.

2. The Board (grants/denies) the requested waiver of the fence to wall restrictions for the
project proposed by Apple Valley.

BACKGROUND:

Representative of the Apple Valley community are interested in pursuing the establishment of 
an MSBU purposed at replacing the existing subdivision perimeter fencing with a more 
permanent structure, such as a concrete block or brick wall. The provisions in the Seminole 
County Administrative Code [Section 22:10] are very specific as to the criteria that must be 
met prior to accepting wall reconstruction applications. Unfortunately, the proposed project and 
site conditions at Apple Valley are not consistent with the Administrative Code criteria. 
Resultantly, the MSBU Program is not authorized to accept the community application for 
establishing an MSBU for the project they are proposing. 

The Seminole County Administrative Code Section 22.10: B provides opportunity for potential 
MSBU applicants to request Board consideration for exception consideration on a case-by-
case basis. Consistent with these provisions, representatives of the Apple Valley subdivision 
are requesting that the Board grant a waiver of the restrictions [noted in 22.10 G and N ] that 
prohibit the use of non-ad valorem funding for fence to wall upgrade projects. Additionally, the 
Applicant has submitted a petition document, representing  62% (61 of  98) of the properties in
Apple Valley [Phases 1 - 3], requesting the Board amend the existing Administrative Code 
provisions so that subdivisions developed prior to the current Land Development Code would 
be allowed access to non-ad valorem funding for fence to wall upgrades.  

The MSBU Program and the Applicant are requesting direction from the Board regarding 
waiver of the provisions that exclude fence to wall upgrades, and per the Applicant’s request to 
revise the Administrative Code so that the criteria does not apply to subdivisions developed 
under earlier Land Development Code provisions. The supporting comments from the 
community, photographs taken at the site, Administrative Code 22.10, and the MSBU Program 

 Regular 1/26/2010 Item # 26

 
SUBJECT: Apple Valley - Application for Exception Review: Administrative Code 22:10

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: MSBU

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Kathy Moore EXT: 7179

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Kathy Moore



recommendations for Board response are provided with this agenda item.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board respond to the Apple Valley Application for Exception Review by 
confirming response to the two actions requested:

1. The Board (grants/denies) the request to revise the language in the Administrative Code 
Section 22.10 to exclude from the fence to wall restriction certain subdivisions (such as Apple
Valley) that were developed prior to current development code standards.

2. The Board (grants/denies) the requested waiver of the fence to wall restrictions for the 
project proposed by Apple Valley.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. MSBU Program Summary
2. Application for Exception Review
3. Administrative Code 22.10
4. Site Photo 1
5. Site Photo 2
6. Site Photo 3
7. Site Photo 4
8. Site Photo 5
9. Site Photo 6

10. Site Photo 7
11. Site Photo 8

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )



 
 

 

MSBU PROGRAM 
 

Exception Review Summary: 
 

The Board decision to include wall reconstruction as an authorized project type was based on the 

needs of unincorporated communities functioning without mandatory homeowner associations to 

secure the necessary resources for replacing their community walls when necessitated. The 

purpose of offering consideration for wall reconstruction was to offer these communities, as a 

last recourse, a viable means for replacing a deteriorating community wall. The criteria 

established for meeting this need was based on the requirement to ensure that the use of non-ad 

valorem funding (for such projects) was consistent with the Florida Statutes. The established 

criteria places emphasis on (a) reconstruction (not new construction), (b) essential improvements 

(as required by development code/order; not optional as is fence to wall upgrade during 

replacement), and (c) utilizing non-ad valorem assessment funding as the last recourse available 

to the community in their effort to replace a deteriorated structure (cost to replace greater than the 

community could bear without financing assistance; no formal mechanism for the community to 

use for levying a private assessment). The fence to wall upgrades were specifically excluded 

based on the upgrade being considered as optional (rather than essential), and due to the potential 

mandatory financial impact to property owners relative to constructing a more costly barrier than 

installed at the time of purchasing the property.  

 

The site conditions at Apple Valley consist of a combination of multiple brick entrance structures 

and multiple segments of wooden fencing that parallels with Douglas Avenue. The multiple 

entrance structures serve to benefit the community as a whole as they assist with identification 

and designating site access. The fencing is installed on private property on the east side of 

multiple parcels. The fencing is not installed on the rear property lines as more typically noted in 

other communities. Property access for the parcels with fencing varies. Some of the parcels have 

side access; others front access. All the properties are addressed per the interior roads; not 

Douglas Avenue. The variation in access impacts the layout of the fencing and creates multiple 

segments of fencing with driveways between the segments. From general appearance and initial 

design, the fencing serves to benefit specific properties along Douglas; the property on which the 

fence is installed. However, upgrading (optional; not essential) from fence to wall and 

constructing a standard wall structure for the full length along Douglas Avenue would yield an 

appearance of a structure that was designed to provide a community-designating barrier from 

which the full community received benefit. 

  

Replacement of the current fencing with new fencing is consistent with the requirements of the 

current Land Development Code. Based on the current Land Development Code, Apple Valley 

would not be required to replace the fence with a wall structure; a fence would be sufficient. 
 

 

MSBU Program Recommendation: 
 

The MSBU Program recommends that the Board deny the exception request based on the merits 

for having this exclusion in the Administrative Code and the consideration that a fence is 

sufficient to meet the requirements of the current Land Development Code. The MSBU Program 

recommends that the Board maintains the current language as stated in the Administrative Code 

and continues to give consideration for projects (failing to meet the criteria) on a case-by-case 

basis. 
 



Appliation for Exception Review 

Applicant Name: AQPLE \IA L L ~   PI !do00 YUH. Ernail: ~ ~ R @ A O L  .cod 1 
Mailing Address: 11 3 CAJOLE dl& 'ROAD - A L ~ .  58465; a. Phone: 

327f4 
Applicant Signature 

Applicant Type: upro&rty Owner a ~ o k e o w n e r  Association OManagement Company mother  
I 

Subdivision: ApaleVaJlev Parcel DMbference: 

U~ i s t r i c t  1 : Bob Dallari q District 2: Michael 

I APPLICABLE AOMNlSTRATWIE mDE #EaUiREMENT I I 1 

Administmiive Code Section 22.10 requires wall reconstruction project meet 
A community wall is defined as a permanent upright structure constructed of recast concrete used to 
prevent entrance, provide sound barrier, provide light abatement, andor community boundary. 
Replacement of fencing structures, defmed as a banier enclosing or bo 
used to define subdivisiodcommunity boundaries are not eligible 
potential use of the MSBU funding format to provide a rew 
community wall structure, or from no prior community structure 
In addition to the basic eligibility standards for all MSBU proj 
that must be met at time of application is as follows: 

I 

Existence of a damaged, destroyed, andlor deteri 
Community has no means to levylenforce a priv 
Owner has signed Letter@) of Intent for tempo County from all owners 
of properties upon which the proposed wall will be located. NO PROCEED WITHOUT 
THE C O W  RECEIVING TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP/EA FROM 100% OF THE 
OWNERS OF PROPERTY UPON WHICH 
Construction material requested is brick, block.stucco, or precast concrete 

I 

Applicant: (1) will provide waled design/mgheering plans suitable for public (2) WII 
substantiate ability to fund preliminary engineering, or (3) requests precast concrete 
require desigdengineering. 

The current subdivision perimeter barrier for Apple Valley that is proposed for :I 
establishment of an MSBU (non-ad valorem assessment funding) consists of 
per Administrative Code Section 22.10: N (1) (d) this proposed project 
uggrade to con- wall) is excluded fiom consideration for non 
Approval h m  the Board of County Commissioners is ~~ prior to 
proceeding with the project proposed by liaisons of the Apple Valley community. b 



Type of existing structure: Wood Block.Stucco Brick Other: 
Type of wall requested: Brick @ Block 1 Stucco Precast  Concrete/Pauel 

Does the community have a homeowner association? Yes No 
If yes, is the nature of the homeowner association? Voluntary Mandatory 
D m  the association have the authority to levy assessments for improvements proposed? Yes a NO 

What alternatives for securing private funding for this project have been tried/considered prior to s g MSBU Program 
assistance? E J E ~ V  Awm P ).I45 MAOE NI~HOUT' ~ M C C E ~ S  

I 
What percentage of the property owners would likely provide written codhmatlon of support for cipating in an MSBU 
purposed at hding  the proposed project if exception override were granted? 

4 0 %  20-54% 5s  - 64% 6s-80% @>go% 
------- 

Tkehd on which the x x i s t h n g s r n m ~  b u i r t i s i w ~ ~ i y ~ ~ n d i v i d u ~ l y ~ ~ e f  o ~ ~ r n e o ~ n t & s ~ o c i a t i o n  

If under individual ownership: 
1) Are 100% of the owners willing to grant short term leasehold/easement to the County? "'6" No 
2) Are 100% of the owners willing to grant long term leasehold/easement to a community association urposed at providing 
wall maintenance after the wall is constructed? yes No 

J UOMMUNITY BASED REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION CONSIDERATION 
(Check attachment box and provide attachment W additional space is needed.) 

-- 1 
I 

The applicant for this Exception Consideration is the Apple Valley Home Owners Asgociation located Seminole 
County, whose Commissioner in District 3 is Dick Van Der Wei&. We are respectfblly asking the Board 
exception to Adrniuistrative Code Section 22.10. This would allow us to be eligible un&r the MSBU 
fund a project which entails replacement of a damaged, and deteriorating stockade type fence to a 
concrete block finished with stucco. Currently the program only allows "like kind" replacement. 

I 
We are an active "voluntary" homeowners association that has worked hard continuously for the past 39 years, fo the betterment of our 
community and the s m u n d i i  area. Even though the nature of our association is 'Svoluntary" our active particip 'on is nearly 9Wo. 6 
While we are active and strong, we do not have the capacity to fmd such a project or enforce a private assessmen for this replacement. We are 
capable of securing temporary easemenfleasehold to be granted to the County fiom 100°? of the property owners here the wall will be placed. 
Construction materials will be as required, concrete blocMstucco. 

L 
I 

------------------ 

@iii&%iI of this inclusion into this Code, we will have the capacity to provide sealed d e s i g d e n g h ~  pl suitable for public 
bid/proamment, and we will be able to fund preliminary engineering, dp 

I 
I U n f o m l y  for us, when Apple Valley was permitted, walls were not mandatory, thus we are left without any pmvision for noise abatement 

fnsm either Inmtate 4 or Douglas Avenue, or separation k r n  all the commercial development along the latter ro . For all practical purposes, 
we have lost the ability to improve the character of our neighborhood; we are helpless in trying to provide some c tinuity and consistency to 
the entire community. We look with envy upon the aeshetics that walls provide along W p m  road. f 
Finally, we mspectfblly request that you provide us with the ability to tca down this dilapidated fmcs we have tridd to restore all these years, 
and replace it with a more permanent structure allowed within approved MSBU project types. This project would ork in everyone's favor; our 
neighborhood, the smundiing area, the community at large, surveyor's, design people, contractors and others wh need work. The time is right 
for us to get this done. 

f 
Thanking you in advance for your consideration in this matter. 

Residents of Apple Valley Homeowner's Association 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
(A) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $55,000.00 to the 
administrative costs of $1,351.90 for Case # 08-75-CEB on the property located at 3131 South 
Windchime Circle, Apopka - George A. and Lisa J. Norberg, and require this reduced amount 
to be paid within 90 days or the lien will revert to its original amount ($55,000.00) and upon 
payment in full, authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien (Staff 
Recommendation); or

(B) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $55,000.00 to an 
amount set by the Board of County Commissioners for Case # 08-75-CEB on the property 
located at 3131 South Windchime Circle, Apopka - George A. and Lisa J. Norberg, and require 
this reduced amount to be paid within 90 days or the lien will revert to its original amount 
($55,000.00) and upon payment in full, authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of 
Lien; or 

(C) Deny a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien in the amount of $55,000.00 for 
Case # 08-75-CEB on the property located at 3131 South Windchime Circle, Apopka - George 
A. and Lisa J. Norberg; or

(D) Approve a request to waive the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $55,000.00 for 
Case # 08-75-CEB on the property located at 3131 South Windchime Circle, Apopka - George 
A. and Lisa J. Norberg, and authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien.

BACKGROUND:

In response to a complaint, on October 4, 2007, the Code Enforcement Officer observed the 
following violations located at 3131 S. Windchime Circle, Apopka:  The accumulation of trash 
and debris; uncultivated vegetation in excess of 24” in height and located within 75’ from any 
structure and junked, abandoned or inoperable vehicle(s) not kept within an enclosed garage 
or an attached carport in violation of Seminole County Code Section 95.4, as defined in 
Section 95.3 (g), (h) and (l). 

Background time line is attached.

The Board considers the individual facts of each case when determining whether to reduce a 
lien.  In addition, the Board adopted the following guidelines on February 9, 1999 to use when 

 Regular 1/26/2010 Item # 27

 
SUBJECT: Code Enforcement Lien, Case 08-75-CEB, Request for Reduction of Penalty -
George A. and Lisa J. Norberg, 3131 South Windchime Circle, Apopka 

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Carolyn Jane Spencer EXT:

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Tina Williamson



considering lien reductions: 

1.    If an individual has acquired a property in which the lien was recorded and the individual 
bought the property with this knowledge, a waiver or reduction in lien should not be granted.  
In such cases, the lien should have been considered in reaching a purchase price. 

2.    If a lien is not considered when a title insurance policy is issued, a reduction of the lien to 
provide relief to a title insurer should not be granted.  To do so would place the County in the 
position of indemnifying an insurance company against its losses, which are reflected in 
premium charges. 

3.    If a lien has previously been reduced, and another request is received for a lien reduction, 
whether from the original property owner or new owner, a reduction or waiver should not be 
granted.  If the BCC grants relief to a violator, its action should be final and conclusive. 

4.    When considering a request and in developing a recommendation to the BCC, staff 
should evaluate the amount of the lien compared to the value of the property and the actions 
the violator did or did not take in attempting to resolve the code violation.  Per the Property
Appraiser information, the assessed value of the property is $101,957.00.  The lien totals 
$55,000.00. 

5.    When liens are satisfied as a result of either full payment or reduced/eliminated payment 
as directed by the BCC, the lien satisfaction instrument will be provided to the property owner 
who shall be responsible for recording the instrument in the land records.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board reduce the amount of the lien in the amount of $55,000.00 to
administrative costs of $1,351.90 for the property located at 3131 S. Windchime Circle, 
Apopka, based on the following facts: 

1)  Based on the financial hardship documentation provided by the Respondent, Staff 
recommends the lien be reduced to administrative costs only. 

Staff further recommends that this amount, $1,351.90, be paid within 90 days or the lien will
revert to its original amount ($55,000.00.00) and upon payment in full authorize the chairman 
to execute the Satisfaction of Lien. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Background time line
2. Request for Reduction
3. Financial Hardship Documentation
4. Estimate of Costs
5. Property Appraiser Data
6. Case history documents



7. Satisfaction of Lien

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Melissa Clarke )



BACKGROUND TIME LINE FOR CASE 08-75-CEB

GEORGE A. AND LISA J. NORBERG

DATE ACTION RESULT
October 15, 2007 Notice of Violation issued by Code

Enforcement Officer to George
and Lisa Norberg

Violations remain.

March 31, 2008 Statement of Violation and
Request for Hearing submitted to
County by Code Enforcement
Officer

Case opened and Amended Notice of
Hearing for June CEB sent to
Respondents on May 1, 2008.

Signed certified mail receipt returned to
Clerk dated May 6, 2008.

June 10, 2008 Code Enforcement Officer
continued hearing until July 24,
2009

July 24, 2008 Code Board Hearing – Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of Law and
Order

Lisa Norberg was present at the
hearing and stated that she could
be in compliance by November
30, 2008.

Order entered by Code Enforcement
Board giving a compliance date of
November 30, 2008 with a fine of
$250.00 per day if violations are not
corrected by compliance date.

December 18, 2008 Affidavit of Non-Compliance filed
by the Code Enforcement Officer
which stated that all three
violations remained on the
property

A letter was mailed to the Respondents
notifying them of a February hearing to
impose a lien. Signed certified mail
receipt returned to Clerk dated January
26, 2009.

February 26, 2009 Code Board Hearing

Lisa Norberg, Respondent, was
present at the hearing and
requested a two-month extension
due to the fact that her husband
was incarcerated.

Code Board continued the case until
the June 25, 2009 hearing.

June 25, 2009 Code Board Hearing – Order
Finding Non-Compliance and
Imposing Fine/Lien.

Respondents were not present at
the hearing.

Order entered by the Code
Enforcement Board imposing a lien of
$51,750.00 with fine continuing to
accrue at $250.00 per day until
compliance is obtained.

July 15, 2009 Affidavit of Compliance filed by
Code Enforcement Officer after
reinspection on July 9, 2009
stating that the violations were
corrected.

Lien totals $55,000.00 for 220 days of
non-compliance

October 16, 2009 Request for Reduction received George and Lisa Norberg submitted a
Request for Reduction (which is
attached) claiming a financial hardship.



































Regular 8 $0.41 $3.28
Certified 8 $5.32 $42.56

$45.84

Code Board Secretary 3 hours $38.00 $114.00
Code Board Attorney 1 hour $135.00 $135.00
Planning Manager’s Review 1 hour $186.00 $186.00
Planning & Development Director’s Review 1 hour $202.00 $202.00
Deputy County Manager’s Review 1 hour $259.00 $259.00
County Attorney’s Review 1 hour $135.00 $135.00

$1,031.00

$67.00

$1,143.84

$208.06

$1,351.90

Postage

Estimate of Costs
CEB Case # 08-75-CEB

GEORGE & LISA J. NORBERG

Costs for Recording Documents

Processing Time for Code Enforcement and BCC Action

TOTAL COST FOR PROCESSING CASE # 08-75-CEB

SHERIFF'S OFFICE ESTIMATED COST FOR PROCESSING CASE

# of first page docs - 5 # of additional page docs - 2
($10.00 first page, $8.50 each additional page)

PLANNING DIVISION ESTIMATED COST FOR PROCESSING CASE























SATISFACTION OF LIEN
AS TO PARTICULAR PARCEL

THIS instrument disclaims and releases the lien imposed by the Order Finding Non-

Compliance and Imposing Fine/Lien, issued by the Seminole County Code Enforcement Board

in Case No. 08-75-CEB, filed against GEORGE A & LISA J NORBERG and filed by and on

behalf of Seminole County, on June 25, 2009, and recorded in Official Records Book 07219,

Pages 0972 - 0973, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, against the following

described real property:

LEG LOT 139 BEL AIRE HILLS UNIT 2 PB 22 PGS 89-90

The undersigned is authorized to and does hereby disclaim and release the lien as to the

whole of the above-described real property, and consents that the same be discharged of

record.

DATED this _____ day of _______________, 20____.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:
MARYANNE MORSE BOB DALLARI, Chairman
Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of Date:
Seminole County, Florida

For the use and reliance As authorized for execution by the
of Seminole County only. Board of County Commissioners at their
Approved as to form and January 26, 2010 regular meeting.
legal sufficiency.

County Attorney
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Informational Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2009/10 - for the period ending December 
31, 2009.

BACKGROUND:
Pursuant to Seminole County Administrative Code 22.5, Section I(3)(b), the Board of County 
Commissioners has empowered the County Manager or designee, as designated Budget 
Officer, to authorize specified intra-departmental budget amendments.  In compliance with 
Section I(4)(b) of the referenced code, reporting is being provided to the Board of all budget 
amendments approved under the administrative authority granted and of budgetary 
performance and status throughout the fiscal year.
Seminole County Administrative Code 22.5, Section I (3)(b) authorizes the following: 

  "(i)  Transfers of non-project appropriations within a fund or subfund and within a department 
or division that do not alter or amend a Department's or Division's Board approved work plan.

  (ii)  Transfers of appropriations among  subfunds/business units and object classifications 
established to facilitate compliance with a specific grant funding agreement.

  (iii)  Transfers among sub-objects within a project within a fund or subfund or among a Family 
of Projects, when deemed necessary as a management tool.

  (iv)  Transfer from Project Contingency to provide additional funds required for a deficient 
capital outlay project.

  (v)  Transfer to Project Contingency from a capital outlay project upon completion of the 
unexpended budget.

  (vi)  Transfer required for the sole purpose of proper accounting treatment of the item, which 
do not modify the original budgetary intent."

Attached is a status report for all FY 2009/10 intra-departmental budget amendments 
approved (under the administrative authority granted) for the period ending December 31,
2009.

 Briefing 1/26/2010 Item # 28

 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2009/10 - for the period ending December 
31, 2009.

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Betty Segal EXT: 7171

County-wide Lin Polk



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Status Report FY09-10

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



DFS REPORT
FY 2009/10

Fund Name From (Object Class)

Department Division To (Object Class)
MSBU Program

Community Services
Disaster Preparedness 

Fund Operating Expenditures
Public Safety Capital Outlay

Water & Sewer Fund
Environmental Svc

Various Personal Services

Public Works Operating Expenditures

Water & Sewer

Various

Water Mgmt/ 
Wastewater Mgmt

Water and Sewer 
Operations

Description

N/A

055608

Transfer 
Type

I(3)(b)
From Business 

Unit Name
To Business Unit 

Name
From Project 

Name
To Project 

Name Amount

075100 010302

N/A

(ii)

 $           35,000  (i)  

Move Chargebacks from 075100 to 010302 $           15,346 

Provide funding for financial consultant 
from salaries

(vi)

Purchase of a backup generator for the 
County’s Special Needs Shelter. $           36,557 

(vi) $   22,261,236 
Combine 2 Program Budgets into 1, as 
requested by Finance

DFS #

10‐01 10/16/09

Date Approved 
by County 
Manager

Emergency Management

10‐03 10/16/09

MSBU

10‐02 10/16/09

11/17/0910‐04 N/A N/A

055608

Grayed area has been previously reported
* Voided
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the Grant of Utility Easement Agreement and associated Conceptual Site Plan for 
a Florida Power and Light (FPL) electrical substation to be located at the Yankee Lake Water 
Treatment Facility, on approximately 5.02 acres and authorize the Chairman to execute the
aforementioned documents, based on staff findings (Seminole County and Florida Power and 
Light, applicants); or

2. Deny the Grant of Utility Easement Agreement and associated Conceptual Site Plan for a 
Florida Power and Light (FPL) electrical substation to be located at the Yankee Lake Water 
Treatment Facility, on approximately 5.02 acres (Seminole County and Florida Power and
Light, applicants); 

3. Continue the request until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

At its meeting on November 10, 2009, the Board of County Commissioners requested a public 
hearing to review and approve the Grant of Utility Easement Agreement and Conceptual Site 
Plan for the proposed FPL substation at the Yankee Lake Water Treatment Facility.  The 
County Attorney's Office has prepared the Grant of Utility Easement Agreement in 
collaboration with staff from Environmental Services and Planning and Development. The 
subject property has a Future Land Use designation of Public and is zoned A-1 (Agriculture), 
which permits the proposed use. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve the Grant of Utility Easement Agreement and assiciated 
Conceptual Site Plan  for a Florida Power and Light (FPL) electrical substation to be located at 
the Yankee Lake Water Treatement Facility, on approximately 5.02 acres and and authorize 
the Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents, based on staff findings.

 Public Hearing 1/26/2010 Item # 29

 
SUBJECT: 1. Grant of Utility Easement Agreement Seminole County/ Florida Power and 
Light ; 2. Conceptual Site Plan

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Tina Williamson EXT: 7375

District 5 Brenda Carey Alan Willis



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maps and Aerials
2. Reduced Copy of Site Plan
3. Easement Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Susan Dietrich )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the request for a PUD Major Amendment to the Loma Vista PUD and Addendum 
#1 to the Loma Vista PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, containing 56.86 acres, 
located west of the intersection of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive, and authorize the chairman to 
execute the aforementioned documents, based on staff findings (Mark Clayton, applicant); or

2. Deny the requested PUD Major Amendment to the Loma Vista PUD, containing 56.86 
acres, located west of the intersection of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive, and authorize the 
Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order (Mark Clayton, applicant); or

3. Continue this item until a time and date certain. 

BACKGROUND:

The Loma Vista PUD (Planned Unit Development) was originally approved in 1999 as a multi-
use Commercial, Industrial and Multi-Family development. A majority of the tracts in the PUD
have been developed, except for Tract D due to the location of a wetland area.  The applicant 
is requesting a major amendment to the PUD by proposing an additional access point for Tract 
D.  The Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.448 requires that any 
application “which affects the intent and character of the development, land use pattern, the 
location or dimensions of major streets …..shall be reviewed and approved by the Board of
County Commissioners”.   

The current access road located on Via Loma Drive is not suitable to access Tract D-1.  There
is an existing wetland located within Tract D-1 which does not make it feasible to allow access 
to the lot.  Since the PUD is requesting cross access with a parcel not located within the PUD, 
the developer commissioned a letter from the adjoining property owner whom is in agreement 
with the proposed access point.  A copy of the letter from the adjoining property owner in 
agreement is attached to this agenda item.    

The proposed cross access point for Tract D-1 would allow for the developer to construct a
building with more suitable access than what was originally approved for this tract.  Staff feels 
that the proposed access is suitable for the development of the tract, it will decrease the 
footprint of the development, and not cause a hardship to the adjoining property owner or the 
surrounding neighborhood.  

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

 Public Hearing 1/26/2010 Item # 30

 
SUBJECT: Loma Vista PUD Major Amendment

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Alison Stettner CONTACT: Ian Sikonia EXT: 7398

District 1 Bob Dallari Ian Sikonia



 

The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 7 to 0 to recommend approval of the requested 
PUD Major Amendment to the Loma Vista PUD and Addendum #1 to the Loma Vista PUD 
Developer’s Commitment Agreement, containing 56.86 acres, located west of the intersection 
of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive, based on staff's findings.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve the requested PUD Major Amendment to the Loma 
Vista PUD and Addendum #1 to the Loma Vista PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, 
containing 56.86 acres, located west of the intersection of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Future Land Use and Zoning Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Final Master Plan
5. Addendum #1 to the Loma Vista PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement
6. Letter of Support
7. Original Loma Vista PUD Developers Commitment Agreement
8. Denial Development Order
9. Ownership Disclosure Form

10. Minutes

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

JANUARY 6, 2010

Members present: Walt Eismann, Melanie Chase, Kimberly Day, Rob Wolf, Matt
Brown, Michael Bowdoin and Dudley Bates.

Members absent: None

Staff present: Alison Stettner, Planning and Development Manager; Tina Williamson,
Assistant Planning Manager; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County Attorney; Lee
Shafer, Principal Engineer, Development Review Division; Dick Boyer, Senior Planner,
Planning Division; Jeffrey Hopper, Senior Planner, Planning Division; Ian Sikonia,
Senior Planner, Planning Division; Joy Williams, Planner, Planning Division; Brian
Walker, Senior Planner, Development Division; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the
Planning and Zoning Commission.

Public Hearing Items:

C. Loma Vista PUD Major Amendment; Mark Clayton, applicant; 56.86 acres;
Request for a PUD Major Amendment to the Loma Vista PUD and Addendum #1 to the
Loma Vista PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, containing 56.86 acres, located
west of the intersection of SR 426 and Via Loma Drive. (Z2009-22)

District 1 - Dallari
Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner

Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner - presented this item and stated that the Loma Vista PUD
was originally approved in 1999 as a multi-use Commercial, Industrial and Multi-Family
development. A majority of the tracts in the PUD have been developed, except for Tract
D due to the location of a wetland. The Applicant is requesting a major amendment to
the PUD by proposing an additional access point for Tract D.

The current access road is located on Via Loma Drive and is not suitable to access
Tract D. There is an existing wetland located within Tract D which does not make it
feasible to access that lot. Since the PUD is requesting cross access with a parcel not
located within the PUD, the developer commissioned a letter from the adjoining property
owner whom is in agreement with the access point. A copy of the letter from the
adjoining property owner in agreement has been attached to the agenda report.

The proposed cross access point for Tract D would allow for the developer to construct
a building with more suitable access than what was originally approved for in this tract.
Staff feels that the proposed access is suitable for the development of the tract and
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would not cause a hardship to the adjoining property owner or the surrounding
neighborhood.

Staff has received no letters of support or opposition to the proposed PUD Major
Amendment and recommends approval of this request.

The Applicant was available for questions but did not wish to speak at this time.

No one spoke in favor or opposition to this request from the audience.

Commissioner Wolf made a motion to approve this request.

Commissioner Brown seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 7 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve legislative priorities.

BACKGROUND:

Consider legislative issues and priorities including the radio conversion project from analog to 
digital. 

Attachment will be provided prior to the BCC meeting. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Board approval of legislative priorities. 

 Legislative Update 1/26/2010 Item # 31

 
SUBJECT: Legislative Update

DEPARTMENT:  County Manager Office DIVISION: Business Office - CMO

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Sabrina O'Bryan EXT: 7224

County-wide Sabrina O'Bryan

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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