
SEMINOLE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA
Tuesday, March 25, 2008

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. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of March 23rd through March 29th, 2008 as "John
E. Polk Correctional Facility Jail Chaplain Appreciation Week".

2. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of March 24th through March 30th, 2008 as
"National Community Development Week".

3. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of March 30th through April 6th, 2008 as "Children's
Week in Seminole County" and April 6th, 2008 as "Parent's and Children's Day in
Seminole County".

4. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of April 6th through April 12th, 2008 as National
County Government Week themed "Protecting Our Children".

5. Resolution - Proclaiming the month of April as "Florida's Water Conservation Month".

Consent Agenda

• County Manager's Consent Agenda (Items No. 6 - 35)

Administrative Services
Purchasing and Contracts

6 . Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-2825-07/BHJ -
Preliminary Engineering and Final Design Services for SR 434 Intersection
Improvements - Rangeline Road to CR 427 with Horizon Engineering Group, Orlando,
Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $600,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).
(Ray Hooper)

7 . Approve Amendment #1 to M-401-03/PWM with de la Parte & Gilbert of Tampa, Florida,
to change the payment of services as Not-To-Exceed the annual budget adopted by the
Environmental Services Department for legal services related to environmental



permitting, and to increase rates as identified in the revised Exhibit B included within the
Amendment. In addition, extend the current term by two years through November 30,
2010 with two (2) additional two-year options for renewal and authorize the County
Attorney to execute the Amendment. (Ray Hooper)

8 . Approve Amendment #1 to RFP-4214-04/TLR - Security Repairs, Maintenance and
Upgrades Agreement with Site Secure, Inc., Sanford, Florida, to increase rates as
identified in the revised Exhibit C included in the Amendment. Also, approve the revised
Estimated Annual Usage of $750,000.00. (Ray Hooper)

9 . Approve Amendments to PS-1074-06/TRJ with Ardaman & Associates, Inc. of Orlando,
Florida; Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, Florida; and Professional Service
Industries, (PSI) Inc. of Orlando, Florida, to add additional Pay Items as identified in the
revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for each Consultant. In addition,
approve the increased rates as requested by Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park,
Florida, included in the revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for Nodarse &
Associates, Inc. (Ray Hooper)

10 . Award CC-2938-07/VFT - Orange Boulevard Utility Adjustments & Roadway
Improvements to Southern Site Works, Inc., Zephyrhills, FL, in the amount of
$6,645,961.00, for all labor, materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services and
incidentals required to perform all work necessary to construct Water Mains, Force
Mains, Reclaimed Water Mains, Storm Sewer systems, remove and/or place out of
service existing utilities, roadway realignment and widening, roadway milling and
resurfacing and associated tasks for the project. This Project is located in Northwest
Seminole County, Florida, along Orange Boulevard from State Road 46A to State Road
46. (Ray Hooper)

11 . Waive the procurement process in accordance with Sec. 220.5 of the Purchasing Code
and authorize staff to issue Purchase Orders to Mary Brodeur Hope for financial
consulting services at $75.00 per hour, in accordance with approved budget. (Ray
Hooper)

Community Services
Community Assistance

12 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the First Amendment to the Seminole
County/Central Florida Family Health Center, Inc. HUD/CDBG Subrecipient Agreement
Program Year 2006 -2007 District 5 - Carey (Rob Heenan)

13 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Seminole County/Seminole County
Housing Authority Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Subrecipient Agreement Program
Year 2007-2008. (Buddy Balagia)

14 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Second Amendment to Seminole
County/The Center for Affordable Housing, Inc, HOME Program Community Housing
Development Organization Rental Housing Development Agreement Program Years
2003-2004, 2004-2005 and 2005-2006. District 5 - Carey (Buddy Balagia)



15 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution Terminating the Restated
Seminole County/Seminole County Housing Authority Tenant Based Rental Assistance
Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2003-2004. (Buddy Balagia)

16 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfactions of Second Mortgage
for households assisted under the SHIP Home Ownership Assistance Program and the
Emergency Repair Housing Program. (Shirley Boyce)

Probation

17 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Memorandum of Understanding
between Seminole County and Seminole County Sheriff's Office Computer Software
Services to continue a collaborative working relationship. (Derek Gallagher)

Economic Development
Tourism

18 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement with Scottish-American
Society of Central Florida, Inc. for the 2008 Central Florida Scottish Highland Games in
the amount of $25,000.00. (William McDermott)

Environmental Services
Business Office

19 . Approve release of the original Water & Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond in the amount
of $11,973.98 for the project known as Traditions at Alafaya Phase 1. District 1 - Dallari
(Bob Briggs)

20 . Approve the release of the original Water and Sewer Maintenance Bond in the amount
of $979.00 for the project known as Isola Retail Center. District 5 - Carey (Bob Briggs)

21 . Approve the release of the original Water and Sewer Performance Bond in the amount
of $83,493.88 for the project known as Aloma Park Center. District 1 - Dallari (Bob
Briggs)

Solid Waste Management

22 . Approve and authorize scheduling and advertising a Public Hearing for the proposed
Ordinance amending Chapter 235 Seminole County Code authorizing the removal of
private property debris during post-disaster environments for eligibility of FEMA
assistance. (Richard Meinert)

23 . Approve and authorize Chairman to execute Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity for Orlando Waste Paper Company, Inc. (Richard Meinert)



24 . Approve renewal of the Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreement for Commercial Solid
Waste Collection Services, as amended, with Container Rental Company, Inc., for a
period from October 1, 2007 to September 30, 2008. (Richard Meinert)

Fiscal Services
Administration - Fiscal Services

25 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolution to ratify
issuance by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily Housing
Revenue Bonds in an amount not to exceed $9,000,000.00. (Lisa Spriggs)

26 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a grant agreement with the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection in acceptance of $148,500.00 in grant funds for
the Big Tree Park Trailhead. (Lisa Spriggs)

Budget

27 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-46 through the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund in
the amount of $325,000.00 in order to advance the scheduling of the County Road 427
at State Road 436 Intersection Improvement project and establish reimbursement of
project costs through a Joint Participation Agreement with the Florida Department of
Transporation. (Lin Polk)

28 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-47 through the Public Safety Federal Grants Fund to
recognize equipment valued at $412,273.00 received under the Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) with the Orange County Sheriff's Office for participation in the Urban
Area Securities Initiative. (Lin Polk)

29 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-48 through the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund in
the amount of $1,800,000.00 to reduce the funding for the Orange Boulevard project.
(Lin Polk)

30 . Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget Change Request #08-18
through the General Fund in the amount of $330,000.00 to transfer from the Land
Acquisition Project (00243101) to the Jetta Point Park Project for the Purchase of the
Clark property (00234601).
(Lin Polk)

MSBU

31 . Approve and authorize scheduling and advertising of a public hearing for considering
the Lake Myrtle Restoration MSBU assessment resolution. District 4 - Henley (Kathy
Moore)



Public Safety
Animal Services

32 . Approve to sponsor Tag Day 2008 to be held Sunday, May 4, 2008, and authorization to
waive the rabies vaccination and animal identification microchip implant fees during this
event. (Tad Stone)

Public Works
Engineering

33 . Accept and authorize the Chairman to execute a Perpetual Stormwater Easement for
the Sweetwater Cove Tributary Surface Water Restoration Project, Phase IIIB -
Dredging/Revegetation of Sweetwater Cove Lake. District 3 - Van Der Weide (Jerry
McCollum)

34 . Adopt a Resolution amending the Seminole County Administrative Code by the addition
of a new Section 34.20, “Signing and Lighting Seminole County Trail and Pedestrian
Overpasses/Tunnels Policy”. (Jerry McCollum)

35 . Adopt a Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a Joint Participation
Agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation to facilitate intersection
improvements on State Road 436 at Ronald Reagan Boulevard (County Road 427);
FDOT-Financial Management Number 424257-1-58-01 (Capital Improvement Project
Number 00191662). District 4 - Henley (Jerry McCollum)

• County Attorney's Consent Agenda (Items No. 36 - 37)

County Attorney's Office
Litigation

36 . Huntington Pointe Homeowners Association, Inc. - Approval of a proposed
negotiated settlement relating to Parcel Number 126 on the Lake Emma Road
improvement project. The proposed negotiated settlement is at the sum of $37,675.00
inclusive of all land value, improvements, cost to cure, damages, statutory interest, total
attorney&rsquo;s fees, expert fees and cost reimbursements. Judge Galluzzo. District 4
- Henley (Bob McMillan)

Property Acquisition

37 . Execute Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement - Lake Emma Road
Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement (Parcel Numbers 126, 755, 835A/835B and
848) between Seminole County and Florida Power Corporation d/b/a Progress Energy
Florida, Inc., in conjunction with the Lake Emma Road improvement project. District 4 -
Henley (Bob McMillan)



• Constitutional Officers Consent Agenda (Items No. 38 - 40)

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

38 . Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated February 25 and March 3, 2008; Approval
of BCC Official Minutes dated February 26, 2008. (Dave Godwin)

Sheriff's Office (Don Eslinger, Sheriff)

39 . Law Enforcement Trust Fund - Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to
contribute $12,000.00 from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to provide funds for
"Project Graduation" to Seminole County high schools. (Penny Fleming)

40 . Law Enforcement Trust Fund - Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to
contribute $2,000.00 from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to the Central Florida
Freedom School operated by Free to Be Me, Inc. (Penny Fleming)

Regular Agenda

41 . Community Redevelopment Agency - Consider the adoption of a Resolution
delegating the authority to the City of Oviedo to establish a Community Redevelopment
Agency.
(Dori DeBord)

County Manager's Briefing

42 . Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2007/08 - Informational briefing. No action
required. (Lin Polk)

43 . Heroes Memorial Update - Approval of conceptual plan for the Heroes Memorial and
authorization to proceed with final design. (Meloney Lung)

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

44 . PUD Major Amendment, Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum # 3 - To the
ETOR PUD Developer&rsquo;s Commitment Agreement for approximately 6.75 acres,
located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd. (Robert
Horian) District 4 - Henley (Austin Watkins)

45 . PUD Major Amendment, Rezone Ordinance - From PUD (Planned Unit Development)
to PUD (Planned Unit Development), Revised Preliminary Master Plan and Revised and
Restated Development Order for approximately 22.3 acres, located approximately 230
feet west of the intersection of Orange Blvd. and Dunbar Ave. (KBC Development)
District 5 - Carey (Austin Watkins)

46 . Voluntary Billboard Agreement - Between Seminole County and Clear Channel
Outdoor, located west of I-4 approximately 1400 feet southeast of the intersection of
Orange Blvd and Dunbar Ave. (Clear Channel Outdoor) District 5 - Carey (Austin
Watkins)

47 . Rezone - From OP (Office) to OP (Office) on approximately 4.84 acres, located on the
southeast corner of the intersection of College Drive and Lake Mary Boulevard.
(Matthew Hodge) District 5 - Carey (Austin Watkins)

48 . Ethics Ordinance - Consider adoption of the Ethics Ordinance as presented.
(Bob McMillan)

Legislative Update

49 . Staff to update Board on the legislative activities. (Sabrina O'Bryan)

• Chairman's Report

• District Commissioner's Report

• Committee Report

• County Manager's Report

• County Attorney's Report

• Items For Future Agenda - Commission, Staff or Citizens

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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Resolution No. -2008_____ 

R E S O L U T I O N 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS 
ADOPTED AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF 
THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, ON THE 
25TH DAY OF MARCH, A.D., 2008. 

WHEREAS, there is always a need for availability of a religious 

program in the John E. Polk Correctional Facility; and 

WHEREAS, such a program contributes greatly both to the 

tranquility of jail inmates and perhaps to their future lives; and 

WHEREAS, the Good News Jail and Prison Ministries and the 

churches of Seminole County have made possible the continued presence of a 

Jail Chaplaincy and its continuous commitment to assistance of jail inmates 

needing help; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that we, the members of 

the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida, in grateful 

appreciation of services on behalf of the community, do hereby proclaim the 

week of March 23rd through March 29th, 2008, as 

“John E. Polk Correctional Facility Jail Chaplain Appreciation Week” 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that we urge the citizens of 

Seminole County who desire to do so, whenever possible, to participate in the 

support of this Jail Chaplaincy. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution be spread upon 

the Official Minutes by the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Seminole County, Florida, 

and that this Resolution be presented to the representative of the Good News 

Jail and Prison Ministries. 

  ADOPTED this 25th day of March, A.D. 2008. 

***********

ATTEST:

_______________________  __________________________ 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the  Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  Board of County Commissioners 
in and for the County of Seminole,  
State of Florida     
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Resolution No. 2008-R-__________________ 

RESOLUTION 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE REGULAR 
MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE 

COUNTY, FLORIDA, ON THE 25th DAY OF MARCH, AD., 2008. 

  WHEREAS, the week of March 24 – March 30, 2008 has been designated as 

National Community Development Week, and Seminole County, Florida is a participant 

in the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program which funds a variety of 

programs in this community; and 

WHEREAS, Seminole County has invested $51,405,502 of CDBG funds into 

improving the quality of life for low and moderate income residents throughout the 

County since the program’s inception in 1985; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners recognizes that the CDBG 

program is a partnership of Federal, State, and local government, business, non-profit 

and community efforts, and that the vital services funded by the CDBG program, 

administered by the Community Development Office and often delivered by local non-

profit organizations, relies heavily on the dedication of good will to realize our combined 

efforts; and 

WHEREAS, during National Community Development Week 2008, Seminole 

County gives special thanks and recognition to all participants whose hard work and 

devotion to neighborhoods and their low and moderate income residents, help insure the 

high quality and effectiveness of the CDBG program: 

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

of Seminole County, Florida that this Resolution designate March 24 - March 30, 2008 

as National Community Development Week and that this Resolution be spread upon the 

Official Minutes by the Clerk of the Circuit Court in and for the County of Seminole. 

ADOPTED this 25th day of March, 2008.  

ATTEST:

____________________________
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the 
Board of County Commissioners 
in and for the County of Seminole, 
State of Florida 

_________________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners 
Seminole County, Florida 
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Resolution No. 2008-R

RESOLUTION
THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA ON 
THE 25th DAY OF MARCH, A.D., 2008. 

WHEREAS, the 13th Annual Children’s Week “Celebrating Parents and Children” 

will take place in Tallahassee March 30, 2008 to April 6, 2008, bringing thousands of 

parents, children, professionals, community leaders and concerned citizens together to 

share valuable knowledge and information about children’s issues across the state and 

in our Capitol city; and 

WHEREAS, the purpose of Children’s Week is to create a shared vision of the 

State of Florida’s commitment to its children and families and to engage a long-term 

process to develop and implement strategies for moving that shared vision forward; and 

encourage Children’s Week activities to occur locally in all of Florida’s counties to 

strengthen and enrich our families and our communities; and 

WHEREAS, Children’s Week has teamed up with Community Based Care of 

Seminole,  The Association of Early Learning Coalitions, the Florida Department of 

Health’s Step Up, Florida! program, Prevent Child Abuse Florida’s Winds of Change

campaign, and dozens of leading statewide non-profit organizations to expand the 

network of community involvement and advocacy on a wide array of children and family 

issues at the local level; and 

WHEREAS, Community Based Care of Seminole is part of a larger statewide 

privatization initiative intended to better serve abused and neglected children in our 

communities, and it is the mission of CBC of Seminole that all families in Seminole 

County are able to safely care for their children by engaging, protecting and inspiring 

every child, every day;  and 

WHEREAS, The Early Learning Coalition of Seminole, is one of 31 Early 

Learning Coalitions in the State of Florida legislatively mandated to manage and 

oversee state and federal funded early education and care programs in Seminole 

County so that children will have the optimum health, education and care they need to 

promote early learning to become successful in school and in life; and 

WHEREAS, Step Up, Florida! is an annual statewide health initiative developed 

by the Florida Department of Health that promotes the importance of daily physical 

activity and highlights the variety of physical activity opportunities available for all 

Florida residents by hosting local events throughout the month of February.  Step Up, 

Florida! activities are coordinated by the local Chronic Disease Health Promotion and 

Education Coordinators (CDHPEC’s) in all 67 counties; and  



WHEREAS, in recognition of Child Abuse Prevention Month, Prevent Child 

Abuse Florida, in partnership with the Ounce of Prevention Fund and the Florida 

Department of Children and Families, is launching a statewide public awareness and 

education campaign during April 2008 with the campaign theme Wind’s of Change – 

Turning Choices Into Change, symbolized by the pinwheel, representing this shift or 

wind of change; and 

WHEREAS, multiple local and statewide non-profit organizations representing 

many different children’s issues are participating in the celebration of Children’s Week in 

each county, providing a holistic approach to the well-being of children and 

encompassing all issues which impact Florida’s Children and Families;  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of County 

Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida, hereby proclaims March 30 – April 6, 2008 

as CHILDREN’S WEEK IN SEMINOLE COUNTY and April 6, 2008 as PARENTS AND 
CHILDREN’S DAY IN SEMINOLE COUNTY.  Originally established as “Children’s Day” 

in 1988, the 2002 Florida Legislature renamed this official, statewide Florida holiday as 

“Parents and Children’s Day” to more fully reflect support of the most important 

institution in Florida - - the family.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 

Seminole County, Florida, that this Resolution be spread upon the Official Minutes by 

the Clerk of the Circuit Court in and for the County of Seminole. 

ADOPTED, this 25th day March, A.D. 2008.  

***************************** 

ATTEST:

__________________________   
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the Board Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Of County Commissioners in and for Board of County Commissioners 
The County of Seminole, Florida Date:  
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Resolution No. 2008-R _______ 

RESOLUTION

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT 
THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
ON THE 25TH DAY OF MARCH, 2008, A.D. 

WHEREAS, Seminole County Government provides a variety of essential 
public services to more than 425,000 citizens; and 

WHEREAS, Seminole County Government takes seriously its 
responsibility to protect and enhance the health, welfare and safety of all its 
citizens, including its youngest, in sensible and cost-effective ways; and

 WHEREAS, many county government services directly touch the lives of 
children and families; and 

WHEREAS, child abuse is the leading cause of death for children under 4 
years of age; and 

WHEREAS, more than 500,000 children are in foster care, removed from 
their families, as a result of suspected abuse or neglect; and 

WHEREAS, approximately 4,000 reports of child abuse are reported 
annually in Seminole County; and 

WHEREAS, one in five girls and one in 10 boys will be sexually victimized 
before adulthood. 

 NOW, THEREFORE  BE IT RESOLVED,  that the Board of County 
Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida  joins with County Governments all 
across the nation to celebrate National County Government Week in recognition 
of the leadership, innovation and valuable service provided by the nation’s 
counties, especially in the protection and welfare of children.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of County Commissioners 
hereby proclaims the week of April 6 - 12, 2008 as:

National County Government Week 
 in Seminole County 

“Protecting Our Children” 

ADOPTED this 25th day of March, 2008, A.D.

ATTEST:

_____________________________       _____________________________
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the    Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners in   Board of County Commissioners 
and for the County of Seminole, 
State of Florida 
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RESOLUTION NO. _______     

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED BY THE 
BOARD  OF  COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  OF  SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF MARCH 25, 2008. 

WHEREAS, water is a basic and essential need of every living creature; and 

WHEREAS, The State of Florida, Water Management Districts and Seminole 
County Board of County Commissioners are working together to increase awareness 
about the importance of water conservation; and 

WHEREAS, Seminole County and the State of Florida have designated April as: 

Florida’s Water Conservation Month 

typically a dry month when water demands are most acute to educate citizens about 
how they can help save Florida’s precious water resources; and 

WHEREAS, Seminole County has always encouraged and supported water 
conservation, through various educational programs and special events; and 

WHEREAS, every business, industry, school and citizen can make a difference 
when it comes to conserving water; and 

WHEREAS, every business, industry, school and citizen can help by saving 
water and thus promote a healthy economy and community; and 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County 
Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida do hereby proclaim the month of April as 
Water Conservation Month.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Seminole County, 
Florida is calling upon each citizen and business to help protect our precious resource 
by practicing water saving measures and becoming more aware of the need to save 
water.

ADOPTED this 25th day of March, 2008 A.D. 

ATTEST:

_________________________        By: __________________________ 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the          Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners           Board of County Commissioners 
of Seminole County, Florida 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-2825-07/BHJ - Preliminary 
Engineering and Final Design Services for SR 434 Intersection Improvements - Rangeline 
Road to CR 427 with Horizon Engineering Group, Orlando, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount 
of $600,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

BACKGROUND:

PS-2825-07/BHJ will provide Preliminary & Final Design Services for the addition of auxiliary 
lanes to improve the operations of the intersections of SR 434 and Florida Central Parkway 
and SR 434 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd.). These improvements may include, but are 
not limited to, roadway design, drainage design, utility coordination, signing and marking, 
signalization design, survey and right-of-way mapping. The project approach will provide for 
three phases in the Scope of Services, Preliminary Engineering, Final Design & Environmental 
Permitting, and Post Design Services.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received nineteen (19) submittals (listed 
alphabetically:

• Balmoral Group, Inc.
• Calvin, Giordano & Associates, Inc.
• Comprehensive Engineering Services, Inc.
• Consul-Tech Transportation, Inc.
• C3TS, PA
• CPH Engineers, Inc.
• DRMP, Inc.
• Eisman & Russo, Inc.
• GAI Consultants, Inc.
• Horizon Engineering Group, Inc.
• Infrastructure Engineering, Inc.
• Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson (JMT)
• Keith & Schnars, Inc.
• Metric Engineering, Inc.
• Miller Legg
• Moffatt & Nichol
• Pegasus Engineering, LLC

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 6

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-2825-07/BHJ - Preliminary Engineering and Final 
Design Services for SR 434 Intersection Improvements - Rangeline Road to CR 427

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: David Santiago EXT: 7106

County-wide Ray Hooper



• Volkert & Associates, Inc.
• WBQ Design & Engineering, Inc.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Brett Blackadar, Principal Engineer, Public 
Works - Engineering; Jerry McCollum, County Engineer, Public Works; and Shad Smith, 
Principal Engineer, Public Works - Engineering; evaluated the submittals and agreed to 
shortlist four (4) firms. The Evaluation Committee interviewed these firms giving consideration 
to the following criteria: 

• Project Approach/Understanding of the Project
• Qualifications of the Proposed Team
• Similar Work Experience 
• Innovation/Cost Saving Ideas

The attached backup documentation includes the Bid Tabulation, the Presentation Summary &
Scoring Sheets, the Evaluation Summary Sheet and the Project Scope. The Evaluation 
Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking below and authorize staff to 
negotiate rates with the top ranked firm in accordance with F.S. 287.055, the Consultants 
Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA): 

1. C3TS
2. Horizon Engineering Group
3. JMT
4. Moffatt & Nichol

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-2825-07/BHJ - Preliminary Engineering and Final Design Services for SR 434 Intersection 
Improvements - Rangeline Road to CR 427 with Horizon Engineering Group, Orlando, Florida 
(Estimated Usage Amount of $600,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-2825-07 BHJ Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb
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EXHIBIT A-1

DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES 
PHASE I – PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING  

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ 
County CIP Number: 00205304
Financial Project ID: 240233-4
Description:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County

PS-2825-07/BHJ
November 20, 2007 SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 



EXHIBIT A-2 

1 PURPOSE ______________________________________________________________________________1

2 PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ANALYSIS _________________________________________________1

2.1 Project Description ________________________________________________________________2
2.2 Review/Update of PD&E Study ______________________________________________________2
2.3 Roadway Alignment Analysis ________________________________________________________2
2.4 Preliminary Roadway Design Analysis _________________________________________________2
2.5 Preliminary Stormwater Design Analysis _______________________________________________2
2.6 Costs Estimates ___________________________________________________________________2
2.7 Conceptual Drawings_______________________________________________________________2
2.8 Preliminary Engineering Report ______________________________________________________2
2.9 Project Schedule __________________________________________________________________3
2.10 Submittals _______________________________________________________________________3

3 SURVEY _______________________________________________________________________________3

3.1 Horizontal Project Network Control (HPNC) ____________________________________________3
3.2 Vertical Project Network Control (VPNC) ______________________________________________3
3.3 Alignment and/or Existing Right of Way Lines __________________________________________3
3.4 Aerial Targets ____________________________________________________________________4
3.5 Reference Points __________________________________________________________________4
3.6 Digital Terrain Model DTM/3D ______________________________________________________4
3.7 Topography (2D) __________________________________________________________________4
3.8 Roadway Cross Sections/Profiles _____________________________________________________4
3.9 Side Street Surveys ________________________________________________________________4
3.10 Underground Utilities ______________________________________________________________4
3.11 Outfall Survey ____________________________________________________________________4
3.12 Drainage Survey __________________________________________________________________4
3.13 Bridge Survey (Minor/Major) ________________________________________________________4
3.14 Channel Survey ___________________________________________________________________5
3.15 Pond Site Survey __________________________________________________________________5
3.16 Mitigation Survey _________________________________________________________________5
3.17 Jurisdiction Line Survey ____________________________________________________________5
3.18 Geotechnical Support_______________________________________________________________5
3.19 Sectional/Grant Survey _____________________________________________________________5
3.20 Subdivision Location _______________________________________________________________5
3.21 Maintained R/W___________________________________________________________________5
3.22 Boundary Survey __________________________________________________________________5
3.23 Water Boundary Survey_____________________________________________________________5
3.24 Right of Way Staking / Right of Way Line ______________________________________________5
3.25 Right of Way Monumentation ________________________________________________________6
3.26 Line Cutting______________________________________________________________________6
3.27 Work Zone Safety _________________________________________________________________6
3.28 Miscellaneous Surveys _____________________________________________________________6
3.29 Supplemental Surveys ______________________________________________________________6
3.30 Document Research________________________________________________________________6
3.31 Field Review _____________________________________________________________________6
3.32 Technical Meetings ________________________________________________________________6
3.33 Quality Control/Quality Assurance ____________________________________________________6
3.34 Supervision ______________________________________________________________________6
3.35 Coordination _____________________________________________________________________6

ii PS-2825-07/BHJ
November 20, 2007 SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 



4 MAPPING ______________________________________________________________________________6

4.1 Alignment _______________________________________________________________________7
4.2 Section and 1/4 Section Lines ________________________________________________________7
4.3 Subdivisions______________________________________________________________________7
4.4 Existing Right of Way ______________________________________________________________7
4.5 Topography ______________________________________________________________________7
4.6 Parent Tract Properties and Existing Easements __________________________________________7
4.7 Proposed Right of Way Requirements__________________________________________________7
4.8 Limits of Construction______________________________________________________________7
4.9 Jurisdictional/Agency Lines _________________________________________________________7
4.10 Control Survey Cover Sheet _________________________________________________________7
4.11 Control Survey Cover Sheet _________________________________________________________7
4.12 Control Survey Key Sheet ___________________________________________________________7
4.13 Control Survey Detail Sheet _________________________________________________________7
4.14 Right of Way Map Cover Sheet_______________________________________________________7
4.15 Right of Way Map Key Sheet ________________________________________________________7
4.16 Right of Way Map Detail Sheet_______________________________________________________7
4.17 Maintenance Map Cover Sheet _______________________________________________________7
4.18 Maintenance Map Key Sheet_________________________________________________________7
4.19 Maintenance Map Detail Sheet _______________________________________________________7
4.20 Reference Point Sheet ______________________________________________________________8
4.21 Project Network Control Sheet _______________________________________________________8
4.22 Table of Ownerships Sheet __________________________________________________________8
4.23 Parcel Sketches ___________________________________________________________________8
4.24 TIITF Sketches ___________________________________________________________________8
4.25 Other Specific Purpose Survey(s) _____________________________________________________8
4.26 Boundary Survey(s) Map____________________________________________________________8
4.27 Right of Way Monumentation Map____________________________________________________8
4.28 Title Search Map __________________________________________________________________8
4.29 Title Search Report ________________________________________________________________8
4.30 Legal Descriptions_________________________________________________________________8
4.31 Final Map/Plans Comparison_________________________________________________________8
4.32 Field Reviews ____________________________________________________________________8
4.33 Technical Meetings ________________________________________________________________8
4.34 Quality Assurance/Quality Control ____________________________________________________8
4.35 Supervision ______________________________________________________________________8
4.36 Coordination _____________________________________________________________________8
4.37 Supplemental Mapping _____________________________________________________________8

5 INVOICING LIMITS _____________________________________________________________________9
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DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES FOR CONSULTING ENGINEERING SERVICES
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING 

This Exhibit forms an integral part of the agreement between the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
(hereinafter referred to as the COUNTY) and XXXX (hereinafter referred to as the CONSULTANT) relative to the 
transportation facility described as follows: 

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ 
County CIP Number: 00205304
Financial Project ID: 240233-4
Description:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County

1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this Exhibit is to describe the scope of work and the responsibilities of the CONSULTANT and 
the COUNTY in connection with preliminary engineering analysis, for: 

Roadway improvements to the transportation facility described herein 

The general objective is for the CONSULTANT to prepare a preliminary engineering analysis report for the 
proposed improvements.  The CONSULTANT is also responsible for full Right of Way Mapping for the 
proposed improvements.   

The Scope of Services establishes which items of work described in the Plan Preparation Manual(s) published 
by the Florida Department of Transportation (hereinafter referred to as the DEPARTMENT) and other pertinent 
manuals to accomplish the work are specifically included in this contract, and also which of the items of work 
will be the responsibility of the CONSULTANT or the COUNTY. 

All plans and design documents are to be prepared with standard English values in accordance with all 
applicable COUNTY and DEPARTMENT Manuals and guidelines. 

The CONSULTANT shall be aware that as a project is developed, certain modifications and/or improvements 
to the original recommendation may be required. The CONSULTANT is to incorporate these refinements into 
the design and will consider this effort to be an anticipated and integral part of the work. This will not be a basis 
for any supplemental fee request(s). 

The CONSULTANT shall demonstrate good project management practices while working on this project. 
These include communication with the COUNTY and others as necessary, management of time and resources, 
and documentation. The CONSULTANT shall set up and maintain throughout the design of the project a 
contract file in accordance to COUNTY procedures. It shall be the CONSULTANT’s responsibility to utilize 
the very best engineering judgment, practices and principles possible during the prosecution of the work 
commissioned under this contract. 

The COUNTY will provide contract administration and management services.  Both the COUNTY and the 
DEPARTMENT will provide technical reviews of all work associated with the development and preparation of 
the contract plans. The COUNTY will provide job specific information and/or functions as outlined in this 
contract. 

2 PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ANALYSIS 

The following descriptions provide a non-exclusive summary of the specific tasks within this Scope-
of-Services and are the minimum criteria for project performance and execution.  The COUNTY will 
issue work orders on an as needed basis.  The CONSULTANT is responsible to provide the following 
required professional services as requested: 
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2.1 Project Description 

Scope: Add auxiliary lanes to improve the operations of the intersections of SR 434 and Florida 
Central Parkway and SR 434 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd).   

SR 434 and Florida Central Parkway – Add an additional Westbound left turn lane, Eastbound right 
turn lane and northbound left turn lane. 

SR 434 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd) – Add additional Eastbound and Westbound left turn lanes 
and  Eastbound and Westbound right turn lanes. 

Limits:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County  

Variations/Exceptions: None anticipated.  If needed, the proper application letters will be developed.  

2.2 Review/Update of PD&E Study 

The CONSULTANT shall review the existing PD&E study for this corridor and will review the 
conditions and conclusions from that study.  The CONSULTANT will work with the DEPARTMENT 
to perform any required updates to the PD&E.   

2.3 Roadway Alignment Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall perform a roadway alignment analysis to determine the most effective 
design of the proposed improvements that will result in the most cost effective right-of-way 
acquisition.   

2.4 Preliminary Roadway Design Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall provide a preliminary roadway design analysis to determine any potential 
design issues related to the proposed improvements. 

2.5 Preliminary Stormwater Design Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall review the pond siting report from the PD&E study and shall determine the 
potential Stormwater design and permitting issues related to the proposed improvements.  The 
CONSULTANT shall have a pre-application meeting with SJRWMD to discuss the proposed 
permitting requirements. 

2.6 Costs Estimates 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare preliminary costs estimates for both right-of-way acquisition and 
construction costs. 

2.7 Conceptual Drawings 

The CONSULTANT will prepare conceptual drawings of the proposed improvements that will be 
shown on aerial photography.   

2.8 Preliminary Engineering Report 

The CONSULTANT will prepare a Preliminary Engineering report to summarize the findings of the 
Preliminary Engineering analysis.  It will document the roadway analysis, Stormwater analysis and 
will include the cost estimates and conceptual drawings. 
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2.9 Project Schedule 

Within ten (10) days after the Notice-To-Proceed, and prior to the CONSULTANT beginning work, 
the CONSULTANT shall provide a detailed project activity/event schedule for COUNTY and 
CONSULTANT activities required to meet the current COUNTY Production Date. The schedule shall 
not exceed one hundred and eighty days (180) to produce the Preliminary Engineering Report.  The 
schedule for Right of Way Mapping shall not exceed two years.   

2.10 Submittals

The CONSULTANT shall provide copies of the required plans and documents as listed below.  Two 
(2) CD’s containing the submittals in Adobe Acrobat electronic format should be provided for each 
submittal : 

Draft Preliminary Engineering Report . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ………2 
Final Preliminary Engineering Report. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ……. 5 

3 SURVEY 

The CONSULTANT shall perform survey tasks in accordance with all applicable statutes, manuals, guidelines, 
standards, handbooks, procedures, and current design memoranda. 

The CONSULTANT shall submit all survey notes and computations to document the surveys. All field survey 
work shall be recorded in approved media and submitted to the DEPARTMENT. Field books submitted to the 
DEPARTMENT must be of an approved type. The field books shall be certified by the surveyor in responsible 
charge of work being performed before the final product is submitted. 

The survey notes shall include documentation of decisions reached from meetings, telephone conversations or 
site visits. All like work (such as bench lines, reference points, etc.) shall be recorded contiguously. The 
DEPARTMENT may not accept field survey radial locations of section corners, platted subdivision lot and 
block corners, alignment control points, alignment control reference points and certified section corner 
references. The DEPARTMENT may instead require that these points be surveyed by true line, traverse or 
parallel offset.  

3.1 Horizontal Project Network Control (HPNC) 

Establish or recover HPNC, for the purpose of establishing horizontal control on the Florida State 
Plane Coordinate System or datum approved by the District Location Surveyor (DLS); may include 
primary or secondary control points. Includes analysis and processing of all field collected data, and 
preparation of forms.

3.2 Vertical Project Network Control (VPNC) 

Establish or recover VPNC, for the purpose of establishing vertical control on datum approved by the 
District Location Surveyor (DLS).; may include primary or secondary vertical control points. Includes 
analysis and processing of all field collected data, and preparation of forms. 

3.3 Alignment and/or Existing Right of Way Lines 

Establish, recover or re-establish project alignment. Also includes analysis and processing of all field 
collected data, existing maps, and/or reports for identifying mainline, ramp, offset, or secondary 
alignments. Depict alignment and/or existing R/W lines (in required format) per DEPARTMENT 
R/W Maps, platted or dedicated rights of way. 
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3.4 Aerial Targets 

Place, locate, and maintain required aerial targets and/or photo identifiable points. Includes analysis 
and processing of all field collected data, existing maps, and/or reports. 

3.5 Reference Points 

Reference HPNC points, project alignment, vertical control points, section, ¼ section, center of 
section corners and G.L.O. corners as required. 

3.6 Digital Terrain Model DTM/3D 

Locate all above ground features and improvements for the limits of the project by collecting the 
required data for the purpose of creating a DTM with sufficient density. Shoot all break lines, high 
and low points. Effort includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, existing 
maps, and/or reports. 

3.7 Topography (2D) 

Locate all above ground features and improvements. Deliver in appropriate electronic format. Effort 
includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, existing maps, and/or reports. 

3.8 Roadway Cross Sections/Profiles 

Perform field survey check sections or profiles to verify the required accuracy of the digital terrain 
model and/or to determine existing cross slope. Includes analysis and processing of all field-collected 
data for comparison with DTM. 

3.9 Side Street Surveys 

Refer to tasks of this document as applicable. 

3.10 Underground Utilities 

Designation includes 2-dimensional collection of existing utilities and selected 3-dimensional 
verification as needed for designation. Location includes non-destructive excavation to determine 
size, type and location of existing utility, as necessary for final 3-dimensional verification. Survey 
includes collection of data on points as needed for designates and locates. Includes analysis and 
processing of all field collected data, and delivery of all appropriate electronic files. 

3.11 Outfall Survey 

Locate all above ground features and improvements for the limits of the project by collecting the 
required data for the purpose of a D.T.M. Survey with sufficient density of shots. Shoot all break 
lines, high and low points. Includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, 
existing maps, and/or reports. 

3.12 Drainage Survey 

Locate underground data (XYZ, pipe size, type, condition and flow line) that relates to above ground 
data. Includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, existing maps, and/or 
reports. 

3.13 Bridge Survey (Minor/Major) 

Locate required above ground features and improvements for the limits of the bridge. Includes field 
edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, existing maps, and/or reports. 
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3.14 Channel Survey 

Locate all topographic features and improvements for the limits of the project by collecting the 
required data for the purpose of a D.E.M. Survey with sufficient density of shots. Shoot all break 
lines, high and low points. Includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, 
maps, and/or reports. 

3.15 Pond Site Survey 

Refer to tasks of this document as applicable. 

3.16 Mitigation Survey 

Refer to tasks of this document as applicable. 

3.17 Jurisdiction Line Survey 

Perform field location (2-dimensional) of jurisdiction limits as defined by respective authorities, also 
includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, preparation of reports. 

3.18 Geotechnical Support 

Perform 3-dimensional (X,Y,Z) field location, or stakeout, of boring sites established by geotechnical 
engineer. Includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data and/or reports. 

3.19 Sectional/Grant Survey 

Perform field location/placement of section corners, 1/4 section corners, and fractional corners where 
pertinent. Includes analysis and processing of all field-collected data and/or reports. 

3.20 Subdivision Location 

Survey all existing recorded subdivision/condominium boundaries, tracts, units, phases, blocks, street 
R/W lines, common areas. Includes analysis and processing of all field collected data and/or reports. 
If unrecorded subdivision is on file in the public records of the subject county, tie existing 
monumentation of the beginning and end of unrecorded subdivision. 

3.21 Maintained R/W 

Perform field location (2-dimensional) of maintained R/W limits as defined by respective authorities, 
if needed. Also includes field edits, analysis and processing of all field collected data, preparation of 
reports. 

3.22 Boundary Survey 

Perform boundary survey as defined by DEPARTMENT standards. Includes analysis and processing 
of all field-collected data, preparation of reports. 

3.23 Water Boundary Survey 

Perform Mean High Water, Ordinary High Water and Safe Upland Line surveys as required by 
DEPARTMENT standards. 

3.24 Right of Way Staking / Right of Way Line 

Perform field staking and calculations of existing/proposed R/W lines for on-site review purposes. 
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3.25 Right of Way Monumentation 

Set R/W monumentation as depicted on final R/W maps for corridor and water retention areas. 

3.26 Line Cutting 

Perform all efforts required to clear vegetation from the line of sight. 

3.27 Work Zone Safety 

Provide work zone as required by DEPARTMENT standards. 

3.28 Miscellaneous Surveys 

Refer to tasks of this document, as applicable, to perform surveys not described herein. 

3.29 Supplemental Surveys 

Supplemental survey days and hours are to be approved in advance by DLS. Refer to tasks of this 
document, as applicable, to perform surveys not described herein. 

3.30 Document Research 

Perform research of documentation to support field and office efforts involving surveying and 
mapping. 

3.31 Field Review 

Perform verification of the field conditions as related to the collected survey data. 

3.32 Technical Meetings 

Attend meetings as required and negotiated by the Surveying and Mapping Department. 

3.33 Quality Control/Quality Assurance 

Establish and implement a QAQC plan. Also includes subconsultant review, response to comments 
and any resolution meetings if required, preparation of submittals for review, etc. 

3.34 Supervision 

Perform all activities required to supervise and coordinate project. These activities must be performed 
by the project supervisor, a Florida Professional Surveyor. 

3.35 Coordination 

4 MAPPING 

The CONSULTANT will be responsible for the preparation of control survey maps, right of way maps, 
maintenance maps, sketches, other miscellaneous survey maps, and legal descriptions as required for this 
project in accordance with all applicable DEPARTMENT Manuals, Procedures, Handbooks, and Florida 
Statutes. All maps, surveys and legal descriptions will be prepared under the direction of a Florida Professional 
Surveyor and Mapper (PSM) to DEPARTMENT size and format requirements utilizing DEPARTMENT 
approved software, and will be designed to provide a high degree of uniformity and maximum readability. The 
CONSULTANT will submit maps, legal descriptions, quality assurance check prints, checklists, electronic 
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media files and any other documents as required for this project to the DEPARTMENT for review at stages of 
completion as negotiated. 

Master CADD File

4.1 Alignment 

4.2 Section and 1/4 Section Lines 

4.3 Subdivisions 

4.4 Existing Right of Way 

4.5 Topography 

4.6 Parent Tract Properties and Existing Easements 

4.7 Proposed Right of Way Requirements 

The ENGINEER OF RECORD (EOR) will provide the proposed requirements. The PSM is 
responsible for calculating the final geometry. 

4.8 Limits of Construction 

The limits of construction DGN file as provided by the EOR will be imported or referenced to the 
master CADD file. Additional labeling will be added as required. The PSM is required to advise the 
EOR of any noted discrepancies between the limits of construction line and the existing/proposed 
right of way lines, and for making adjustments as needed when a resolution is determined. 

4.9 Jurisdictional/Agency Lines 

These lines may include, but are not limited to, jurisdictional, wetland, water boundaries, and 
city/county limit lines. 

Sheet Files

4.10 Control Survey Cover Sheet 

4.11 Control Survey Cover Sheet 

4.12 Control Survey Key Sheet 

4.13 Control Survey Detail Sheet 

4.14 Right of Way Map Cover Sheet 

4.15 Right of Way Map Key Sheet 

4.16 Right of Way Map Detail Sheet 

4.17 Maintenance Map Cover Sheet 

4.18 Maintenance Map Key Sheet 

4.19 Maintenance Map Detail Sheet 
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4.20 Reference Point Sheet 

This sheet(s) will be included with the Control Survey Map, Right of Way Map and Maintenance 
Map. 

4.21 Project Network Control Sheet 

This sheet depicts the baseline, the benchmarks, the primary and secondary control points and their 
reference points including the type of material used for each point, their XYZ coordinates, scale 
factors and convergence angles. This sheet(s) may be included with the Control Survey Map, Right of 
Way Map and Maintenance Map. 

4.22 Table of Ownerships Sheet 

Miscellaneous Surveys and Sketches

4.23 Parcel Sketches 

4.24 TIITF Sketches 

4.25 Other Specific Purpose Survey(s) 

4.26 Boundary Survey(s) Map 

4.27 Right of Way Monumentation Map 

4.28 Title Search Map 

4.29 Title Search Report 

4.30 Legal Descriptions 

4.31 Final Map/Plans Comparison 

The PSM will perform a comparison of the final right of way maps with the available construction 
plans to review the correctness of the type of parcel to be acquired and the stations/offsets to the 
required right of way. The PSM will coordinate with the EOR to resolve any conflicts or 
discrepancies and provide documentation of the review. 

4.32 Field Reviews 

4.33 Technical Meetings 

4.34 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

4.35 Supervision 

4.36 Coordination 

4.37 Supplemental Mapping 

This task is to cover efforts resulting from major design changes after 60% and 90% map 
development and may include any number of tasks. The house negotiated under this task may or may 
not be utilized, at the Department’s option, on this project. Request and approval to utilize 
Supplemental Mapping hours will be in writing. 
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5 INVOICING LIMITS 

Payment for the work accomplished will be in accordance with Method of Compensation of this contract. 
Invoices shall be submitted to the COUNTY, in a format prescribed by the COUNTY. The COUNTY Project 
Manager and the CONSULTANT shall monitor the cumulative invoiced billings to insure the reasonableness 
of the billings compared to the project schedule and the work accomplished and accepted by the COUNTY. 

The CONSULTANT will provide a list of key events and the associated total percentage of work considered to 
be complete at each event. This list will be used to control invoicing. Payments will not be made that exceed 
the percentage of work for any event until those events have actually occurred and the results are acceptable to 
the COUNTY. 
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EXHIBIT A-2

DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES 
PHASE II - HIGHWAY FINAL DESIGN & PERMITTING 

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ
County CIP Number:  00205304
Financial Project ID:  240233-4
Description:   SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County
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7.6 Individual/Field Meetings ________________________________________34 
7.7 Collect and Review Plans and Data from UAO(s)______________________34 
7.8 Subordination of Easements Coordination ___________________________34 
7.9 Utility Design Meeting___________________________________________34 
7.10 Review Utility Markups and Work Schedules and Processing of Schedules and 

Agreements ___________________________________________________35 
7.11 Utility Coordination/Followup_____________________________________35 
7.12 Utility Constructability Review ____________________________________35 
7.13 Additional Utility Services________________________________________35 
7.14 Processing Utility Work by Highway Contractor (UWHC) ______________35 
7.15 Contract Plans to UAO(s) ________________________________________36 
7.16 Certification/Close-Out __________________________________________36 
7.17 Other Utilites __________________________________________________36 

8 ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS _______________________________________36
8.1 Preliminary Project Research______________________________________36 
8.2 Complete Permit Involvement Form ________________________________37 
8.3 Establish Wetland Jurisdictional Lines ______________________________37 
8.4 Agency Verification of Wetland Data _______________________________37 
8.5 Complete and Submit All Required Permit Applications ________________37 
8.6 Prepare Dredge and Fill Sketches __________________________________38 
8.7 Prepare USCG Permit Sketches____________________________________38 
8.8 Prepare Easement Sketches _______________________________________38 
8.9 Prepare Right-of-Way Occupancy Sketches __________________________38 
8.10 Prepare Coastal Construction Control Line (CCCL) Permit Sketches ______38 
8.11 Prepare Tree Permit Information ___________________________________38 
8.12 Mitigation Coordination and Meetings ______________________________38 
8.13 Mitigation Design ______________________________________________38 
8.14 Environmental Clearances ________________________________________39 
8.15 Other Environmental Permits______________________________________39 
8.16 Technical Meetings _____________________________________________39 
8.17 Quality Assurance/Quality Control _________________________________39 
8.18 Supervision____________________________________________________39 
8.19 Coordination___________________________________________________39 
18 STRUCTURES - MISCELLANEOUS ______________________________40 
Mast Arms __________________________________________________________40
18.5 Mast Arms ____________________________________________________40 

19 SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING ANALYSIS ____________________40
19.1 Traffic Data Analysis ____________________________________________40 
19.2 No Passing Zone Study __________________________________________40 
19.3 Reference and Master Design File __________________________________40 
19.4 Multi-Post Sign Support Calculations _______________________________40 
19.5 Sign Panel Design Analysis _______________________________________40 
19.6 Sign Lighting/Electrical Calculations _______________________________40 

PS-2825-07/BHJ
November 20, 2007  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 



19.7 Quantities _____________________________________________________40 
19.8 Computation Book ______________________________________________40 
19.9 Cost Estimates _________________________________________________41 
19.10 Technical Special Provisions ______________________________________41 
19.11 Other Signing and Pavement Marking Analysis _______________________41 
19.12 Field Reviews__________________________________________________41 
19.13 Technical Meetings _____________________________________________41 
19.14 Quality Assurance/Quality Control _________________________________41 
19.15 Independent Peer Review_________________________________________41 
19.16 Supervision____________________________________________________41 
19.17 Coordination___________________________________________________41 

20 SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING PLANS ________________________41
20.1 Key Sheet _____________________________________________________41 
20.2 Summary of Pay Items Including CES Input__________________________41 
20.3 Tabulation of Quantities__________________________________________41 
20.4 General Notes/Pay Item Notes_____________________________________41 
20.5 Project Layout _________________________________________________41 
20.6 Plan Sheet_____________________________________________________41 
20.7 Typical Details _________________________________________________41 
20.8 Guide Sign Work Sheet(s) ________________________________________41 
20.9 Traffic Monitoring Site __________________________________________41 
20.10 Cross Sections _________________________________________________41 
20.11 Special Service Point Details ______________________________________41 
20.12 Special Details _________________________________________________41 
20.13 Interim Standards _______________________________________________42 
20.14 Quality Assurance/Quality Control _________________________________42 
20.15 Supervision____________________________________________________42 

21 SIGNALIZATION ANALYSIS ________________________________________42
21.1 Traffic Data Collection __________________________________________42 
21.2 Traffic Data Analysis ____________________________________________42 
21.3 Signal Warrant Study ____________________________________________42 
21.4 Systems Timings _______________________________________________42 
21.5 Reference and Master Signalization Design File_______________________42 
21.6 Reference and Master Interconnect Communication Design File __________42 
21.7 Overhead Street Name Sign Design_________________________________42 
21.8 Pole Elevation Analysis __________________________________________42 
21.9 Traffic Signal Operation Report____________________________________43 
21.10 Quantities _____________________________________________________43 
21.11 Cost Estimate __________________________________________________43 
21.12 Technical Special Provisions ______________________________________43 
21.13 Other Signalization Analysis ______________________________________43 
21.14 Field Reviews__________________________________________________43 
21.15 Technical Meetings _____________________________________________43 

PS-2825-07/BHJ
November 20, 2007  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 
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DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES FOR CONSULTING ENGINEERING SERVICES
HIGHWAY AND BRIDGE FINAL DESIGN & PERMITTING 

This Exhibit forms an integral part of the agreement between the Seminole County Board of 
County Commissioners (hereinafter referred to as the COUNTY) and ???? (hereinafter referred 
to as the CONSULTANT) relative to the transportation facility described as follows: 

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ
County CIP Number:  00205304
Financial Project ID:  240233-4
Description:   SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County

1 PURPOSE 

The purpose of this Exhibit is to describe the scope of work and the responsibilities of the 
CONSULTANT and the COUNTY in connection with the design and preparation of a 
complete set of construction contract plans and special provisions, if necessary, for: 

Roadway improvements to the transportation facility described herein 

The general objective is for the CONSULTANT to prepare a set of plans to be used by the 
contractor to build the project, and by the COUNTY to ensure the project is built as designed 
and to specifications. Elements of work shall include roadways, structures, intersections, 
geotechnical activities, surveys, drainage, signing and pavement markings, signalization, 
utility relocation, landscaping right-of-way maps and legal descriptions, maintenance of 
traffic, cost estimates, environmental permits, environmental mitigation plans, quantity 
computation books, and all necessary incidental items for a complete project. 

The Scope of Services establishes which items of work described in the Plan Preparation 
Manual(s) published by the Florida Department of Transportation (hereinafter referred to as 
the DEPARTMENT) and other pertinent manuals to accomplish the work are specifically 
included in this contract, and also which of the items of work will be the responsibility of the 
CONSULTANT or the COUNTY. 

All plans and design documents are to be prepared with standard English values in 
accordance with all applicable COUNTY and DEPARTMENT Manuals and guidelines. 

The CONSULTANT shall be aware that as a project is developed, certain modifications 
and/or improvements to the original recommendation may be required. The CONSULTANT 
is to incorporate these refinements into the design and will consider this effort to be an 
anticipated and integral part of the work. This will not be a basis for any supplemental fee 
request(s).
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The CONSULTANT shall demonstrate good project management practices while working 
on this project. These include communication with the COUNTY and others as necessary, 
management of time and resources, and documentation. The CONSULTANT shall set up 
and maintain throughout the design of the project a contract file in accordance to COUNTY 
procedures. It shall be the CONSULTANT’s responsibility to utilize the very best 
engineering judgment, practices and principles possible during the prosecution of the work 
commissioned under this contract. 

The COUNTY will provide contract administration and management services.  Both the 
COUNTY and the DEPARTMENT will provide technical reviews of all work associated 
with the development and preparation of the contract plans. The COUNTY will provide job 
specific information and/or functions as outlined in this contract. 

2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The CONSULTANT shall investigate the status of the projects and become familiar with 
concepts and commitments (typical sections, alignments, etc.) developed from prior studies. 
The CONSULTANT shall use the approved concepts from the review as a basis for the 
design unless otherwise directed by the COUNTY. 

The CONSULTANT shall incorporate the following into the design of this facility: 

2.1 Roadway  

Scope: Add auxiliary lanes to improve the operations of the intersections of SR 434 
and Florida Central Parkway and SR 434 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd).

SR 434 and Florida Central Parkway – Add an additional Westbound left turn lane, 
Eastbound right turn lane and northbound left turn lane. 

SR 434 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd) – Add additional Eastbound and 
Westbound left turn lanes and  Eastbound and Westbound right turn lanes. 

Limits:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County  

Variations/Exceptions: None anticipated.  If needed, the proper application letters 
will be developed.  

2.2 Drainage  

Refer to the Preliminary Engineering Report dated November 2001 prepared for the 
PD&E study for SR 434 from Montgomery Road to US 17/92. 

2.3 Utilities Coordination 

Refer to the Preliminary Engineering Report dated November 2001 prepared for the 
PD&E study for SR 434 from Montgomery Road to US 17/92. 
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2.4 Environmental Permits

Refer to the Preliminary Engineering Report dated November 2001 prepared for the 
PD&E study for SR 434 from Montgomery Road to US 17/92. 

2.5 Structures (N/A) 

2.6 Signing and Pavement Markings  

Striping and ground signs within project limits.  No overhead or cantilever signs 
anticipated. 

2.7 Signals  

Intersections: New Mast Arm signals at the intersections of Florida Central Parkway 
and CR 427 that adhere to the City of Longwood Mast Arm Standards. 

2.8 Lighting (N/A) 

2.9 Landscape Architecture  

Planting Plans: Xeriscape landscaping in median and areas behind the sidewalk on 
State Road 434 from Interstate 4 to Rangeline Rd.  

2.10 Survey  

Design Survey: Full topographic survey for roadway corridor and pond sites 

2.11 Photogrammetry (N/A) 

Provide limits and description. Describe type. 

2.12 Mapping  

Right of Way Survey: Right of way maps according to FDOT procedures for the 
project corridor 

2.13 Geotechnical  

Standard Penetration Test Borings, Auger borings, field permeability tests and 
associated lab testing. 

2.14 Architecture  (N/A) 

2.15 Project Schedule 

PS-2825-07/BHJ

Within ten (10) days after the Notice-To-Proceed, and prior to the CONSULTANT 
beginning work, the CONSULTANT shall provide a detailed project activity/event 
schedule for DEPARTMENT and CONSULTANT activities required to meet the 
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current DEPARTMENT Production Date. The current production date is June, 
2013. The schedule shall be accompanied by an anticipated payout and fiscal 
progress curve. 

The schedule shall indicate all required submittals. 

For purposes of scheduling, the CONSULTANT shall allow for the following 
DEPARTMENT work activity and submittal review times, when applicable: 

Work Activity/Submittal Review
(to be determined by DEPARTMENT) 

Time (weeks) 
(to be determined by 

DEPARTMENT)

Roadway Plans Review 4

Right of Way Maps Review 

(Phase I, Phase II) 8

(Phase IV) 4

Alternative Drainage Design Concept Report
Review 4

Pond Siting Report 4

Environmental Permitting Packages Review 4

Environmental Mitigation Plan Review 4

Jurisdictional Determination Report Review 4

Preparation of Right-of-Way Documents Activity 10

Acquisition of Right-of-Way Activity 104

Prepare/Execute Utility Agreements Activity 16
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Periodically, throughout the life of the project, the schedule and curves shall be 
reviewed and, with the approval of the DEPARTMENT, adjusted as necessary to 
incorporate changes in the work concept and progress to date. 

The approved schedule and schedule status report, along with progress and payout 
curves, shall be submitted with the monthly progress report. 

The schedule shall be submitted in Suretrak, Primavera, or system-compatible 
format. 

2.16 Submittals 

The CONSULTANT shall furnish plans and documents as required by the 
DEPARTMENT to adequately control, coordinate, and approve the plans. The 
CONSULTANT shall distribute phase submittals as directed by the 
DEPARTMENT. 

The CONSULTANT shall provide copies of the required plans and documents as 
listed below. These are the anticipated printing requirements for the project. This 
tabulation will be used for estimating purposes. The Project Manager will determine 
the specific number of copies required prior to each submittal. 

Plans Distribution Chart
(District to input number of copies required for each phase submittal and footnotes, if

desired.)

Phase
Department I II III IV

Access Management 
Preliminary Estimates (TRNS*PORT) 
Design Services 
Drainage
Environmental Management 
Environmental Permits 

Traffic Operations 
Traffic Signals 
Signing and Marking 

Geotechnical
Structures 
Construction
Maintenance
Value Engineering 
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Plans Distribution Chart
(District to input number of copies required for each phase submittal and footnotes, if

desired.)
     

Phase
Department I II  III IV 

        
Utilities (3 sets for DEPARTMENT and 2 sets 
for each Utility Company) 

Preliminary Right-of-Way Review 
District Land Surveyor 
District Modal Development Manager 
District Design Engineer 
District Right-of-Way Manager 
District Project Management Engineer 
District Drainage Engineer 
District Value Engineer 
District Utility Administrator 

Applicable City and/or County Engineering 
Dept.
Mass Transit 
Contamination Reviews/Assessments 

Engineering Documents 
(Documents and number of copies to be determined by DEPARTMENT preference.)

Document No. of Copies Required 

Roadway Design 
Typical Section Package 1
Pavement Type Selection Report 1
Pavement Design Report 1
Design Documentation 1
Computation Book 3
CES Input 2
Technical Special Provisions 2
Access Management Reports 3
Lane Closure Analysis Worksheets 3
3 R Reports 2

Drainage
Preliminary Pond Siting Report 7
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Engineering Documents 
(Documents and number of copies to be determined by DEPARTMENT preference.)

Document No. of Copies Required 

Final Pond Siting Report 3
Drainage Design Documentation Report 2

Environmental Items 
Environmental Resource Permit Application Package 2
Mitigation Plan 2
Jurisdictional Determination Report 2
Coast Guard Navigation Permit Application Package (if

applicable) 
2

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Permit Application Package 

5

Design/Right-of-Way Surveys 
Map and Plat Copies 2
Certified Right-of-Way Control Survey Drawings 2
Aerial Photograph Original Negatives 1
Rectified Aerial Raster Image (HMR Format) 1
24"x36" Aerial Mylars (R/W Format) 1

Geotechnical 
Roadway Report – Preliminary 2
Roadway Report – Final 2

Final Electronic Submittals 
Project CD(s)/DVD(s) 1
Plans and Specifications CD(s)/DVD(s) 1

Other
Critical Path Method (CPM) Schedule 1

2.17 Provisions for Work 

All maps, plans and designs are to be prepared with English values in accordance 
with all applicable current DEPARTMENT manuals, memorandums, guidelines and 
other documents listed below:. 

General

o Florida Statutes 
o Florida Administrative Codes 
o Florida Department of Transportation Project Development and 

Environmental Manual 
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o Florida Department of Transportation Plans Preparation Manual 
o Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and 

Bridge Construction 
o Florida Department of Transportation Handbook for Preparation of 

Specifications Package 
o Florida Department of Transportation Design Standards for Design, 

Construction, Maintenance, and Utility Operations on the State Highway 
System 

o Manual of Uniform Minimum Standards for Design, Construction, and 
Maintenance for Streets and Highways 

o Bicycle Facilities Planning and Design Manual, Rev. Ed. 1982 
o CADD Production Criteria Handbook 
o CADD Manual
o Florida’s Level of Service Standards and Guidelines Manual for Planning
o Equivalent Single Axle Load Guidelines
o Design Traffic Procedure
o K-Factor Estimation Process 
o Project Traffic Forecasting Guidelines 
o Florida Department of Transportation Basis of Estimates Manual 
o Quality Assurance Guidelines 
o Safety Standards 
o Rule 61G17-6, F.A.C., Minimum Technical Standards for Professional 

Surveyors and Mappers 
o Department of Environmental Protection Rules Governing Mean High 

Water and Jurisdictional Line Surveys 
o Any special instructions from the DEPARTMENT 
o Utility Accommodations Guidelines 
o Policy for Geometric Design of Highways and Streets 
o Florida Department of Transportation Materials Manual 
o Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) 
o 40 CFR, Part 61, Subpart M - National Emission Standard for Hazardous 

Air Polutants (NESHAP), Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
o 40 CFR, Part 763, Subpart E – Asbestos-Containing Materials in Schools, 

EPA
o 40 CFR, Part 763, Subpart G – Asbestos Worker Protection, EPA 
o 29 CFR, Part 1910.1101 – Asbestos Standard for Industry, U.S. 

Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 
o 29 CFR, Part 1926, 1101 – Asbestos Standard for Construction, OSHA 
o Ch. 62257, F.A.C. – Asbestos Program, Florida Department of 

Environmental Protection (DEP) 
o Ch. 469, F.S. – Asbestos Abatement, Florida Department of Business and 

Professional Regulation (DBPR) 
o Model Guide Specifications – Asbestos Abatement and Management in 

Buildings, National Institute for Building Sciences (NIBS) 
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Permits 

o Chapter 373, F.S. 
o Bridge Permit Application Guide, COMDT PUB P16591.3B 
o Building Permit 

Drainage

o Drainage Manual 
o Drainage Handbooks 
o Storm Drain 
o Optional Pipe Materials 
o Stormwater Management Facility 
o Cross Drain 
o Erosion and Sediment Control 
o Hydrology
o Temporary Drainage Handbook 

Survey

o Location Survey Manual 
o Highway Field Survey Specifications 
o Automated Survey Data Gathering 
o Outline Specifications for Aerial Surveys and Photogrammetry for 

Transportation Projects 
o Standards for Consultant-Submitted G.P.S. Static Control Projects 
o EFB User Guide 
o Chapter 472, F.S. 
o Chapter 177, F.S. 
o FDEP Bureau of Surveying and Mapping 

Traffic Operation Manuals 

o American Disabilities Act 
o AASHTO - Guide for Development of Bicycle Facilities 
o Federal Highway Administration Standard Highway Signs Manual 
o Florida Department of Transportation Traffic Engineering Manual 
o Florida Department of Transportation Manual on Uniform Traffic Studies 

(MUTS)
o National Electrical Code 
o National Electric Safety Code 
o Federal Highway Administration Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices (MUTCD) 
o Minimum Specifications for Traffic Control Signal Devices 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Florida Roundabout Guide 
o FHWA - Roundabouts: An Informational Guide 
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o Florida Department of Transportation Median Handbook 
o AASHTO - An Information Guide for Highway Lighting 

Mapping

o Right-of-Way Mapping 
o Florida Department of Transportation Right-of-Way Handbook 
o Florida Department of Transportation Right-of-Way Manual 

Geotechnical

o Soils and Foundation Handbook 
o Manual of Florida Sampling and Testing Methods 

These documents are revised periodically by the responsible agencies and 
adopted by authorities having jurisdiction on building projects. The design 
consultant and the project manager are advised to obtain applicable versions of 
these documents from the responsible agency prior to use. 

o American Concrete Institute 
o American Institute of Architects - Architect’s Handbook of Professional 

Practice
o American Society for Testing and Materials - ASTM Standards
o Southern Building Code Congress International - Standard Building Codes 
o Brick Institute of America 
o DMS - Standards for Design of State Facilities 
o Florida Concrete Products Association 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Standard Specifications for Road 

and Bridge Construction 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Plans Preparation Manual 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Roadway and Traffic Design 

Standards
o Florida Department of Transportation - Structures Design Guidelines 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Structures Detailing Manual 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Structures Standard Drawings 
o Florida Department of Transportation - ADA/Accessibility Procedure 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Fixed Capital Outlay Program 
o Florida Department of Transportation - Building Code Compliance 

Procedure
o Florida Department of Transportation - Asbestos Management Program 

Procedure
o Florida Department of Transportation – Design Build Procurement and 

Administration 
o National Concrete Masonry Association 
o National Electrical Code (current edition)
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o Portland Cement Association - Concrete Masonry Handbook 
o South Florida Building Code 

2.18 Services to be Performed by the DEPARTMENT 

When appropriate the DEPARTMENT will provide those services and materials as 
set forth below: 

Provide pre-numbered survey books in which to record field data. 
Furnish standard DEPARTMENT monuments for the bench line. 
Regarding Environmental Permitting Services:
o Approve all contacts with environmental agencies. 
o Provide general philosophies and guidelines of the DEPARTMENT to be 

used in the fulfillment of this contract. Objectives, constraints, budgetary 
limitations, and time constraints will be completely defined by the Project 
Manager.

o Provide the appropriate signatures on application forms. 

Provide letters of authorization designating the CONSULTANT as an agent of 
the DEPARTMENT in accordance with F.S. 327.274. 
Provide phase reviews of roadway plans. 
Permit the CONSULTANT to utilize the DEPARTMENT’s Data Processing 
and Computer Services for programs requested by the CONSULTANT and 
approved by the DEPARTMENT. 
Furnish an approved Environmental Document when available. 
Furnish all future information that may come to the DEPARTMENT during the 
term of the CONSULTANT’s Agreement, which in the opinion of the 
DEPARTMENT is necessary for the prosecution of the work. 
Furnish available traffic and planning data. 
Furnish all approved utility relocations. 
Provide project utility certification to the DEPARTMENT’s Central Office. 
Provide acquisition of any necessary title searches. 
Provide project data currently on file. 
Provide engineering standards and review services. 
Provide all available information in the possession of the DEPARTMENT 
pertaining to utility companies whose facilities may be affected by the proposed 
construction.
Provide all future information that may come to the DEPARTMENT pertaining 
to subdivision plans so that the CONSULTANT may take advantage of 
additional areas that can be utilized as part of the existing right-of-way. 
Provide systems traffic for Projected Design Year, with K, D, and T factors. 
Provide existing right-of-way maps. 
PD&E documents. 
Design Reports 
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3 PROJECT COMMON and PROJECT GENERAL TASKS 

Project Common Tasks 

Project Common Tasks, as listed below, are work efforts that are applicable to many project 
activities, 4.0 Roadway Analysis through 32.0 Noise Impact Design Assesment. These tasks 
are to be included in the project scope in each applicable activity when the described work is 
to be performed by the CONSULTANT. 

Cost Estimates: The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for producing a construction cost 
estimate and reviewing and updating the cost estimate when scope changes occur and/or at 
milestones of the project. Prior to 60% plans and completion of quantities, the 
DEPARTMENT’s Long Range Estimate (L.R.E.) system will be used to produce a 
conceptual estimate, according to District policy. Once the quantities have been developed 
(beginning at 60% plans and no later than 90% plans) the CONSULTANT shall be 
responsible for inputting the pay items and quantities into TRNS*PORT PES (Proposal 
Estimating System) through the use of the DEPARTMENT’s Designer Interface.  A 
Summary of Pay Items sheet shall be prepared with all required Phase II, III, and IV Plans 
submittals. 

Technical Special Provisions: The CONSULTANT shall provide Technical Special 
Provisions for all items of work not covered by the Standard Specifications for Road and 
Bridge Construction and the workbook of implemented modifications.  

A Technical Special Provision shall not modify the first nine sections of the Standard 
Specifications and implemented modifications in any way. All modifications to other 
sections must be justified to the appropriate District Specifications Office to be included in 
the project's specifications package, typically as special provisions and not as Technical 
Special Provisions. 

The Technical Special Provisions shall be technical in nature and shall provide a description 
of work, materials, equipment and specific requirements, method of measurement and basis 
of payment. Proposed Technical Special Provisions will be submitted to the District 
Specifications Office for initial review at the time of the Phase III plans review submission 
to the DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager.  This timing will allow for adequate processing 
time prior to final submittal.  The Technical Special Provisions will be reviewed for 
suitability in accordance with the Handbook for Preparation of Specification Package.  The 
District Specifications Office will forward the Technical Special Provisions to the District 
Legal Office for their review and comment.  All comments will be returned to the 
CONSULTANT for correction and resolution.  Final Technical Special Provisions shall be 
electronically signed and sealed in accordance with applicable Florida Statutes. 

The CONSULTANT shall contact the appropriate District Specifications Office for details 
of the current format to be used before starting preparations of Technical Special Provisions. 

Field Reviews: Includes all trips required to obtain necessary data for all elements of the 
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project.

Technical Meetings: Includes meetings with DEPARTMENT and/or Agency staff, between 
disciplines and subconsultants, such as access management meetings, pavement design 
meetings, local governments, railroad companies, progress review meetings (phase review), 
and miscellaneous meetings. 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control: It is the intention of the DEPARTMENT that design 
CONSULTANTS are held responsible for their work, including plans review. Detailed 
checking of CONSULTANT plans or assisting in designing portions of the project for the 
CONSULTANT is not the intent of having external design consultants. The purpose of 
CONSULTANT plan reviews is to ensure that CONSULTANT plans follow the plan 
preparation procedures outlined in the Plans Preparation Manual, that state and federal 
design criteria are followed with the DEPARTMENT concept, and that the CONSULTANT 
submittals are complete. 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for the professional quality, technical accuracy 
and coordination of all surveys, designs, drawings, specifications and other services 
furnished by the CONSULTANT under this contract. 

The CONSULTANT shall provide a Quality Control Plan that describes the procedures to 
be utilized to verify, independently check, and review all maps, design drawings, 
specifications, and other documentation prepared as a part of the contract. The 
CONSULTANT shall describe how the checking and review processes are to be 
documented to verify that the required procedures were followed. The Quality Control Plan 
may be one utilized by the CONSULTANT as part of their normal operation or it may be 
one specifically designed for this project. The CONSULTANT shall submit a Quality 
Control Plan for approval within 20 (twenty) calendar days of the written Notice to Proceed. 
A marked up set of prints from a Quality Control Review indicating the reviewers for each 
component (structures, roadway, drainage, signals, geotechnical, signing and marking, 
lighting, surveys, etc.) and a written resolution of comments on a point-by-point basis will 
be required with each phase submittal. The responsible Professional Engineer, Landscape 
Architect, or Professional Surveyor that performed the Quality Control review will sign a 
statement certifying that the review was conducted. 

The CONSULTANT shall, without additional compensation, correct all errors or 
deficiencies in the designs, maps, drawings, specifications and/or other services. 

Independent Peer Review: When directed by the DEPARTMENT, a subconsultant shall 
perform Independent Peer Reviews. 

Supervision: Includes all efforts required to supervise all technical design activities. 

Coordination: Includes all efforts to coordinate with all disciplines of the project to produce 
a final set of construction documents. 
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Project General Tasks 

Project General Tasks, described in Sections 3.1 through 3.7 below, represent work efforts 
that are applicable to the project as a whole and not to any one or more specific project 
activity.  The work described in these tasks shall be performed by the CONSULTANT when 
included in the project scope.

3.1 Public Involvement 

Public involvement is an important aspect of the project development process. Public 
involvement includes communicating to all interested persons, groups, and 
government organizations information regarding the development of the project. The 
CONSULTANT shall continue the public involvement begun in previous studies 
through implementing the DEPARTMENT’s Community Awareness Plan. Property 
owners adjacent to the project, including those not subject to right-of-way 
acquisition shall be informed about the project. 

3.2 Joint Project Agreements 

The CONSULTANT services shall include all coordination, meetings, etc., required 
to include Joint Project Agreement (JPA) plans (prepared by others) in contract plans 
package including all necessary revisions/modifications to contract documents to 
ensure plans compatibility. 

3.3 Specifications Package Preparation  

The CONSULTANT shall prepare and provide a complete specifications package, 
including applicable Technical Special Provisions, for all items and areas of work. 

The DEPARTMENT will provide the necessary workbook and electronic files, in 
Microsoft Word 2000 format, for proper completion of the specifications package. 
The actual work effort will entail utilization of the supplied electronic files, including 
updates of new files that may be issued from time to time as mandatory 
specifications changes, and assembling the package in accordance with the 
DEPARTMENT’s Specification Package Preparation Training. The DEPARTMENT 
may also require inclusion of special provisions necessary to convey particular 
DEPARTMENT needs.  

The Standard Specifications, for Road and Bridge Construction and, Special 
Provisions or Supplemental Specifications from the applicable workbook of 
implemented modifications may not be modified unless absolutely necessary to 
control project-specific requirements. Proposed modifications to these listed 
documents must be drafted in redline strikethrough format along with justification of 
the project specific need, and coordinated with the District Specifications Office, 
who will obtain District Legal input, and approval by the State Specifications 
Engineer, prior to inclusion in the final project specifications package. 
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The specifications package must be submitted for initial review to the District 
Specifications Office at least 30 days prior to the contract package to Tallahassee due 
date, or sooner if required by the District Specifications Office. This submittal does 
not require signing and sealing and shall be coordinated through the District’s 
Project Manager. Submittal material shall consist of (1) the complete specifications 
package, (2) a copy of the marked-up workbook used to compile package, and (3) a 
copy of the final project plans. 

Final submittal of the complete specifications package must occur at least 10 
working days prior to the contract package to Tallahassee due date. This submittal 
shall be electronically signed, dated, and sealed in accordance with applicable 
Florida Statutes.

3.4 Contract Maintenance 

Contract maintenance includes project management effort for complete setup and 
maintenance of files, developing monthly progress reports, schedule updates, work 
effort to develop and execute subconsultant agreements, etc.

3.5 Value Engineering (Multi-Discipline Team) Review 

The Consultant shall develop the design and contract documents using sound value 
engineering practices to the fullest extent possible, in order to support appropriate 
design decisions in producing the contract plans for the most efficient and 
economical design. 

The design for this project will be subjected to a Value Engineering (VE) review.
The VE review will be conducted by a multi-disciplined independent team of 
Department and Consultant personnel for the purpose of the improving the value of 
the project. 

Value Engineering is an event-related activity and should occur at a time when it will 
provide the greatest opportunity for value improvement, as determined by the 
Department Project Manager and Value Engineering Coordinator. This opportune 
time during the design phase of a project will generally fall between completion of 
Phase I design plans and completion of Phase II design plans, but may occur at 
anytime during the development of a project.  

Activities required by the Consultant in support of the VE team are: 

Providing Materials and Information: The Consultant shall allow ample time for the 
appropriate knowledgeable members of their staff to present current design 
documentation and data to the VE team, as deemed necessary for an effective project 
review.

The Consultant Project Manager and other key members of the design team shall 
meet with the VE team to explain the development of design features and how and 
why they were selected. The information will be provided in the form of a personal 
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verbal presentation and the submittal of a package containing current plans and other 
documentation. This presentation will take place at the location of the VE study and 
may be followed up with additional meetings, written communications and phone 
enquiries.

The plans and document packages to be provided shall include at a minimum: 

One copy of all environmental documents 
One copy of the Preliminary Engineering Report 
Three copies of all plan drawings 
One copy of the Drainage Alternatives Report 
One copy of Bridge Development Reports  
One copy of other miscellaneous reports 
Project Cost Estimate 

The Project Cost Estimate shall include a tabulation of estimated construction costs 
for the proposed design. This list shall, at a minimum, contain a breakdown of costs 
for each major element of the design. 

The Consultant shall provide, in the form of a matrix, all criteria and weighted 
impacts used in arriving at decisions for the selection of specific design features. 
These criteria must include Safety, Operation, Maintenance and Public Acceptance. 

All reports provided by the Consultant will be returned after the VE review has been 
completed. However copies of plans and drawings may be kept by the VE team. 

3.6 Prime Consultant Project Manager Meetings 

Includes only the Prime Project Manager's time for travel and attendance at Activity 
Technical Meetings and other meetings listed in the meeting summary for Task 3.6 
on tab 3.0 Project General Task of the staff hour forms.  Staff hours for other 
personnel attending Activity Technical Meetings are included in the meeting task for 
that specific Activity. 

3.7 Post Design Services 

Identifying the effort needed for post design services will vary significantly from 
project to project depending on size and complexity of the project.  The approach 
described herein assists the Department in determining an initial estimate of the work 
effort needed for the Engineer of Record (EOR) to support the Department in the 
construction of a project. 

With regards to post design services the EOR will be required to respond to any 
request from the Contractor within 24 hours.  This does not mean that the issue will 
be resolved; it simply means that the EOR has received the request, states an 
immediate course of action, and begins the communication process. 
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The activities associated with Post Design Services can be characterized as the 
following:

Meetings:  The EOR is expected to attend all pre-construction meetings as well as 
those regularly scheduled meetings throughout the construction phase when deemed 
necessary by the Construction Project Manager. 

Construction Assistance:  This includes responses to Requests for Information 
(RFI), interpretation of construction plans and documents, and engineering solutions 
to changed conditions encountered in the field.  Site visits shall be made by the EOR 
consultant when agreed upon with the Department’s Construction Project Manager. 

Plan Updates/Changes:  This includes effort required to provide revised plan sheets 
reflecting any changes made during the Right-of-Way Acquisition or Construction 
phases of a project.  During Right-of-Way or Construction phases, the Consultant 
may be requested by the Department to review proposed field changes or to respond 
with a recommended solution to remedy particular field situations not covered by the 
plans and specifications. 

Shop Drawing Review:  This includes review of shop drawings and erection plans 
for all components supplied by the contractor and required by the bid documents.  
For all independently supported sign structures of which the contractor is 
responsible, the consultant will review and check all the foundation, sign structure 
design, and shop drawings submitted by the contractor. 

Load Ratings:  Projects involving bridges typically have the load rating done during 
the design phase work.  If the as-built bridge complies with the bid documents, the 
EOR should be willing to certify the load rating performed during design is adequate 
for the as-built condition of the bridge.  However, if the as-built bridge was built in a 
modified or altered condition from the bid documents an updated load rating may be 
required.  Therefore, during construction the EOR may be asked to perform an 
updated load rating based on the as-built condition of the bridge.  As an aid in the 
negotiations the Structures Design Office has established guidelines for the 
development of staff-hours for load rating various bridge types. 

Note:  All services will be agreed upon by the Department’s Construction Project 
Manager and approved by the Department’s Design Project Manager. 

3.8 Other Project General Tasks 

List Tasks.

4 ROADWAY ANALYSIS 

The CONSULTANT shall analyze and document Roadway Tasks in accordance with all 
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applicable manuals, guidelines, standards, handbooks, procedures, and current design 
memorandums. 

4.1 Typical Section Package 

The CONSULTANT shall provide an approved Typical Section Package prior to the 
Phase I plans submittal date. 

4.2 Pavement Design Package 

The CONSULTANT shall provide an approved Pavement Design Package in 
accordance with applicable FDOT pavement design manuals prior to the Phase II 
plans submittal date.  If required, provide an approved Pavement Type Selection 
Report in accordance with the FDOT Pavement Type Selection Manual and 
preliminary asphalt and concrete alternative designs. 

4.3 Access Management 

The CONSULTANT shall incorporate access management standards for each project 
in coordination with DEPARTMENT staff. The CONSULTANT shall review 
adopted access management standards and the existing access conditions 
(interchange spacing, signalized intersection spacing, median opening spacing, and 
connection spacing). Median openings that will be closed, relocated, or substantially 
altered shall be shown on plan sheets and submitted with supporting documentation 
for review with the Phase I plans submittal. 

The DEPARTMENT shall provide access management classification information 
and information derived from PD&E studies and public hearings to be used by the 
CONSULTANT. 

4.4 Horizontal/Vertical Master Design Files 

The CONSULTANT shall design the geometrics using the design standards that are 
most appropriate with proper consideration given to the design traffic volumes, 
design speed, capacity and levels of service, functional classification, adjacent land 
use, design consistency and driver expectancy, aesthetics, pedestrian and bicycle 
concerns, ADA requirements, elder road user policy, access management, PD&E 
documents and scope of work. 

4.5 Cross Section Design Files 

The CONSULTANT shall establish and develop cross section design files in 
accordance with the CADD manual. 
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4.6 Traffic Control Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall design a safe and effective Traffic Control Plan to move 
vehicular and pedestrian traffic during all phases of construction. The design shall 
include construction phasing of roadways ingress and egress to existing property 
owners and businesses, routing, signing and pavement markings, and detour quantity 
tabulations. Special consideration shall be given to the construction of the drainage 
system when developing the construction phases. Positive drainage must be 
maintained at all times. The design shall include construction phasing of roadways to 
accommodate the construction of utilities when the contract includes Joint Project 
Agreements (JPAs). 

The CONSULTANT shall investigate the need for temporary traffic signals, 
temporary lighting, alternate detour roads, and the use of materials such as sheet 
piling in the analysis. The Traffic Control Plan shall be prepared by a certified 
designer who has completed training as required by the DEPARTMENT. Prior to 
proceeding with the Traffic Control Plan, the CONSULTANT shall meet with the 
appropriate DEPARTMENT personnel. The purpose of this meeting is to provide 
information to the CONSULTANT that will better coordinate the Preliminary and 
Final Traffic Control Plan efforts. 

4.7 Master TCP Design Files 

The CONSULTANT shall develop master Traffic Control Plan (TCP) files (for 
Level II and Level III only) showing each phase of the Traffic Control Plan. 

4.8 Design Variations and Exceptions 

If available, the DEPARTMENT shall furnish the Variation/Exception Report. The 
CONSULTANT shall prepare the documentation necessary to gain DEPARTMENT 
approval of all appropriate Design Variations and/or Design Exceptions. 

4.9 Design Report 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare all applicable report(s) as listed in the Project 
Description section of this scope. 

The CONSULTANT shall submit to the DEPARTMENT design notes, data, and 
calculations to document the design conclusions reached during the development of 
the contract plans. 

The design notes, data, and computations shall be recorded on size 8½"x11" sheets, 
fully titled, numbered, dated, indexed and signed by the designer and the checker. 
Computer output forms and other oversized sheets shall be folded to 8½"x11" size. 
The data shall be in a hardback folder for submittal to the DEPARTMENT. 
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4.10 Computation Book and Quantities 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare the Computation Book and various summary of 
quantities sheets. This includes all efforts required to develop the Computation Book 
and the supporting documentation, including construction days when required. 

4.11 Cost Estimate 

4.12 Technical Special Provisions 

4.13 Other Roadway Analysis 

4.14 Field Reviews 

4.15 Technical Meetings 

4.16 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

4.17 Independent Peer Review 

4.18 Supervision 

4.19 Coordination 

5 ROADWAY PLANS 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare Roadway, Drainage, Traffic Control, Utility Adjustment 
Sheets, plan sheets, notes, and details. The plans shall include the following sheets necessary 
to convey the intent and scope of the project for the purposes of construction. 

5.1 Key Sheet 

5.2 Summary of Pay Items Including Quantity Input 

5.3 Drainage Map 

5.4 Interchange Drainage Map 

5.5 Typical Section Sheets 

5.6 General Notes/Pay Item Notes 

5.7 Summary of Quantities 

5.8 Box Culvert Data Sheet 

5.9 Bridge Hydraulics Recommendation Sheets 
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5.10 Summary of Drainage Structures 

5.11 Optional Pipe/Culvert Material 

5.12 Project Layout 

5.13 Plan/Profile Sheet 

5.14 Profile Sheet 

5.15 Plan Sheet 

5.16 Special Profile 

5.17 Back of Sidewalk Profile Sheet 

5.18 Interchange Layout Sheet 

5.19 Ramp Terminal Details (Plan View) 

5.20 Intersection Layout Details 

5.21 Miscellaneous Detail Sheets 

5.22 Drainage Structure Sheet (Per Structure) 

5.23 Miscellaneous Drainage Detail Sheets 

5.24 Lateral Ditch Plan/Profile 

5.25 Lateral Ditch Cross Sections 

5.26 Retention/Detention Ponds Detail Sheet 

5.27 Retention Pond Cross Sections 

5.28 Cross-Section Pattern Sheet 

5.29 Roadway Soil Survey Sheet 

5.30 Cross Sections 

5.31 Traffic Control Plan Sheets 

5.32 Traffic Control Cross Section Sheets 

5.33 Traffic Control Detail Sheets 
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5.34 Utility Adjustment Sheets 

5.35 Selective Clearing and Grubbing 

5.36 Erosion Control Plan 

5.37 SWPPP 

5.38 Project Control Network Sheet 

5.39 Interim Standards 

5.40 Utility Verification Sheet (SUE Data) 

5.41 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

5.42 Supervision 

6 DRAINAGE ANALYSIS 

The CONSULTANT shall analyze and document Drainage Tasks in accordance with all 
applicable manuals, guidelines, standards, handbooks, procedures, and current design 
memorandums. 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for designing a drainage and stormwater 
management system. All design work shall comply with the requirements of the appropriate 
regulatory agencies and the DEPARTMENT’s Drainage Manual. 

The CONSULTANT shall coordinate fully with the appropriate permitting agencies and the 
DEPARTMENT’s staff. All activities and submittals should be coordinated through the 
DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager. The work will include the engineering analyses for any 
or all of the following: 

6.1 Determine Base Clearance Water Elevation 

Analyze, determine, and document high water elevations which will be used to set 
roadway profile grade. Determine surface water elevations at cross drains, 
floodplains, outfalls and adjacent stormwater ponds. Determine groundwater 
elevations at intervals between the above-mentioned surface waters. 

6.2 Pond Siting Analysis and Report 

Evaluate pond sites using a preliminary hydrologic analysis. Document the results 
and coordination for all of the project's pond site analyses. The Drainage Manual 
provides specific documentation requirements. 
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6.3 Design of Cross Drains 

Analyze the hydraulic design of cross drains. Check existing cross drains to 
determine if they are structurally sound and can be extended. Document the design 
as required. Determine and provide flood data as required. 

6.4 Design of Roadway Ditches 

Design roadway conveyance ditches. This includes determining ditch cross sections, 
grades, selecting suitable channel lining, designing the side drain pipes, and 
documentation. 

6.5 Design of Outfalls 

Analyze and document the design of ditch or piped outfalls.  (Pond outlet structure 
included in task 6.6) 

6.6 Design of Stormwater Management Facility (Offsite Pond) 

Design stormwater management facilities to meet requirements for stormwater 
quality treatment and attenuation. Develop proposed pond layout (shape, contours, 
slopes, etc.), perform routing calculations, and design the outlet control structure. 

6.7 Design of Stormwater Management Facility (Roadside Ditch as Linear Pond or 
Infield Pond) 

Design stormwater management facilities to meet requirements for stormwater 
quality treatment and attenuation. Develop proposed pond layout (shape, contours, 
slopes, etc.), perform routing calculations, and design the outlet control structure. 

6.8 Design of Flood Plain Compensation Area 

Determine flood plain encroachments, coordinate with regulatory agencies, and 
develop proposed compensation area layout (shape, contours, slopes, etc.). 
Document the design following the requirements of the regulatory agency. 

6.9 Design of Storm Drains 

Develop a “working drainage map”, determine runoff, inlet locations, and spread. 
Calculate hydraulic losses (friction, utility conflict and, if necessary, minor losses). 
Determine Design Tailwater and, if necessary, outlet scour protection. 

6.10 Optional Culvert Material 

Determine acceptable options for pipe materials. 
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6.11 French Drain Design 

Design French Drain Systems to provide stormwater treatment and attenuation. 
Identify location for percolation tests and review these, determine the size and length 
of French Drains, design the control structure/weir, and model the system of inlets, 
conveyances, French Drains, and other outfalls using a routing program such as 
ICPR.

6.12 Drainage Wells 

Design the discharge into deep wells to comply with regulatory requirements. 
Identify the location of the well, design the control structure/weir, and model the 
system using a routing program such as ICPR. 

6.13 Drainage Design Documentation Report 

Compile drainage design documentation into report format. Include documentation 
for all the drainage design tasks and associated meetings and decisions, except the 
Pond Siting Analysis Report and Bridge Hydraulics Report. 

6.14 Bridge Hydraulic Report 

Calculate hydrology, hydraulics, scour, and deck drainage. Prepare report and the 
information for the Bridge Hydraulics Recommendation Sheet. 

6.15 Temporary Drainage Analysis 

Evaluate and address drainage to adequately drain the road and maintain existing 
offsite drainage during all construction phases.  Provide documentation. 

6.16 Cost Estimate 

6.17 Technical Special Provisions 

6.18 Other Drainage Analysis 

6.19 Field Reviews 

6.20 Technical Meetings 

6.21 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

6.22 Independent Peer Review 

6.23 Supervision 

6.24 Coordination 
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7 UTILITIES 

The CONSULTANT shall identify utility facilities and secure agreements, utility 
work schedules, and plans from the Utility Agency Owners (UAO) ensuring no 
conflicts exist between utility facilities and the DEPARTMENT’s construction 
project. The CONSULTANT shall certify all utility negotiations have been 
completed with arrangements made for utility work to be undertaken. 

7.1 Kickoff Meeting 

Prior to any contact with the UAO(s), the CONSULTANT shall meet with the 
District Utility Office (DUO) to receive guidance, as may be required, to assure that 
all necessary coordination will be accomplished in accordance with DEPARTMENT 
procedures. CONSULTANT shall bring a copy of the design project work schedule 
reflecting utility activities. 

7.2 Identify Existing UAO(s) 

Identify all utilities in the corridor; check with Maintenance for Permits, Sunshine 
State One Call, Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE) Report, Design Location 
Survey, and Existing Plans. 

7.3 Make Utility Contacts 

First Contact: Send letters and two sets of plans to each utility, one set for the utility 
office, one set each to construction and maintenance if required. Includes contact by 
phone for meeting coordination. Request type, size, location, easements, cost for 
compensable relocation, and justification for any utility exceptions. Include the 
meeting schedule (if applicable) and the design schedule. Include typical meeting 
agenda.

Second Contact: At a minimum of 4 weeks prior to the meeting, the CONSULTANT 
shall transmit two complete sets of Phase II plans to each UAO having facilities 
located within the project limits, and one set to the DEPARTMENT Offices as 
required by the District. 

Third Contact: Identify agreements and assemble packages. Send agreements, letters 
and two sets of plans to the UAO(s) including all component sets, one set for the 
utility office, one set to construction and maintenance if required. Include the design 
schedule. Not all projects will have all contacts as described above. 

7.4 Exception Coordination 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for transmitting/coordinating the 
appropriate design reports including, but not limited to, the Resurfacing, Restoration 
and Rehabilitation (RRR) report, Project Scope and/or the Concept Report (if 
applicable) to each UAO in order to identify any condition that may require a Utility 
Exception. The CONSULTANT shall coordinate the processing of design exceptions 
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involving Utilities with the UAO and the DEPARTMENT. Coordinate and process 
per the UAM. 

7.5 Preliminary Utility Meeting 

The CONSULTANT shall schedule (time and place), notify participants, and 
conduct a preliminary utility meeting with all affected UAO(s) for the purpose of 
presenting the project, review the current design schedule, evaluate the utility 
information collected, provide follow-up information on compensable interest 
requests, discuss the utility work by highway contractor option with each utility, and 
discuss any future design issues that may impact utilities. This is also an opportunity 
for the UAO(s) to present proposed facilities. The CONSULTANT shall keep 
accurate minutes and distribute a copy to all attendees. 

7.6 Individual/Field Meetings 

The CONSULTANT shall meet with each UAO separately throughout the project 
design duration to provide guidance in the interpretation of plans, review changes to 
the plans and schedules, optional clearing and grubbing work, and assist in the 
development of the UAO(s) plans and work schedules. The CONSULTANT is 
responsible for motivating the UAO to complete and return the necessary documents 
after each Utility Contact or Meeting. 

7.7 Collect and Review Plans and Data from UAO(s) 

Make Determinations (Compensable Interest, Easements, Coordinate, Analyze). 
Ensure information (utility type, material and size) is sent to the designer for 
inclusion in the plans. Coordinate programming of funds. 

7.8 Subordination of Easements Coordination 

The CONSULTANT, if requested by the DEPARTMENT, shall transmit to and 
secure from the UAO the executed subordination agreements prepared by the 
appropriate DEPARTMENT office. The CONSULTANT shall coordinate with the 
DUO the programming of the necessary work program funds to compensate the 
UAO.

7.9 Utility Design Meeting 

At a minimum of 3 weeks prior to the meeting, the CONSULTANT shall transmit 
two complete sets of Phase II plans to each UAO having facilities located within the 
project limits, and one set to the DEPARTMENT Offices as required by the District. 
The CONSULTANT shall schedule (time and place), notify participants, and 
conduct a Utility meeting with all affected UAO(s). The CONSULTANT shall be 
prepared to discuss drainage, traffic signalization, maintenance of traffic 
(construction phasing), review the current design schedule and letting date, evaluate 
the utility information collected, provide follow-up information on compensable 
interest requests, discuss the utility work by highway contractor option with each 
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utility, discuss any future design issues that may impact utilities, etc., to the extent 
that they may have an effect on existing or proposed utility facilities with particular 
emphasis on drainage and maintenance of traffic with each UAO. The intent of this 
meeting shall be to identify and resolve conflicts between utilities and proposed 
construction prior to completion of the plans, including utility adjustment details. 
Also recommend resolution between known utility conflicts with proposed 
construction plans as practical. The CONSULTANT shall keep accurate minutes of 
all meetings and distribute a copy to all attendees. 

7.10 Review Utility Markups and Work Schedules and Processing of Schedules and 
Agreements 

Review utility marked up plans individually as they are received for content and 
coordinate review with the designer. Send color markups and schedules to the 
appropriate DEPARTMENT office(s) for review and comment if required by the 
District. Coordinate with the District for execution. Distribute Executed Final 
Documents. Prepare Work Order for UAO(s). Coordinate programming of funds. 

7.11 Utility Coordination/Followup 

This includes follow-up, interpreting plans, and assisting and the completion of the 
UAO(s) work schedule and agreements. Includes phone calls, face-to-face meetings, 
etc., to motivate and ensure the UAO(s) complete and return the required documents 
in accordance with the project schedule. Ensure the resolution of all known conflicts. 
This task can be applied to all phases of the project. 

7.12 Utility Constructability Review 

Review utility schedules against construction contract time, and phasing for 
compatibility. Coordinate with and obtain written concurrence from the construction 
office. 

7.13 Additional Utility Services 

Preparation and coordination of Utility Design Plans when the DEPARTMENT 
participates in cost of utility work. This item is not usually included in the scope at 
the time of negotiation. It is normally added as a supplemental agreement when the 
need is identified. 

7.14 Processing Utility Work by Highway Contractor (UWHC) 

Formerly called Utility Joint Participation Agreement (JPA). This includes 
coordination of utility design effort between the DEPARTMENT and the UAO(s). 
Determine the DEPARTMENT’s cost participation, additional coordination 
meetings, prepare, negotiate, and process the agreements, review tabulation of 
quantities, prepare Summary of Pay Items (TRNS*PORT) - UWHC, perform 
UWHC constructability and bidability review, Technical Special Provisions (TSP) 
review. This does not include utility design effort. This item is not usually included 
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in the scope at the time of negotiation. It is normally added as a supplemental 
agreement when the need is identified. 

7.15 Contract Plans to UAO(s) 

This includes transmittal of the contract plans as processed for letting. Transmittals 
to UAO(s) are by certified mail, return receipt requested. 

7.16 Certification/Close-Out 

This includes hours for transmitting utility files to the DUO and preparation of the 
Utility Certification Letter. The CONSULTANT shall certify to the appropriate 
DEPARTMENT representative the following: 

All utility negotiations (Full execution of each agreement, approved Utility Work 
Schedules, technical special provisions written, etc.) have been completed with 
arrangements made for utility work to be undertaken and completed as required for 
proper coordination with the physical construction schedule. 

OR

An on-site inspection was made and no utility work will be involved. 

OR

Plans were sent to the Utility Companies/Agencies and no utility work is required. 

7.17 Other Utilites 

8 ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS 

The CONSULTANT shall notify the DEPARTMENT Project Manager, 
Environmental Permit Coordinator and other appropriate personnel in advance of all 
scheduled meetings with the regulatory agencies to allow a DEPARTMENT 
representative to attend. The CONSULTANT shall copy in the Project Manager and 
the Environmental Permit Coordinator on all permit related correspondence and 
meetings. 

8.1 Preliminary Project Research 

The CONSULTANT shall perform preliminary project research and shall be 
responsible for early identification of and coordination with the appropriate 
regulatory agencies to assure that design efforts are properly directed toward permit 
requirements. 
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8.2 Complete Permit Involvement Form 

The CONSULTANT shall document permit involvement in coordination with the 
District Permit Coordinator and DEPARTMENT Project Manager. This is to be done 
upon completion of preliminary project research. 

8.3 Establish Wetland Jurisdictional Lines 

The CONSULTANT shall collect all data and information necessary to determine 
the boundaries of wetlands and surface waters defined by the rules or regulations of 
each agency processing or reviewing a permit application necessary to construct a 
DEPARTMENT project. 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for, but not limited to, the following 
activities: 

Determine landward extent of state waters as defined in Chapter 62-340 FAC as 
ratified in Section 373.4211 FS 

Determine the jurisdictional boundaries of wetlands and surface waters as 
defined by rules or regulations of any other permitting authority that is 
processing a DEPARTMENT permit application. 
Prepare aerial maps showing the jurisdictional boundaries of wetlands and 
surface waters. Aerial maps shall be reproducible, of a scale no greater than 
1”=200’ and be recent photography. The maps shall show the jurisdictional 
limits of each agency. Xerox copies of aerials are not acceptable. All 
jurisdictional boundaries are to be tied to the project’s baseline of survey. When 
necessary, jurisdictional maps shall be signed and sealed by either a Registered 
Professional Engineer or a Registered Land Surveyor.
Acquire written verification of jurisdictional lines from the appropriate 
environmental agencies. 

Prepare a written assessment of the current condition and relative value of the 
function being performed by wetlands and surface waters. Prepare data in tabular 
form which includes the ID number for each wetland impacted, size of wetland to be 
impacted, type of impact and identify any wetland within the project limits that will 
not be impacted by the project. 

8.4 Agency Verification of Wetland Data 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for verification of wetland data identified 
in Section 8.3 and coordinating regulatory agency field reviews, including 
finalization of wetland assessments with applicable agencies. 

8.5 Complete and Submit All Required Permit Applications 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare permit packages as identified in the Project 
Description section. 
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The CONSULTANT shall collect all of the data and information necessary to obtain 
the environmental permits required to construct a project. 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare each permit application for DEPARTMENT 
approval in accordance with the rules and/or regulations of the environmental agency 
responsible for issuing a specific permit and/or authorization to perform work. 

8.6 Prepare Dredge and Fill Sketches 

8.7 Prepare USCG Permit Sketches 

8.8 Prepare Easement Sketches 

8.9 Prepare Right-of-Way Occupancy Sketches 

8.10 Prepare Coastal Construction Control Line (CCCL) Permit Sketches 

8.11 Prepare Tree Permit Information 

8.12 Mitigation Coordination and Meetings 

The CONSULTANT shall coordinate with DEPARTMENT personnel prior to 
approaching any environmental permitting or reviewing agencies. Once a mitigation 
plan has been reviewed and approved by the DEPARTMENT, the CONSULTANT 
will be responsible for coordinating the proposed mitigation plan with the 
environmental agencies. 

8.13 Mitigation Design 

If wetland impacts cannot be avoided, the CONSULTANT shall prepare a mitigation 
plan to be included as a part of the Environmental Resource or Wetlands Resource 
Permit applications.  

Prior to the development of alternatives, the CONSULTANT shall meet with the 
Project Manager to determine the DEPARTMENT’s policies in proposing 
mitigation. The CONSULTANT shall proceed in the development of a mitigation 
plan based upon the general guidelines provided by the DEPARTMENT. 

The CONSULTANT will be directed by the DEPARTMENT to investigate the 
following methods of mitigation: 

Payment to DEP/WMD per acre of wetlands impacted as defined in CH 373.4137 FS 
Monetary participation in offsite regional mitigation plans 
Monetary participation in a private mitigation bank 
Creation/restoration on public lands 
Creation/restoration on right-of-way purchased by the DEPARTMENT 

Creation/restoration on existing DEPARTMENT right-of-way 
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In the event that physical creation or restoration is the only feasible alternative to 
offset wetland impacts, the CONSULTANT shall collect all of the data and 
information necessary to prepare alternative mitigation plans that may be acceptable 
to all permitting agencies and commenting agencies who are processing or reviewing 
a permit application for a DEPARTMENT project. 

Prior to selection of a final mitigation site, the CONSULTANT will provide the 
following services in the development of alternative mitigation plans: 

Preliminary jurisdictional determination for each proposed site 
Selection of alternative sites 
Coordination of alternative sites with the DEPARTMENT/all environmental 
agencies

Written narrative listing potential sites with justifications for both non-recommended 

8.14 Environmental Clearances 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare clearances for all pond and/or mitigation sites 
identified after the PD&E was completed. 

Archaeological and Historical Features: The CONSULTANT shall collect data 
necessary to completely analyze the impacts to all cultural and historic resources by 
the pond and/or mitigation sites and prepare a Cultural Resource Assessment 
Request Package. 

Wetland Impact Analysis: The CONSULTANT shall analyze the impacts to 
wetlands for the pond and/or mitigation sites and complete the Wetlands Evaluation 
Report.

Wildlife and Habitat Impact Analysis: The CONSULTANT shall collect data 
necessary to perform an Endangered Species Biological Assessment, and analyze the 
impacts to wildlife and habitat by the pond and/or mitigation sites. 

Contamination Impact Analysis: The CONSULTANT shall perform the necessary 
analysis to complete the Contamination Screening Evaluation for the pond and/or 
mitigation sites and complete the Contamination Screening Evaluation Report. 

8.15 Other Environmental Permits 

8.16 Technical Meetings 

8.17 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

8.18 Supervision 

8.19 Coordination 
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18 STRUCTURES - MISCELLANEOUS 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare plans for Miscellaneous Structure(s) as specified in 
Section 2.5. 

Mast Arms

18.5 Mast Arms 

19 SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING ANALYSIS 

The CONSULTANT shall analyze and document Signing and Pavement Markings Tasks in 
accordance with all applicable manuals, guidelines, standards, handbooks, procedures, and 
current design memorandums. 

19.1 Traffic Data Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall review the approved preliminary engineering report, 
typical section package, traffic technical memorandum and proposed geometric 
design alignment to identify proposed sign placements and roadway markings. 
Perform queue analysis. 

19.2 No Passing Zone Study 

19.3 Reference and Master Design File 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare the Signing & Marking Design file to include all 
necessary design elements and all associated reference files. 

19.4 Multi-Post Sign Support Calculations 

The CONSULTANT shall determine the appropriate column size from the 
DEPARTMENT’s Multi-Post Sign Program(s). 

19.5 Sign Panel Design Analysis 

Establish sign layout, letter size and series for non-standard signs. 

19.6 Sign Lighting/Electrical Calculations 

Includes the verification of photometrics on lighted, load center and voltage drop 
calculations. 

19.7 Quantities 

19.8 Computation Book 
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19.9 Cost Estimates 

19.10 Technical Special Provisions 

19.11 Other Signing and Pavement Marking Analysis 

19.12 Field Reviews 

19.13 Technical Meetings 

19.14 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

19.15 Independent Peer Review 

19.16 Supervision 

19.17 Coordination 

20 SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING PLANS 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare a set of Signing and Pavement Marking Plans in 
accordance with the Plans Preparation Manual that includes the following. 

20.1 Key Sheet 

20.2 Summary of Pay Items Including CES Input 

20.3 Tabulation of Quantities 

20.4 General Notes/Pay Item Notes 

20.5 Project Layout 

20.6 Plan Sheet 

20.7 Typical Details 

20.8 Guide Sign Work Sheet(s) 

20.9 Traffic Monitoring Site 

20.10 Cross Sections 

20.11 Special Service Point Details 

20.12 Special Details 
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20.13 Interim Standards 

20.14 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

20.15 Supervision 

21 SIGNALIZATION ANALYSIS 

The CONSULTANT shall analyze and document Signalization Analysis Tasks in 
accordance with all applicable manuals, guidelines, standards, handbooks, procedures, and 
current design memorandums. 

21.1 Traffic Data Collection 

The CONSULTANT shall perform all effort required for traffic data collection, 
including crash reports, 24 hr. machine counts, 8 hr. turning movement counts, 7 day 
machine counts, and speed & delay studies. 

21.2 Traffic Data Analysis 

The CONSULTANT shall determine signal operation plan, intersection geometry, 
local signal timings, pre-emption phasing & timings, forecasting traffic, and 
intersection analysis run. 

21.3 Signal Warrant Study 

21.4 Systems Timings 

The CONSULTANT shall determine proper coordination timing plans including 
splits, force offs, offsets, and preparation of Time Space Diagram. 

21.5 Reference and Master Signalization Design File 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare the Signalization Design file to include all 
necessary design elements and all associated reference files. 

21.6 Reference and Master Interconnect Communication Design File 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare the Interconnect Communication Design file to 
include all necessary design elements and all associated reference files. 

21.7 Overhead Street Name Sign Design 

The CONSULTANT shall design Signal Mounted Overhead Street Name signs. 

21.8 Pole Elevation Analysis 
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21.9 Traffic Signal Operation Report 

(As defined by the District) 

21.10 Quantities 

21.11 Cost Estimate 

21.12 Technical Special Provisions 

21.13 Other Signalization Analysis 

21.14 Field Reviews 

The CONSULTANT shall collect information from the maintaining agencies and 
conduct a field review. The review should include, but is not limited to, the 
following:

Existing Signal and Pedestrian Phasing 
Controller Make, Model, Capabilities and Condition/Age 
Condition of Signal Structure(s) 
Type of Detection as Compared With Current District Standards 
Interconnect Media 

Controller Timing Data 

21.15 Technical Meetings 

21.16 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

21.17 Independent Peer Review 

21.18 Supervision 

21.19 Coordination 

22 SIGNALIZATION PLANS 

The CONSULTANT shall prepare a set of Signalization Plans in accordance with the Plans 
Preparation Manual, which includes the following. 

22.1 Key Sheet 

22.2 Summary of Pay Items Including CES Input 

22.3 Tabulation of Quantities 

22.4 General Notes/Pay Item Notes 
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22.5 Plan Sheet 

22.6 Interconnect Plans 

22.7 Traffic Monitoring Site 

22.8 Guide Sign Worksheet 

22.9 Special Details 

22.10 Special Service Point Details 

22.11 Mast Arm/Monotube Tabulation Sheet 

22.12 Strain Pole Schedule 

22.13 TCP Signal (Temporary) 

22.14 Temporary Detection Sheet 

22.15 Utility Conflict Sheet 

22.16 Interim Standards 

22.17 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

22.18 Supervision 

30 GEOTECHNICAL 

The CONSULTANT shall, for each project, be responsible for a complete geotechnical 
investigation. All work performed by the CONSULTANT shall be in accordance with 
DEPARTMENT standards, or as otherwise directed by the District Geotechnical Engineer. 
The District Geotechnical Engineer will make interpretations and changes regarding 
geotechnical standards, policies and procedures and provide guidance to the 
CONSULTANT. 

Prior to beginning each phase of investigation and after the Notice to Proceed is given, the 
CONSULTANT shall submit investigation plan for approval and meet with the 
DEPARTMENT’s Geotechnical Engineer or representative to review the project scope and 
DEPARTMENT requirements. The investigation plan shall include, but not be limited to, 
the proposed boring locations and depths, and all existing geotechnical information from 
available sources to generally describe the surface and subsurface conditions of the project 
site. Additional meetings may be required to plan any additional field efforts, review plans, 
resolve plans/report comments, resolve responses to comments, and/or any other meetings 
necessary to facilitate the project. 
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The CONSULTANT shall notify the DEPARTMENT in adequate time to schedule a 
representative to attend all related meetings and field activities. 

30.1 Document Collection and Review 

CONSULTANT will review printed literature including topographic maps, county 
agricultural maps, aerial photography (including historic photos), ground water 
resources, geology bulletins, potentiometric maps, pile driving records, historic 
construction records and other geotechnical related resources. Prior to field 
reconnaissance, CONSULTANT shall review U.S.G.S., S.C.S. and potentiometric 
maps, and identify areas with problematic soil and groundwater conditions. 

Roadway

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for coordination of all geotechnical related 
fieldwork activities. The CONSULTANT shall retain all samples until acceptance of 
Phase IV plans. Rock cores shall be retained as directed in writing by the District 
Geotechnical Engineer. 

Obtain pavement cores as directed in writing by the District Geotechnical Engineer. 

If required by the District Geotechnical Engineer, a preliminary roadway exploration 
shall be performed before the Phase I plans submittal. The preliminary roadway 
exploration will be performed and results provided to the Engineer of Record to 
assist in setting roadway grades and locating potential problem areas. The 
preliminary roadway exploration shall be performed as directed in writing by the 
District Geotechnical Engineer. 

CONSULTANT shall perform specialized field-testing as required by project needs 
and as directed in writing by the District Geotechnical Engineer. 

All laboratory testing and classification will be performed in accordance with 
applicable DEPARTMENT standards, ASTM Standards or AASHTO Standards, 
unless otherwise specified in the Contract Documents. 

30.2 Detailed Boring Location Plan 

Develop a detailed boring location plan. Meet with DEPARTMENT Geotechnical 
Project Manager for boring plan approval. If the drilling program expects to 
encounter artesian conditions, the CONSULTANT shall submit a methodology(s) for 
plugging the borehole to the DEPARTMENT for approval prior to commencing with 
the boring program. 

30.3 Stake Borings/Utility Clearance 

Stake borings and obtain utility clearance. 
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30.4 MOT Plans for Field Investigation 

Coordinate and develop Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) plan. All work zone traffic 
control will be performed in accordance with the DEPARTMENT’s Roadway and 
Traffic Design Standards Index 600 series. 

30.5 Drilling Access Permits 

Obtain all State, County, City, and Water Management District permits for 
performing geotechnical borings, as needed. 

30.6 Property Clearances 

Notify property tenants in person of drilling and field activities, if applicable. 
Written notification to property owners/tenants is the responsibility of the 
DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager. 

30.7 Groundwater Monitoring 

Monitor groundwater, using piezometers. 

30.8 LBR Sampling 

Collect appropriate samples for Limerock Bearing Ratio (LBR) testing. 

30.9 Coordination of Field Work 

Coordinate all field work required to provide geotechnical data for the project. 

30.10 Soil and Rock Classification - Roadway 

Refine soil profiles recorded in the field, based on results of laboratory testing. 

30.11 Design LBR 

Determine design LBR values from the 90% and mean methods. 

30.12 Laboratory Data 

Tabulate laboratory test results for inclusion in the geotechnical report, the report of 
tests sheet (Roadway Soil Survey Sheet), and for any necessary calculations and 
analyses.

30.13 Seasonal High Water Table 

Review the encountered ground water levels and estimate seasonal high ground 
water levels. Estimate seasonal low ground water levels, if requested. 
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30.14 Parameters for Water Retention Areas 

Calculate parameters for water retention areas, exfiltration trenches, and/or swales. 

30.15 Limits of Unsuitable Material 

Delineate limits of unsuitable material(s) in both horizontal and vertical directions. 
Assist the Engineer of Record with detailing these limits on the cross-sections. If 
requested, prepare a plan view of the limits of unsuitable material. 

30.16 ASCII Files for Cross-Sections 

Create ASCII files of boring data for cross-sections. 

30.17 Embankment Settlement and Stability 

Estimate the total magnitude and time rate of embankment settlements. Calculate the 
factor of safety against slope stability failure. 

30.18 Stormwater Volume Recovery and/or Background Seepage Analysis 

Perform stormwater volume recovery analysis as directed by the DEPARTMENT. 

30.19 Geotechnical Recommendations 

Provide geotechnical recommendations regarding the proposed roadway construction 
project including the following: description of the site/alignment, design 
recommendations and discussion of any special considerations (i.e. removal of 
unsuitable material, consolidation of weak soils, estimated settlement time/amount, 
groundwater control, high groundwater conditions relative to pavement base, etc.) 
Evaluate and recommend types of geosynthetics and properties for various 
applications, as required. 

30.20 Preliminary Roadway Report and Pavement Evaluation Report 

If a preliminary roadway investigation is performed, a preliminary roadway report 
shall be submitted before the Phase I plans submittal. The purpose of the preliminary 
roadway report will be to assist in setting road grades and locating potential 
problems. 

Copies of U.S.G.S. and S.C.S. maps with project limits shown. 
A report of tests sheet that summarizes the laboratory test results, the soil 
stratification (i.e. soils grouped into layers of similar materials) and construction 
recommendations relative to Standard Indices 500 and 505. 

Results of all tasks discussed in the previous section (Data Interpretation and 
Analysis).
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An appendix that contains stratified soil boring profiles, laboratory test data 
sheets, sample embankment settlement and stability calculations, design LBR 
calculation/graphs, and other pertinent calculations. 

The CONSULTANT will respond in writing to any changes and/or comments from 
the DEPARTMENT and submit any responses and revised reports. 

If a pavement evaluation is performed, the evaluation and report submittal shall be in 
accordance with Section 3.4 of the Materials Manual: Pavement Coring and 
Evaluation.

30.21 Final Report 

The Final Roadway Report shall include the following: 

Copies of U.S.G.S. and S.C.S. maps with project limits shown. 
A report of tests sheet that summarizes the laboratory test results, the soil 
stratification (i.e. soils grouped into layers of similar materials) and construction 
recommendations relative to Standard Indices 500 and 505. 

Results of all tasks discussed in the previous section (Data Interpretation and 
Analysis).

An appendix that contains stratified soil boring profiles, laboratory test data 
sheets, sample embankment settlement and stability calculations, design LBR 
calculation/graphs, and other pertinent calculations. 

The CONSULTANT will respond in writing to any changes and/or comments from 
the DEPARTMENT and submit any responses and revised reports. 

30.22 Auger Boring Drafting 

Draft auger borings as directed by the DEPARTMENT. 

30.23 SPT Boring Drafting 

Draft SPT borings as directed by the DEPARTMENT. 

Structures

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for coordination of all geotechnical related 
fieldwork activities. The CONSULTANT shall retain all samples until acceptance of 
Phase IV plans. Rock cores shall be retained as directed in writing by the District 
Geotechnical Engineer. 

CONSULTANT shall perform specialized field-testing as required by needs of 
project and as directed in writing by the District Geotechnical Engineer. 

All laboratory testing and classification will be performed in accordance with 
applicable DEPARTMENT standards, ASTM Standards or AASHTO Standards, 
unless otherwise specified in the Contract Documents. 
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The staff hour tasks for high embankment fills and structural foundations for bridges, 
box culverts, walls, high-mast lighting, overhead signs, mast arm signals, strain 
poles, buildings, and other structures include the following: 

30.24 Detailed Boring Location Plan 

Develop a detailed boring location plan. Meet with DEPARTMENT Geotechnical 
Project Manager for boring plan approval. If the drilling program expects to 
encounter artesian conditions, the CONSULTANT shall submit a methodology(s) for 
plugging the borehole to the DEPARTMENT for approval prior to commencing with 
the boring program. 

30.25 Stake Borings/Utility Clearance 

Stake borings and obtain utility clearance. 

30.26 MOT Plans for Field Investigation 

Coordinate and develop MOT plan. All work zone traffic control will be performed 
in accordance with the DEPARTMENT’s Roadway and Traffic Design Standards 
Index 600 series. 

30.27 Drilling Access Permits 

Obtain all State, County, City, and Water Management District permits for 
performing geotechnical borings, as needed. 

30.28 Property Clearances 

Notify property tenants in person of drilling and field activities, if applicable. 
Written notification to property owners/tenants is the responsibility of the 
DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager. 

30.29 Collection of Corrosion Samples 

Collect corrosion samples for determination of environmental classifications. 

30.30 Coordination of Field Work 

Coordinate all field work required to provide geotechnical data for the project. 

30.31 Soil and Rock Classification – Structures (N/A) 

30.32 Tabulation of Laboratory Data 

Laboratory test results should be tabulated for inclusion in the geotechnical report 
and for the necessary calculations and analyses. 
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30.33 Design Groundwater Level for Structures 

Review encountered groundwater levels, estimate seasonal high groundwater levels, 
and evaluate groundwater levels for structure design. 

30.34 Selection of Foundation Alternatives (BDR) (N/A) 

30.35 Detailed Analysis of Selected Foundation Alternate(s) (N/A) 

30.36 Bridge Construction and Testing Recommendations (N/A) 

30.37 Lateral Load Analysis (Optional) (N/A) 

30.38 Walls 

Provide the design soil profile(s), which include the soil model/type of each layer 
and all soil engineering properties required by the Engineer of Record for 
conventional wall analyses and recommendations. Review wall design for 
geotechnical compatibility and constructability. 

Evaluate the external stability of conventional retaining walls and retained earth wall 
systems. For retained earth wall systems, calculate and provide minimum soil 
reinforcement lengths versus wall heights, and soil parameters assumed in analysis. 
Estimate differential and total (long term and short term) settlements.  

Provide wall construction recommendations. 

30.39 Sheet Pile Wall Analysis (Optional) (N/A) 

30.40 Soil Parameters for Signs, Signals, High Mast Lights, and Strain Poles and 
Geotechnical Recommendations (N/A) 

30.41 Box Culvert Analysis (N/A) 

30.42 Preliminary Report – BDR (N/A) 

30.43 Final Report - Bridge and Associated Walls (N/A) 

30.44 Final Reports - Signs, Signals, Box Culvert, Walls, and High Mast Lights 

The final reports shall include the following: 

Copies of U.S.G.S. and S.C.S. maps with project limits shown. 
Summary of structure background data, SCS, USGS, geologic and 
potentiometric data. 
The results of all tasks discussed in the previous section (Data Interpretation and 
Analysis).
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Recommendations for foundation installation, or other site preparation soils-
related construction considerations with plan sheets as necessary. 
Any special provisions required for construction that are not addressed in the 
DEPARTMENT’s Standard specification. 

An Appendix which includes SPT and CPT boring/sounding profiles, data from any 
specialized field tests, engineering analysis, notes/sample calculations, sheets 
showing ultimate bearing capacity curves versus elevation for piles and drilled 
shafts, a complete FHWA check list, pile driving records (if available), and any other 
pertinent information. 

Final reports will incorporate comments from the DEPARTMENT and contain any 
additional field or laboratory test results, recommended foundation alternatives along 
with design parameters and special provisions for the contract plans. These reports 
will be submitted to the District Geotechnical Engineer for review prior to project 
completion. After review by the District Geotechnical Engineer, the reports will be 
submitted to the District Geotechnical Engineer in final form and will include the 
following:

All original plan sheets (11” x 17”) 
One set of all plan and specification documents, in electronic format, according 
to DEPARTMENT requirements 
Two sets of record prints 
Six sets of any special provisions 

All reference and support documentation used in preparation of contract plans 
package

Additional final reports (up to four), aside from stated above, may be needed and 
requested for the DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager and other disciplines. 

The final reports, special provisions, as well as record prints, will be signed and 
sealed by a Professional Engineer registered in the State of Florida. 

Draft the detailed boring/sounding standard sheet, including environmental 
classification, results of laboratory testing, and specialized construction 
requirements, for inclusion in final plans. 

30.45 SPT Boring Drafting 

Prepare a complete set of drawings to include all SPT borings, auger borings and 
other pertinent soils information in the plans. Include these drawings in the Final 
Geotechnical Report. Draft borings, location map, S.C.S. map and U.S.D.A. map as 
directed by the DEPARTMENT. Soil symbols must be consistent with those 
presented in the latest Florida Department of Transportation Soils and Foundations 
Handbook.
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30.46 Other Geotechnical  

Define

30.47 Technical Special Provisions 

30.48 Field Reviews 

Identify and note surface soil and rock conditions, surface water conditions and 
locations, and preliminary utility conflicts. Observe and note nearby structures and 
foundation types. 

30.49 Technical Meetings 

30.50 Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

30.51 Supervision 

30.52 Coordination 

30.53 Optional Preliminary Contamination Assessment 

When required, all work shall be performed in accordance with current Florida 
Department of Environmental Regulation (DER) and Federal OSHA and EPA 
standards. The following work shall be included, but not limited to: 

A minimum of four borings will be required per site. 
Soil gas analysis will be required by use of a flame ionization detector; e.g. 
Organic Vapor Analyzer (OVA). 
Installation of monitoring wells may be required. 
Water sampling and laboratory analysis may be required. The State of Florida 
Department of Health shall certify the laboratory performing the analysis. 

Four copies of the draft PCA report will be required for review and comment by the 
DEPARTMENT. After comments have been addressed, six signed and sealed copies 
of the final PCA report shall be submitted to the DEPARTMENT. Copies of all 
documents will be additionally transmitted to the DEPARTMENT in electronic 
format in accordance with the DEPARTMENT’s current standards. 

34 INVOICING LIMITS 

Payment for the work accomplished will be in accordance with Method of Compensation of 
this contract. Invoices shall be submitted to the DEPARTMENT, in a format prescribed by 
the DEPARTMENT. The DEPARTMENT Project Manager and the CONSULTANT shall 
monitor the cumulative invoiced billings to insure the reasonableness of the billings 
compared to the project schedule and the work accomplished and accepted by the 
DEPARTMENT. 
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The CONSULTANT will provide a list of key events and the associated total percentage of 
work considered to be complete at each event. This list will be used to control invoicing. 
Payments will not be made that exceed the percentage of work for any event until those 
events have actually occurred and the results are acceptable to the DEPARTMENT. 
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EXHIBIT A-3

DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES 
PHASE III – POST DESIGN SERVICES 

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ 
County CIP Number: 00205304
Financial Project ID: 240233-4
Description:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County
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EXHIBIT A-2 

1 PURPOSE ______________________________________________________________________________1

2 POST DESIGN SERVICES ________________________________________________________________1

2.1 Plans and Right of Way Documents Update and Maintenance _______________________________1
2.2 Construction Assistance_____________________________________________________________1
2.3 Permit Updates____________________________________________________________________2
2.4 Review Structural Shop Drawings_____________________________________________________2
2.5 Survey Update ____________________________________________________________________2
2.6 Web Site Updates (N/A) ____________________________________________________________2
2.7 Newsletters ______________________________________________________________________2

3 INVOICING LIMITS _____________________________________________________________________2
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DRAFT SCOPE OF SERVICES FOR CONSULTING ENGINEERING SERVICES
HIGHWAY AND BRIDGE FINAL DESIGN & PERMITTING 

This Exhibit forms an integral part of the agreement between the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
(hereinafter referred to as the COUNTY) and XXXX (hereinafter referred to as the CONSULTANT) relative to the 
transportation facility described as follows: 

County Project Number: PS-2825-07/BHJ 
County CIP Number: 00205304
Financial Project ID: 240233-4
Description:  SR 434 from Rangeline Rd to CR 427 in Seminole County

1 PURPOSE

At the COUNTY’s option, the CONSULTANT may be requested to provide post design services.  
The purpose is to achieve quality post design services from competent professionals in order to 
satisfactorily complete construction.   These services are intended to address changed conditions or 
services not covered that occur following acceptance of final plans, including changes required as part 
of right of way acquisition.  These services are not intended for instances of CONSULTANT error 
and/or omissions.   

2 POST DESIGN SERVICES 

The following descriptions provide a non-exclusive summary of the specific tasks within this Scope-
of-Services and are the minimum criteria for project performance and execution.  The COUNTY will 
issue work orders on an as needed basis.  The CONSULTANT is responsible to provide the following 
required professional services as requested: 

2.1 Plans and Right of Way Documents Update and Maintenance 

The CONSULTANT shall perform engineering analyses and/or make revisions to the plans, right of 
way maps, legal descriptions and special provisions, as requested by the COUNTY and the 
DEPARTMENT, to reflect additions, deletions and/or modifications prior to and subsequent to 
construction advertising.  Whenever the plans or Right of Way Maps are revised, the CONSULTANT 
shall submit two (2) sets of signed and sealed half size prints of the revised sheets and one (1) set of 
the revised reproducibles.  The Right of Way maps and drainage maps will be full size.    

2.2 Construction Assistance 

The CONSULTANT shall provide to the COUNTY qualified representation during the construction 
phase concerning the intent and interpretation of the construction plans and documents.  Should 
changed conditions be encountered in the field and when requested by the COUNTY, the 
CONSULTANT shall respond in a timely manner with suitable engineering solutions which take into 
account the changed conditions.  

On site appearance of CONSULTANT shall be made during construction at the written request of the 
COUNTY.

From time to time during construction, the COUNTY may request the CONSULTANT to review 
contractor proposed field changes or to respond with a recommended solution to remedy particular 
field situations not covered by the plans and specifications. 
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2.3 Permit Updates 

The CONSULTANT shall provide valid permits extending through construction.  The 
CONSULTANT shall apply for and provide the necessary information to modify, extend or renew 
required permits, prior to or subsequent to construction advertising. 

2.4 Review Structural Shop Drawings 

The CONSULTANT shall review structural shop drawings during construction as needed.  

2.5 Survey Update 

If requested, the CONSULTANT shall provide additional field survey updates prior to and during the 
construction contract.  

2.6 Web Site Updates (N/A) 

The CONSULTANT will maintain and update as needed the web site previously developed for this 
project.   The web site will include information such as the project scope, schedule and progress. 

2.7 Newsletters

The CONSULTANT will prepare and send out newsletters to inform the public of when construction 
will begin, general project information, and construction contacts.  The newsletter will be sent to all 
those on the mailing list.  

3 INVOICING LIMITS 

Payment for the work accomplished will be in accordance with Method of Compensation of this contract. 
Invoices shall be submitted to the COUNTY, in a format prescribed by the COUNTY. The COUNTY Project 
Manager and the CONSULTANT shall monitor the cumulative invoiced billings to insure the reasonableness 
of the billings compared to the project schedule and the work accomplished and accepted by the COUNTY. 

The CONSULTANT will provide a list of key events and the associated total percentage of work considered to 
be complete at each event. This list will be used to control invoicing. Payments will not be made that exceed 
the percentage of work for any event until those events have actually occurred and the results are acceptable to 
the COUNTY. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendment #1 to M-401-03/PWM with de la Parte & Gilbert of Tampa, Florida, to 
change the payment of services as Not-To-Exceed the annual budget adopted by the 
Environmental Services Department for legal services related to environmental permitting, and 
to increase rates as identified in the revised Exhibit B included within the Amendment. In 
addition, extend the current term by two years through November 30, 2010 with two (2)
additional two-year options for renewal and authorize the County Attorney to execute the 
Amendment.

BACKGROUND:

M-401-03/PWM provides legal services for permitting environmental services projects, 
including, but not limited to, consumptive use permit renewals, water and wastewater 
treatment facilities, alternative water products and related facilities. On October 28, 2003, the
Board agreed to waive the procurement process and to award this Agreement to de la Parte & 
Gilbert of Tampa, Florida. Since the issuance of the current Work Order #5 for CUP Renewal 
Permitting on January 17, 2007, there have been significant changes to the CUP permitting 
requirements which have increased both the need and cost for these services.

In order to meet these additional requirements, staff has recommended a change to the 
method for requesting services under the Agreement and a change to the payment of services 
as Not-To-Exceed the annual adopted by the Environmental Services Department for legal 
services related to environmental permitting. de la Parte & Gilbert has continued to bill at the 
2003 rates through March 6, 2008, and has submitted a request for a rate increase included 
as the revised Exhibit B within the attached Amendment. The County Attorney's Office has 
reviewed and approved this request for rate increase.

The current term of the Agreement shall expire on November 23, 2008 and it provides no 
renewal periods. Through this Amendment, the County Attorney's Office has requested to
extend the current term of the Agreement by two years through November 30, 2010, and to 
provide for two (2) additional two-year options for renewal.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 7

 
SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to M-401-03/PWM with de la Parte & Gilbert

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Bob Hunter EXT: 7119

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve Amendment #1 to M-401-03/PWM with de la Parte 
& Gilbert of Tampa, Florida, to change the payment of services as Not-To-Exceed the annual 
budget adopted by the Environmental Services Department for legal services related to
environmental permitting, and to increase rates as identified in the revised Exhibit B included 
within the Amendment. In addition, extend the current term by two years through November 
30, 2010, with two (2) additional two-year options for renewal and authorize the County 
Attorney to execute the Amendment.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. M-401-03 First Amendment with de la Parte

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Robert McMillan )gfedcb

















 
8



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendment #1 to RFP-4214-04/TLR - Security Repairs, Maintenance and Upgrades 
Agreement with Site Secure, Inc., Sanford, Florida, to increase rates as identified in the 
revised Exhibit C included in the Amendment. Also, approve the revised Estimated Annual 
Usage of $750,000.00.

BACKGROUND:

RFP-4214-04/TLR provides for all labor, materials and equipment to complete the design, 
manufacturing expenses and factory tests, delivery to the site, programming, interfacing with 
all existing alarm, access control, video and security systems, calibration, installation, system 
start-up services, training and incidentals required to completely furnish and install security 
equipment at Seminole County’s facilities as designated. In addition, the Contractor provides 
both technical and programming services on an as required basis to troubleshoot and optimize 
Seminole County’s existing alarm, access control, and video and security systems. 

The original intent for RFP-4214-04/TLR was to provide security for water treatment facilities 
throughout the County at an Estimated Annual Usage of $250,000.00, and that the Agreement 
be used by multiple County departments. This estimate has increased since the needs for the 
County’s security systems have expanded for Environmental Services projects that include 
wastewater treatment facilities, remote well locations, badge access software, and closed
circuit television monitoring. The Facilities Division utilizes this Agreement for the repair and 
maintenance of security alarm systems at locations such as Economic Development and 
Supervisor of Elections, and for the maintenance and repair of surveillance cameras at specific 
County locations to include the Criminal Justice Center (139), Civil Courthouse (25), Juvenile 
Justice Center (12), Juvenile Assessment Center (8), Public Safety Building (29), and SC 
Museum (25) for a total of 238 cameras.

In addition, security systems maintenance work has also been added to this agreement. This 
work is best handled by the original installer due to the complexity and unique nature of the 
equipment and the security standards of the County’s system. Maintenance work performed 
has included repairs to damage caused by lightning strikes, need for back-up of SQL servers, 
manufacturer upgrades to software and equipment, and maintenance of cyber locks.

On July 13, 2004, the Board awarded this Agreement to Site Secure, Inc., and the last 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 8

 
SUBJECT: Amendment #1 to RFP-4214-04/TLR - Security Repairs, Maintenance and 
Upgrades Agreement

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: David Santiago EXT: 7106

County-wide Ray Hooper



rate increase was in 2006.  Site Secure, Inc. has submitted a rate increase (revised Exhibit C 
included in the Amendment) and staff has reviewed and agrees with the increase. This will be 
the final rate increase approved under this agreement through the expiration of its final 
renewal period on July 29, 2009. 

The backup documentation includes the Agreement's transaction history through the date of 
this Agenda Item, along with breakdowns for estimated usage by the Environmental Services 
Department and the Facilities Division/Administrative Services Department for Fiscal Year
08/09. Staff has recommended the re-solicitation of this Agreement with the inclusion of fire 
alarm systems. This additional scope change and coordination of needs across multiple 
County departments will require a longer period for re-solicitation of these security services, 
and staff has further recommended this process to begin in July 2008, twelve months prior to 
the expiration of the current Agreement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve Amendment #1 to RFP-4214-04/TLR - Security 
Repairs, Maintenance and Upgrades Agreement with Site Secure, Inc., Sanford, Florida, to
increase rates as identified in the revised Exhibit C included in the Amendment and approve 
the revised Estimated Annual Usage of $750,000.00.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. RFP-4214-04_First Amendment with Site Secure
2. RFP 4214-04 Backup Documentation
3. RFP-4214-04 WO59 Scope for SER Control Room

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb







Line
Number Description Estimated

Expenditure

%
Mark-

up
Dollar Mark-up 

1 Verint/Loronix Parts $  75,000.00 15% $11,250.00 
2 ThermalSite Parts $100,000.00 15% $15,000.00 
3 PCSC Parts $  35,000.00 15% $  5,250.00 
4 All Other Materials & Parts $  25,000.00 15% $  3,750.00 
5 Sub-Contractors $  15,000.00 10% $  1,500.00 
6 Equipment Rentals $    5,000.00 10% $     500.00 

LABOR RATE SCHEDULE 
7 Project Management (IV) $  107.50
8 Installation Foreman (III) $    89.85
9 Installation Technician (II) $    74.59

10 Installation Technician (helper) $    60.33
11 System Engineer / Designer $  104.20
12 Design Engineering P.E. $  126.15
13 Design Engineering non-P.E. $  115.18
14 Draftsman /CAD Technician $    71.30
15 Programming Services $    85.00
16 Clerical (O&M Documentation) $    45.00
17 Telephone Support (30 min. base rate) $    42.50
18 Telephone Support (15 min. increment) $    21.25
19 Emergency Service / Non-business 

Hours rate multiplier 
50%

Exhibit "C"

RFP-4214-04/TLR
Amendment No. 1



RFP-4214-04 - CIS TRANSACTION HISTORY LOG

Date WO Description 1st Year 2nd Year

07/30/2004 0 Original Term 3 yrs.

10/07/2004 1 W/O #1 Summer '04 Hurricane Repairs $47,895.30

10/07/2004 2
W/O #2 Upgrades to six new Water Treatment 
Plants (To BCC to increase annual amount)

10/07/2004 3
W/O #3 Security Repairs Maint & Upgrades (Pete's 
signature) $108,202.00

10/15/2004 4
W/O #4 Emergency Repairs to Utilities Facilities 
EPO (OR-5808) (Pete's signature) $40,000.00

11/01/2004 5
W/O # 5 Security Systems Support & Maintenance 
(Pete's signature) $95,000.00

01/04/2005 6 W/O # 6 FM Office Access Control System $10,458.00

01/04/2005 7 W/O # 7 Yankee Lake WWTP SR46 Gate $21,357.00

04/26/2005 8
W/O #8 - Markham Reagional WTP GST#2 
additions $44,164.39

06/03/2005 9
W/O #9 Various Fencing Projects Greenwood 
Lakes WWTP Wall & Gate $160,662.00

06/17/2005 10
Replacement for Security Management Control 
Systems $30,000.00

07/07/2005 11
W/O #11 Security Repairs, Maintenance & 
Upgrades $7,451.00

07/07/2005 12
W/O #12 Ground Storage Tank Aerator 
Modifications $60,000.00

07/12/2005 13
W/O #13 Emergency Response Plan & Amended 
VA $97,520.00

07/12/2005 14 WO #14 Security Risks/ Plant Improvements $19,460.00

End of 1st Year Base Period (7/30/04 - 7/29/05)

08/22/2005 15 W/O #15  OC-800120 $371,885.00

11/22/2005 16
W/O #16 OC-800367  Blanket NTE $10K each 
project $100,000.00

11/22/2005 17 W/O #17 OC-800446 $7,891.00

11/23/2005 18
W/O #18 OC-800438  Blanket NTE $10K each 
project $30,000.00

12/20/2005 19 W/O#19  OC-800520 $9,975.31

01/19/2006 20 W/O #20  OC-800625 $9,348.00

02/13/2006 21 W/O #21 OC-800707 $1,000.00

03/23/2006 22
W/O #22 OC-800874 Blanket NTE $10K each 
project $30,000.00

03/31/2006 23 W/O #23  OC-800868 $39,770.00

03/31/2006 24 W/O #24  OC-800869 $14,498.00

2nd Year Base Period (7/30/05 - 7/29/06) - CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
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Facilities Management Division
Security Agreement - RFP-4214-04
Estimated 08/09 Usage

SUMMARY TOTAL Facilities Maintenance FY 08/09
Est. Amount

Security Alarm Repair & Maint. $25,000.00
Surveillance Camera Repair & Maint. $100,000.00

$125,000.00

SUMMARY TOTAL Construction Management FY 08/09
Proj. Manager Project Est. Amount
Jackson FS-11 Renovations 8,700.00$              
Jackson FS-12 Renovations 8,700.00$              
Werley CCH Parking Lot (Judge's) 50,000.00$            
Salter Midway Reconstruction 10,000.00$            
Salter Animal Srvc Fire Recon 5,000.00$              
Fernandez (4) Libraries HVAC Replacement 6,500.00$

Grand Total 88,900.00$            

SUMMARY TOTAL FY 08/09
Amount

Facilities Maintenance: $125,000.00
Construction Management: $88,900.00

$213,900.00

Grand Total:

Grand Total:

Program

Service
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendments to PS-1074-06/TRJ with Ardaman & Associates, Inc. of Orlando, 
Florida; Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, Florida; and Professional Service 
Industries, (PSI) Inc. of Orlando, Florida, to add additional Pay Items as identified in the 
revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for each Consultant. In addition, approve the 
increased rates as requested by Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, Florida, included 
in the revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for Nodarse & Associates, Inc.

BACKGROUND:

PS-1074-06/TRJ provides soil and materials testing for various projects within Seminole 
County. On December 12, 2006, the Board awarded this work order based Master Agreement 
to Ardaman & Associates, Inc. of Orlando, Florida; Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, 
Florida; and Professional Service Industries, Inc. of Orlando, Florida.

Amendments under this Master Agreement will become the First Amendments for each 
Consultant, and will provide for the addition of Pay Items which consist of various unit costs 
associated with drill rig mobilization for testing purposes (refer to Exhibit A, section 
"Geotechnical Investigations and Soil Testing", item numbers 39-42). These Pay Items were
not included within the original Master Agreement.  Public Works Department - Engineering 
Division has reviewed and agreed with the rate increase for Nodarse and Associates, Inc.

Authorization for performance of services by the Contractor under this agreement shall be in 
the form of written Work Orders issued and executed by the County and signed by the 
Contractor. The work and dollar amount for each work order shall be based on the project and 
will be negotiated on an as-needed basis.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve Amendments to PS-1074-06/TRJ with Ardaman & 
Associates, Inc. of Orlando, Florida; Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter Park, Florida; and
Professional Service Industries, (PSI) Inc. of Orlando, Florida, to add additional Pay Items as 
identified in the revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for each Consultant. In 
addition, approve the increased rates as requested by Nodarse & Associates, Inc. of Winter 
Park, Florida, included in the revised Exhibit A included within the Amendment for Nodarse &

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 9

 
SUBJECT: Amendments to PS-1074-06/TRJ - Consultant Services Agreement for 
Geotechnical Services and Construction Material Testing and Inspection with Ardaman & 
Associates, Inc.; Nodarse & Associates, Inc.; and Professional Service Industries, Inc.

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Robert Bradley EXT: 7113

County-wide Ray Hooper



Associates, Inc.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-1074-06_TRJ Amendment #1 with Ardaman
2. PS-1074-06_TRJ Amendment #1 with Nodarse
3. PS-1074-06_TRJ Amendment #1 with PSI

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb







EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award CC-2938-07/VFT - Orange Boulevard Utility Adjustments & Roadway Improvements to 
Southern Site Works, Inc., Zephyrhills, FL, in the amount of $6,645,961.00, for all labor, 
materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services and incidentals required to perform all 
work necessary to construct Water Mains, Force Mains, Reclaimed Water Mains, Storm Sewer 
systems, remove and/or place out of service existing utilities, roadway realignment and 
widening, roadway milling and resurfacing and associated tasks for the project. This Project is 
located in Northwest Seminole County, Florida, along Orange Boulevard from State Road 46A 
to State Road 46.

BACKGROUND:

CC-2938-07/VFT - Orange Boulevard Utility Adjustments & Roadway Improvements will 
provide for all labor, materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services and incidentals 
required to perform all work necessary to construct Water Mains, Force Mains, Reclaimed 
Water Mains, Storm Sewer systems, remove and/or place out of service existing utilities, 
roadway realignment and widening, roadway milling and resurfacing and associated tasks for 
the project.  This Project is located in Northwest Seminole County, Florida, along Orange 
Boulevard from State Road 46A to State Road 46.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received eleven (11) responsive bids. The 
Review Committee consisting of Hugh Sipes, Project Manager, Environmental Services - PEI; 
Dennis Westrick, Manager, Environmental Services - PEI; and Antoine Khoury, Principal 
Engineer, Public Works - Engineering; reviewed the responses. Consideration was given to 
A+B bid price computation, qualifications and experience.

The Review Committee recommends award to the lowest priced, responsive, responsible 
bidder, Southern Site Works, Inc., in the amount of $6,645,961.00. The completion time for 
this project is 460 days for substantial completion and 30 days to final, for a total agreement 
time of 490 calendar days from issuance of the Notice to Proceed by the County. The backup 
documentation includes the Tabulation Sheet.

This is a budgeted project and funds are available in the following account lines: 
$1,440,956.00 from 0087817.560650 (W/S $158M Debt Proceeds/Construction in Progress); 
CIP No. 00207801 (Orange Blvd. Utility Adjustments); $1,440,956.00 from 0087817.560650
(W/S $158M Debt Proceeds/Construction in Progress); CIP No. 00217701 (Orange Blvd. 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 10

 
SUBJECT: Construction Contract: CC-2938-07/VFT - Orange Boulevard Utility Adjustments & 
Roadway Improvements

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Vagillia Taylor EXT: 7122

County-wide Ray Hooper



Utility Adjustments); $1,440,956.00 from 0087817.560650 (W/S $158M Debt
Proceeds/Construction in Progress); CIP No. 00247901 (Orange Blvd. Utility Adjustments); 
$2,323,093.00 from 077541.560650 (Engineering/Construction in Progress); CIP No. 191636 
(ENG-CR431 (Orange Blvd).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award CC-2938-07/VFT - Orange Boulevard Utility 
Adjustments & Roadway Improvements to Southern Site Works, Inc., Zephyrhills, FL, in the 
amount of $6,645,961.00, for all labor, materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services 
and incidentals required to perform all work necessary to construct Water Mains, Force Mains,
Reclaimed Water Mains, Storm Sewer systems, remove and/or place out of service existing 
utilities, roadway realignment and widening, roadway milling and resurfacing and associated 
tasks for the project. This Project is located in Northwest Seminole County, Florida, along 
Orange Boulevard from State Road 46A to State Road 46.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. CC-2938-07 Award Agreement to Southern Site Works, Inc.
2. CC-2938-07 Agenda Backup

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Waive the procurement process in accordance with Sec. 220.5 of the Purchasing Code and 
authorize staff to issue Purchase Orders to Mary Brodeur Hope for financial consulting 
services at $75.00 per hour, in accordance with approved budget.

BACKGROUND:
Pursuant to the Seminole County Purchasing Code Sec. 220.5 Waiver of Requirements when 
deemed to be in the best interest of the County, the Fiscal Services Department desires 
to continue the services of a competent and qualified Certified Public Accountant to perform
financial consulting services as determined necessary in support of ongoing fiscal operations 
of the County, including, but not limited to, policy development and review, assistance in 
ongoing fiscal matters, and the performance of specific management studies. Task 
assignments will be issued as approved by the County’s Fiscal Services Director.  Mary 
Brodeur Hope is already working with the County in the performance of close-out audit 
services and has a current knowledge of the County’s internal fiscal structure and operations. 
The use of this contractor on additional task assignments in conjunction with her current 
assignments being performed will allow for more effective use of the contractors time and will 
be to the County’s benefit. On September 25, 2007, the Board of County Commissioners 
approved a purchase order for $109,975.00 to Mary Brodeur Hope because of her uniqueness 
in the engagement of, and technical requirements and knowledge in governmental finance and
accounting, and work experience.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to waive the procurement process in accordance with Sec. 220.5 
of the Purchasing Code, and authorize staff to issue Purchase Orders to Mary Brodeur Hope 
for financial consulting services at $75.00 per hour, in accordance with approved budget.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 11

 
SUBJECT: Waive the Procurement Process and authorize Mary Brodeur Hope, Oviedo, FL, to 
provide Financial Consulting Services at $75.00 per hour, in accordance with approved budget

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Tammy Roberts EXT: 7115

County-wide Ray Hooper

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the First Amendment to the Seminole 
County/Central Florida Family Health Center, Inc. HUD/CDBG Subrecipient Agreement 
Program Year 2006 -2007

BACKGROUND:

On July 25, 2006 the Board of County Commissioners (Board) approved the 2006-2007 CDBG 
Program Year funding to the Central Florida Family Health Center (Center) in the amount of
$200,000.00.  Funding is being provided for the expansion of the existing parking lot at their 
clinic on SR 415, east of Sanford (82 additional spaces).  The Center will leverage this project 
with $400,000.00 to assist in construction costs, as well as adding medical staff to expand 
their service capacity, which is contingent upon the expanded parking area. Commencement
of construction was delayed due to new Saint Johns River Water Management District 
(SJRWMD) requirements and force main issues with the City of Sanford. The Center has met 
its leveraging obligations of $400,000.00 and has already hired a permanent Physician’s 
Assistant.  Site plans have been reviewed and approved by the City of Sanford and Seminole 
County’s Development Review Division. With construction activities underway, the Central 
Florida Family Health Center has respectfully requested an extension of one (1) year to March 
31, 2009 to complete the project. 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the
Chairman to execute the First Amendment to the Seminole 
County/Central Florida Family Medical Center, Inc. 
HUD/CDBG Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2006-
2007.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 12

 
SUBJECT: First Amendment to the Seminole County/Central Florida Family Health Center, 
Inc. HUD/CDBG Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2006-2007

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Becky Heckters EXT: 2388

District 5 Brenda Carey Rob Heenan



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement
2. Amendment to an Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Seminole County/Seminole County 
Housing Authority Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 
2007-2008.

BACKGROUND:

The County has historically used the Seminole County Housing Authority to administer its 
HOME Program-funded Tenant-Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) Program. The TBRA 
Program assists very low income households in Seminole County by funding a portion of their 
rent payments (payments are made to landlords), and is restricted to households headed by 
elderly persons, persons with disabilities, or persons in school or vocational training on a full 
time basis (to establish self-sufficiency).

The attached TBRA Subrecipient Agreement encumbers program year 2007-2008 HOME 
funds, which have an October 31, 2012 expenditure deadline. The Agreement will take effect 
on April 1, 2008 and expire on September 30, 2010.

The Agreement contains specific performance thresholds which require SCHA to achieve a 
caseload of at least fourteen (14) very low income TBRA client households within 120 days 
after execution of the Agreement, and to maintain or exceed that same caseload by the one 
(1) year milestone.  The Agreement provides for $250,000 in HOME TBRA funds, and $20,000 
in HOME administration funds for project delivery fees ($50 per assisted household per month 
for approximately 17 households). Recent monitoring of SCHA confirms that it continues to 
perform in compliance with HOME regulations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Seminole County/Seminole County 
Housing Authority Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Subrecipient Agreement Program Year
2007-2008.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 13

 
SUBJECT: Execution of the Seminole County/Seminole County Housing Authority Tenant-
Based Rental Assistance Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2007-2008

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Buddy Balagia EXT: 2389

County-wide Buddy Balagia



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Second Amendment to Seminole 
County/The Center for Affordable Housing, Inc, HOME Program Community Housing 
Development Organization Rental Housing Development Agreement Program Years 2003-
2004, 2004-2005 and 2005-2006.

BACKGROUND:

On September 26, 2006 the Board of County Commissioners (Board) approved the execution 
of a rental housing development agreement with the Center for Affordable Housing, Inc. 
(Center) to construct a new seven-unit apartment complex for very low income senior citizen
households.  The Agreement provided $753,100 in Community Housing Development 
Organization (CHDO) set-aside funds from the 2004-2005 and 2005-2006 HOME Program 
grants, and was approved for amendment at the February 27, 2007 Board meeting to provide 
an additional $70,612 in 2002-2003 HOME funds (total $823,712). 

During the plan approval phase of the project, the Center has experienced the following time 
delays (see attached January 28, 2008 email from William F. Newman, Executive Director of 
the Center):

� Soil tests indicated subsurface conditions requiring additional site plan design work.
� The City of Sanford did not review architectural plans until after site plan review, thus 

slowing start of construction.
� The City of Sanford required revisions and re-submittals of the architectural plans and 

site plan.
� The St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) required repeated revisions 

and re-submittals, and took longer than the standard 30 day review.
� After testing and removing contaminated soil, the Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection required re-testing in late 2007, delaying groundbreaking until December
2007.

 The First Amended Agreement expires on March 31, 2008.  Due to the above cited delays, 
construction did not begin until December, 2007.  The Center requests that the County extend 
the term of the Agreement to September 30, 2008. The Second Amendment provides an 
additional $204,924.83 in 2003-2004 HOME Program funds, bringing the total County HOME 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 14

 
SUBJECT: Second Amendment to the Seminole County/The Center for Affordable Housing, 
Inc. HOME Program Community Housing Development Organization Rental Housing 
Development Agreement Program Years 2003-2004, 2004-2005 and 2005-2006

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Buddy Balagia EXT: 2389

District 5 Brenda Carey Buddy Balagia



subsidy to $1,028,636.83. 

The funds are needed due to construction cost increases as follows (see attached email from 
William F. Newman, dated February 18, 2008):

� Soil tests revealed a higher seasonal water table than anticipated, which affected
stormwater design and required off-site stormwater management.

� Due to a high water table, stormwater retention ponds had to be re-designed to be
shallower, thus affecting the site plan and requiring redesign.

� New runoff treatment compliance required by SJRWMD imposed additional 
requirements.

� Architectural and engineering costs increased due to additional design work.
� Arbor charges of $25,000 were assessed due to the necessity of removing all trees on 

site because of design configurations required by both the City of Sanford and
SJRWMD.

These increased costs are due to delayed construction and increased cost of construction.  
The additional HOME funding will eliminate the need to increase private mortgage financing by 
the Center, thereby assuring affordable HOME Program rents to the senior citizen tenants.  
The additional funding comes from the terminated TBRA Agreement with the Seminole County 
Housing Authority.  

This Second Amendment also establishes expenditure thresholds, which obligates specific 
performance by the Center.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Second Amendment to Seminole 
County/The Center for Affordable Housing, Inc, HOME Program Community Housing 
Development Organization Rental Housing Development Agreement Program Years 2003-
2004, 2004-2005 and 2005-2006.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement
2. Agreement
3. Agreement
4. Letter
5. Letter

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution Terminating the Restated 
Seminole County/Seminole County Housing Authority Tenant Based Rental Assistance 
Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2003-2004.

BACKGROUND:
On September 12, 2006 the Board of County Commissioners (Board) executed a Restated 
Subrecipient Agreement with the Seminole County Housing Authority (SCHA), replacing the 
original Agreement approved on May 25, 2004, to administer and implement the Tenant-
Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) Program.  The TBRA Program is funded by the Federal 
HOME Program through the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).  
The Agreement required the expenditure of $786,000 in 2003-2004 HOME TBRA funds by 
October 31, 2008 in accordance with Federal regulations. .
 
Due to reorganization and management turnover, as well as staff turnover at the SCHA, 
program activity slowed during the 2005-2006 program year, affecting the total number of
potential tenants that would have been enrolled in the TBRA Program, and thus affecting 
expenditure abilities.  SCHA determined and gave written notice to the County that it will not 
be able to spend all $786,000 by October 31, 2008 (approximately $200,941 remains unspent 
at this time).  Staff is requesting the Board terminate the current TBRA Subrecipient 
Agreement with SCHA to facilitate reallocation of the unspent funds to another eligible project 
for its use prior to the expenditure deadline.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution terminating the Restated 
Seminole County/Seminole County Housing Authority Tenant Based Rental Assistance
Subrecipient Agreement Program Year 2003-2004.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 15

 
SUBJECT: Termination of Restated Seminole County/Seminole County Housing Authority 
Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Program Year 2003-2004

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Buddy Balagia EXT: 2389

County-wide Buddy Balagia



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement
2. Resolution

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfactions of Second Mortgage for 
households assisted under the SHIP Home Ownership Assistance Program and the 
Emergency Repair Housing Program.

BACKGROUND:

The following clients received either Down Payment Assistance to purchase a home in 
Seminole County or Emergency Repair Assistance to rehabilitate their home in Seminole 
County.  These clients have met and satisfied all County SHIP Policies and Affordability 
Periods or Federal HUD Regulations and are now requesting Board approval and execution of 
the attached Satisfactions on the properties to remove the satisfied liens.The following clients 
have satisfied the current affordability period residency requirements, thus qualifying for the 
loan to be forgiven:

Name   Parcel I.D. Number

Frank L Austin and Shirley I. Austin                       36-19-30-511-0J00-0080
Vickie Beasley Blake                                              07-21-30-503-0000-0110
Theresa Blake                                                         07-21-30-503-0000-0250
Carmen Buchell                                                       03-21-29-504-0B00-0110
Dorothy Butler                                                          35-19-30-517-0500-0010
Betty J. Clark                                                           12-21-29-5BD-0200-0230
Rosa Lee Crocker                                                   20-19-30-501-0000-0650
Raymond Cuyler                                                      18-21-30-502-0D00-0090
Wanda J. Davis                                                        32-19-31-502-0000-0100
Rubye G. Denson                                                   07-21-30-505-0B00-0170
Constance Dixon                                               32-19-31-502-0000-0490
Robin Dumas                                                        11-21-31-503-0000-0180
Carol Easterday                                                   33-19-30-501-0000-0320
Edith R. Edwards                                                  21-20-32-504-0100-0010
Margaret Edwards                                             35-19-30-517-1200-0100
Mattie Edwards a/k/a Mattie M. Montgomery        18-21-30-502-0A00-0130
Inez Epps                                                                    07-21-30-300-0230-0000
Celia Floyd Horne a/k/a/ Celia A. Floyd                  07-21-30-503-0000-0620
Mildred V. Godfrey                                                     26-19-30-505-0300-0100

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 16

 
SUBJECT: Satisfactions of Second Mortgage

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Josie Delgado EXT: 2381

County-wide Shirley Boyce



Jimmie Mae Greenlee                                               35-19-30-513-2000-0180
Leon Hardy                                                                 20-19-30-501-0000-2520
Thomas Harmon                                                        12-21-29-5BD-1300-0070
Charles E. Harp                                                      32-20-30-501-0000-0350
Leonard Hill, Sr.                                                          11-21-31-300-0230-0000
Catherine Hillery and Nathaniel Hillery                     32-19-31-300-027A-0000
Henry Jelks, Jr.                                                           35-19-30-513-0200-0060
Valerie L. Jones                                                         26-19-30-507-0000-0130
William Klein and Anne Klein                                    31-19-31-524-1000-0190
Jasper Lingard and Elnora Lingard                         32-19-31-506-0D00-0090
Ferleece Major                                            07-21-30-516-0000-0210
Anthony Mallo and Peggy Mallo                                08-21-30-519-0000-0080
Mark Neal and Jeanette Neal                                   12-21-29-5BD-1100-0430
Mary Stephens Harkness                                          34-19-30-502-0400-0020
Alice Wade Murphy a/k/a/ Alice M. Wade               35-19-30-515-0000-0310
Delores C. Wingfield Browdy                                    11-21-31-511-0000-0110

  Total Forgiven $ 274,283.09 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the attached 
Satisfactions of Second Mortgage for households assisted under the SHIP Home Ownership 
Assistance Program and the Emergency Repair Housing Program.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Satisfactions of Second Mortgage

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Arnold Schneider )gfedcb















































































































































SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Memorandum of Understanding between 
Seminole County and Seminole County Sheriff's Office Computer Software Services to 
continue a collaborative working relationship. 

BACKGROUND:

The Florida Statue 163.01 authorizes the County and Sheriff to enter into Interlocal 
agreements for the provision of services. Currently the Sheriff maintains computer software 
support services seven (7) days per week, twenty-four (24) hours per day. 

The County has determined that it is advantageous for the County to enter into an agreement 
with the Sheriff for provision of computer software services to the County.  

Prior to 2001, local law enforcement agencies kept separate databases on offenders, arrests, 
various required forms, etc.  Information-sharing among the agencies was spotty, at best, and 
was only accomplished when individuals collaborated on specific tasks.  The introduction of 
CAFÉ by the Seminole County Sheriff’s Office revolutionized offender information-sharing in a 
simple, user-friendly format which has transformed from simple computer-aided forms entry 
into a powerful information-sharing database which has been adopted by Seminole County 
Probation to meet its offender management needs and has been mandated by the Court to
replace the separate municipal databases which were previously used. CAFÉ has proven its 
worth by providing real-time offender information to all of Seminole County’s law enforcement 
community, as well as affiliated agencies.  Multi-agency offender sweeps, such as the recent 
very successful multi-county operation conducted on violent offenders, would have been
impossible without CAFÉ.     

The attached MOU seeks to re-affirm the collaborative relationship and separate
responsibilities of each party. This MOU will supersede all oral agreements and negotiations 
between the parties as well as any previous agreements presently in effect between the 
parties relating to the subject matter. The term of this Memorandum of Understanding shall be 
from October 1, 2007 through September 10, 2009, and shall automatically be renewed 
thereafter for successive terms of like duration, unless earlier terminated.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 17

 
SUBJECT: Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County and Seminole County 
Sheriff's Office Computer Software Services

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Probation

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Derek Gallagher EXT: 4613

County-wide Derek Gallagher



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County and Seminole County Sheriff's 
Office Computer Software Services to continue a collaborative working relationship. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. 2008 MOU
2. 2001 MOU

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement with Scottish-American Society 
of Central Florida, Inc. for the 2008 Central Florida Scottish Highland Games in the amount of
$25,000.00.

BACKGROUND:

The Scottish American Society has a 31-year history of managing the Central Florida Scottish 
Highland Games.  The event has been held in Seminole County for the past 12 years.  The 
2008 event schedule was similar to past years, with the addition of a full day of events on 
Sunday.  Event organizers partnered with the City of Winter Springs to roll out a new 
community event on Saturday evening in hopes of benefiting Seminole County hotels and area
businesses.      

The amount of last year’s sponsorship was $40,000. Event organizers reported a total of 
2,124 room nights and calculated total direct economic impact at $3,396,324 for the 2007 
event.      

Event organizers estimated total room nights for the 2008 event at 1,200, with projected direct 
economic impact of $3,236,400.  Staff used the services of Buckalew Hospitality to conduct a 
third-party, on-site random survey during the January 19-20, 2008 event.  The surveyors 
questioned 1,578 attendees representing approximately 8% of total expected attendance of 
20,000 over the two-day period.  

Overall results indicate approximately 81% of total attendees traveled 50 miles or less.  A copy 
of Buckalew’s report is attached. 

The Tourist Development Council recommended funding at their January 10, 2008 meeting, to 
promote and advertise the event.  Funds are appropriated in the 07-08 Tourism Development 
budget.

 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 18

 
SUBJECT: 2008 Central Florida Scottish Highland Games Agreement

DEPARTMENT: Economic Development DIVISION: Tourism

AUTHORIZED BY: William McDermott CONTACT: Fran Sullivan EXT: 2906

County-wide William McDermott



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement 
with Scottish-American Society of Central Florida, Inc. for the 2008 Central Florida Scottish 
Highland Games in the amount of $25,000.00.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement
2. Scottish Highland Games Impact on Seminole County 2008

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb

































































Scottish Highland Games Impact on Seminole County 

January 19-20, 2008 
Winter Springs, FL 
Central Winds Park

Survey Commissioned by 
Seminole County Convention and Visitor’s Bureau 

Survey Conducted by 
Buckalew Hospitality 

3719 Landlubber St. 
Orlando, FL 32812 

Office: 407-810-6596 
Fax: 407-273-1225



Introduction

Buckalew Hospitality was commissioned by the Seminole County Convention 
and Visitor’s Bureau to conduct a third party random sampling of the Scottish 
Highland Games. The purpose of the survey was to measure the impact the 
games had on the Seminole County hotel industry.  

The survey was conducted on-site at the 2008 Scottish Highland Games. Two 
surveyors were used to engage the participants in a series of questions. The 
surveyors were positioned inside the main entrance to the games. Those surveyed 
were chosen at random and no profiling was used to qualify the attendee. The 
randomly selected attendees were asked 3 – 4 questions. They were surveyed as 
they entered the gate. The survey was conducted from 8am until 3:30pm on 
January 19, 2007 and 8am until 3:30pm on January 20, 2007. No particular 
demographic information was gathered and anyone willing to answer the 
questions of the surveyor was used.

The surveyors questioned 1578 attendees over two days. This amount was used 
in order to get a fair assumption of the presumed 10,000 people expected in 
attendance each day. The numbers here should represent approximately 8 percent 
of the total attendance.

The Survey 

The survey consisted of three questions and one follow up question to those who 
qualified. The first question asked the attendee to estimate their distance from 
their home that they traveled to the event. 4 choices were given: 0-10 miles, 11-
50 miles, 51-200 miles and over 200 miles. The breakdown of this category was 
to represent, Seminole county residents, greater Central Florida residents, Florida 
Residents, and out of State residents. The results will be discussed below. 

The second question asked the attendee if this was their first time to the event or 
not. A simple yes or no answer was gathered. The results of this question will be 
discussed below. 

The third question asked the attendee if they were staying at a hotel while 
attending the games. If they answered no the survey was completed. If they 
answered yes the surveyor would then ask the attendee what hotel they were 
staying at. If they were staying outside the Seminole county area it was noted 
only as that. If they were staying within the Seminole County area, the particular 



hotel they were staying at was noted. Only the hotels mentioned by the attendees 
will be addressed within the report. The attendees were given a list of forty-one 
Seminole County hotels to choose from, along with a do not know/remember 
option, RV Campground option and an Orange County hotel or Volusia County 
hotel option. 

Weather

The weather on Saturday was a high of 74 and low of 63. There was a thick fog 
in the air throughout the morning hours. It was sunny throughout the afternoon 
hours. On Sunday the temperature started at 45 degrees. There was a fairly steady 
10 mph hour wind throughout the day. The temperature approached 65 towards 
the afternoon. It did not rain on either of the days.

Operation of the Survey 

The survey was broken up into three parts. The first part was the morning crowd, 
which was from 8am-10am. The second part was the mid morning crowd from 
10am-12noon. The third was the afternoon crowd, which was conducted from 
12:30-3:30pm. No surveys were conducted from 12noon-12:30 pm. The 
surveyors wore Seminole County Polo shirts to standout. The attendees were 
asked the questions and the surveyors jotted down their results. If a person 
refused to answer the survey or did not answer all of the questions, their survey 
was not counted.

Buckalew Hospitality 

Buckalew Hospitality is a third party evaluation company. The company and the 
two contractors that conducted the survey are not employees of Seminole 
County’s CVB and have no vested interest in Seminole County’s Convention and 
Visitor’s Bureau. They are also not connected with, employees or volunteers of 
the Scottish Highland Games or the Scottish American Society of Central 
Florida. They were commissioned by the Seminole County CVB. 



Saturday’s Results 

The first breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 8am-10am on Saturday January 
19th.

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 59 35.54%

11-50 Miles 67 40.36%
51-200 Miles 28 16.87%

201 + Miles 12 7.23%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 166 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 46 27.71%
No 120 72.29%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 166 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 16 9.64%
No 150 90.36%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 166 100.00%

166 people were surveyed between the times noted above.  

The second breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 10am-12noon on Saturday 
January 19th 

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling 
0-10 Miles 168 36.52%

11-50 Miles 177 38.48%
51-200 Miles 81 17.61%

201 + Miles 34 7.39%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 460 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 194 42.17%
No 266 57.83%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 460 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 25 5.43%
No 435 94.57%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 460 100.00%



460 people were surveyed between the times noted above. 

The third breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 12:30pm-3:30pm on Saturday 
January 19th.

301 people were surveyed between the times noted above. 

Sunday’s Results: 

The fourth breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 8am-10am on Sunday January 20th. 

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 26 29.21%

11-50 Miles 39 43.82%
51-200 Miles 22 24.72%

201 + Miles 2 2.25%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 89 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 50 56.18%
No 39 43.82%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 89 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 12 13.48%
No 77 86.52%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 89 100.00%

89 people were surveyed between the times noted above.  

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 128 42.52%

11-50 Miles 124 41.20%
51-200 Miles 35 11.63%

201 + Miles 14 4.65%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 301 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 162 53.82%
No 139 46.18%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 301 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 11 3.65%
No 290 96.35%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 301 100.00%



The fifth breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 10am-12noon on Sunday January 20th 

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 125 40.85%

11-50 Miles 130 42.48%
51-200 Miles 35 11.44%

201 + Miles 16 5.23%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 306 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 147 48.04%
No 159 51.96%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 306 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 13 4.25%
No 293 95.75%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 306 100.00%

306 people were surveyed between the times noted above. 

The sixth breakdown will be of those attendees surveyed from 12:30pm-3:30pm on Sunday January 
20th.

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 123 48.05%

11-50 Miles 115 44.92%
51-200 Miles 15 5.86%

201 + Miles 3 1.17%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 256 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 146 57.03%
No 110 42.97%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 256 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 2 0.78%
No 254 99.22%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 256 100.00%

256 people were surveyed between the times noted above. 



The Results of the different breakdowns 

The peak time for this event was from 10am-12noon. We noticed that the closer to the event attendees 
lived, the later in the day they arrived. Those that lived the farthest away seemed to arrive the earliest.  
Regardless of the time of day, the highest concentration of attendees lived between 11-50 miles from 
the event. Those who had been to the event before tended to arrive earlier in the day.  Those who were 
staying in a hotel generally arrived in the morning instead of the afternoon. 

Overall Results 

The next results are an overall tally for Saturday. 927 people were surveyed on Saturday.

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 355 38.30%

11-50 Miles 368 39.70%
51-200 Miles 144 15.53%

201 + Miles 60 6.47%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 927 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 402 43.37%
No 525 56.63%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 927 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 52 5.61%
No 875 94.39%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 927 100.00%

The next results are an overall tally for Sunday. 651 people were surveyed on Sunday. 

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 274 42.09%

11-50 Miles 284 43.63%
51-200 Miles 72 11.06%

201 + Miles 21 3.23%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 651 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 343 52.69%
No 308 47.31%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 651 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 27 4.15%
No 624 95.85%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 651 100.00%



The final results are an overall tally for the event. 1578 people were surveyed in total. 

How many miles did you travel to get to the highland games? Number of Respondents Percentage of poling
0-10 Miles 629 39.86%

11-50 Miles 652 41.32%
51-200 Miles 216 13.69%

201 + Miles 81 5.13%
TOTAL RESPONDENTS 1578 100.00%

      
Is this your first Scottish Highland Games?     

Yes 745 47.21%
No 833 52.79%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 1578 100.00%
      
Are you staying in a hotel while attending the games?     

Yes 79 5.01%
No 1499 94.99%

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 1578 100.00%

Observations:

The surveys were conducted over the same amount of time on both days and resulted in a significant 
amount less participants on Sunday. Sunday also saw a 1.44% decrease in the amount of hotel rooms 
used.  Those surveyed on Saturday were not resurveyed on Sunday, which could make up for the 
decrease in participants.  There was a significant difference in the amount of participants traveling a 
distance of over 51 miles on Sunday. 4.53 percent more participants traveled the greater distance on 
Sunday. It can be noted that this weekend was part of the three day Martin Luther King Day 
weekend.  It should be noted that 2008 was the first year in which the games were expanded to two 
days. The additional day was Sunday. Sunday saw a higher percentage of new participants over 
Saturday.



Overall Results: 

The figure below is a pie graph description displaying how many miles the attendees traveled to get 
to the games. 

The pie graph below is a visual representation of whether the attendee was at the Scottish Highland 
games for the first time or if they have been here previously. 
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The pie graph below answers the question of whether the attendee is utilizing a hotel while 
attending the Scottish Highland Games.  

This question does not necessarily mean the attendee is staying at a Seminole County hotel 
while in town. That will be addressed in the following tables and graphs.

Attendees Utilizing a Hotel
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5%

No
95%
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Hotel Breakdown

79 respondents stated that they were staying in a hotel/rv park while attending the games.This 
is an increase in 18 actual rooms from last but a decrease in the percentage of rooms used 
compared to total participants. Last year, 6.10% of respondants polled stated they were utiliing 
a hotel while in attendeance of the games compared to 5.01% this year.  

When the attendee responded that they were utilizing a hotel, the surveyor would follow up to 
find out which hotel was being used. Below is a graph that shows the specific hotels that 
respondents stated they were staying at. Only the hotels mentioned by the respondents are 
represented in the graphs and charts below 

Of those staying in a hotel where were they staying  
Orange County Hotel  16 20.25%
Osceola Hotel 1 1.27%
RV Park 2 2.53%
America Best Value Inn 1 1.27%
Hilton Garden Inn 1 1.27%
Homestead Village 1 1.27%
Courtyard by Marriott 1 1.27%
Suburban Extended Stay 1 1.27%
Extended Stay America 2 2.53%
Embassy Suites Altamonte 3 3.80%
Springhill Suites Sanford 2 2.53%
Days Inn Altamonte Springs 4 5.06%
Comfort Inn North Orlando 5 6.33%
Quality Inn Altamonte 6 7.59%
Holiday Inn Altamonte 14 17.72%
Hilton Orlando Altamonte 19 24.05%

TOTAL 79 100.00%

Findings:

Other findings include: 62 of the 79 respondents are utilizing a Seminole County 
accommodation. This represents 78 percents of those whom responded that they were utilizing 
hotels while attending the games. This is an increase of 11 percent and 21 actual rooms from 
last year’s figures. This also represents 3.93% percent of the 1578 polled used a Seminole 
county hotel while attending the games. The findings included 16 people who stated they were 
staying at an Orange County hotel and one that stated they were staying in an Osceola Hotel. 
The most popular hotel mentioned in Seminole County was the Hilton Orlando Altamonte, 
which was the host hotel for this event. 2 respondents also mentioned that they were utilizing 
RV or Campground accommodations while attending the games. 

The next display is a bar graph illustration of the different hotels mentioned by the respondents 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve release of the original Water & Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond in the amount of 
$11,973.98 for the project known as Traditions at Alafaya Phase 1.

BACKGROUND:

The following project has satisfactorily completed the two (2) year maintenance inspection by 
the Water and Sewer Division.

Release Cash Maintenance Bond (Tradition Alafaya Ltd.) in the amount of $11,973.98 for the 
water and sewer which was accepted by submission into County Records Memorandum dated 
January 27, 2006, for the project known as Traditions at Alafaya Ph 1. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff Recommends that the Board approve the release of the original Water & Sewer Cash 
Maintenance Bond in the amount of $11,973.98 for th project known as Traditions at Alafaya
Phase 1.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Original Cash Maint Bond

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 19

 
SUBJECT: Release of Water and Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond - Traditions at Alafaya 
Phase 1

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Business Office

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Becky Noggle EXT: 2143

District 1 Bob Dallari Bob Briggs

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the release of the original Water and Sewer Maintenance Bond in the amount of 
$979.00 for the project known as Isola Retail Center.

BACKGROUND:

The following project has satisfactorily completed the two (2) year maintenance inspection by 
the Water and Sewer Division.

Release Maintenance Bond (Longwood-1 LLC) in the amount of $979.00 for the water and 
sewer which was accepted by submission into County Records Memorandum 
dated December 16, 2005, for the project known as Isola Retail Center. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the release of the original Water and Sewer 
Maintenance Bond in the amount of $979.00 for the project known as Isola Retail Center.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Original Maint Bond Isola Retail Center

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 20

 
SUBJECT: Release of Water and Sewer Maintenance Bond - Isola Retail Center

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Business Office

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Becky Noggle EXT: 2143

District 5 Brenda Carey Bob Briggs

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the release of the original Water and Sewer Performance Bond in the amount of 
$83,493.88 for the project known as Aloma Park Center.

BACKGROUND:

The Water and Sewer Performance bond has been replaced with a Two (2) year Cash 
Maintenance Bond with Escrow Agreement (Aloma Park Center Parcel A, LLC).

The project know as Aloma Park Center was accepted by submission into County Records 
Memorandum on February 15, 2008.

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the release of the original Water and Sewer 
Performance Bond in the amount of $83,493.88 for the project known as Aloma Park Center.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Original Performance Bond

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 21

 
SUBJECT: Release of Water and Sewer Performance Bond - Aloma Park Center

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Business Office

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Becky Noggle EXT: 2143

District 1 Bob Dallari Bob Briggs

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize scheduling and advertising a Public Hearing for the proposed Ordinance amending 
Chapter 235 Seminole County Code authorizing the removal of private property debris during 
post-disaster environments for eligibility of FEMA assistance.

BACKGROUND:

The removal of debris from private property may be in the public interest when it is required to 
eliminate or lessen an immediate threat to life, health and safety, to reduce a threat of 
additional damage to improved property, or to promote economic recovery of the community at 
large. A public hearing is requested for the Board to consider changes to Seminole County 
Code, Chapter 235. The proposed changes to the County Code establishes the legal basis to 
exercise authority and legal responsibility to remove event-generated debris from private 
property. 
The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the FEMA Disaster Specific Guidance #05, Public 
Assistance Program.  
 
Environmental Services Staff is requesting authorization to advertise for a Public Hearing on
the above amendments to the Seminole County Code.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends authorization to advertise and schedule a Public Hearing for Amendments 
to the Seminole County Code Creating Part 5 Establishing the Legal Basis to Exercise 
Authority and Legal Responsibility to Remove Event Generated Debris from Private Property.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Ordinance

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 22

 
SUBJECT: Authorization to Advertise and Schedule a Public Hearing for Amendments to the 
Seminole County Code Creating Part 5 Establishing the Legal Basis to Exercise Authority and 
Legal Responsibility to Remove Event Generated Debris from Private Property

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Solid Waste Management

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Richard Meinert EXT: 2251

County-wide Richard Meinert

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize Chairman to execute Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
for Orlando Waste Paper Company, Inc. 

BACKGROUND:

 

Chapter 235 of the Seminole County Code authorizes the Board to regulate the collection and 
disposal of waste in the unincorporated county.  The above company has complied with the 
requirements as set forth in the Seminole County Code and has requested a Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity (COPCN) from Seminole County to perform commercial 
collection services of waste in the unincorporated areas of Seminole County. This firm has 
provided an application that indicates that they only provide recyclables collection services. 
 Staff has verified this information through follow up investigation.  This firm has provided 
insurance information that complies with the recent amendments to Chapter 235 of the 
Seminole County Code.  Firms that collect only C&D Debris, Special Wastes, or Recyclables 
are not required to obtain a non-exclusive commercial solid waste collection franchise. These 
firms are required to obtain COPCNs. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize Chairman to execute Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity for Orlando Waste Paper Company, Inc.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Application

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 23

 
SUBJECT: Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Solid Waste Management

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Richard Meinert EXT: 2251

County-wide Richard Meinert

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Al Schwarz )gfedcb



















 
24



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve renewal of the Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreement for Commercial Solid Waste 
Collection Services, as amended, with Container Rental Company, Inc., for a period from 
October 1, 2007 to September 30, 2008.

BACKGROUND:

Firms collecting commercial garbage in unincorporated Seminole County are required to 
obtain Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreements for Commercial Solid Waste Collection Service 
(Commercial Franchise Agreement) from the County.  In the Commercial Franchise 
Agreements, Section 2. Term, allows for the agreements to be “. . . renewed thereafter at the 
County’s option for successive periods not to exceed one (1) year each, unless terminated as 
provided herein; provided, however, that the agreement shall not be extended by renewal 
beyond September 30, 2009.” Staff is recommending renewal of the non-exclusive franchise 
agreement for a period of one (1) year.  The renewal is for the period from October 1, 2007 to
September 30, 2008. The firm submitted a timely franchise renewal application and application 
fees in September 2007. Staff has been working with the firm to assure that any outstanding 
administrative issues, including insurance concerns, were resolved before the franchise was 
placed before the Board of County Commissioners for renewal.  The above listed firm provided 
complete and satisfactory Commercial Franchise Agreement renewal information to the 
County.

To provide additional background information on this item, a copy of the firm's Exhibit “C” 
Seminole County Non-Exclusive Commercial Franchise Holder Application / Annual Renewal 
and Update submittal is attached. Also, a copy of Container Rental’s original Non-Exclusive 
Franchise Agreement for Commercial Solid Waste Collection Service and a copy of its 
Amendment to Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreement for Commercial Solid Waste Collection 
Service are attached.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Board approve renewal of the Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreement for Commercial 
Solid Waste Collection Services for a period from October 1, 2007 to September 30, 2008, with
Container Rental Company, Inc.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 24

 
SUBJECT: Non-Exclusive Franchise Agreements for Commercial Solid Waste Collection 
Services extension through September 30, 2008

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Solid Waste Management

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Richard Meinert EXT: 2251

County-wide Richard Meinert

 



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Al Schwarz )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolution to ratify issuance by 
Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds in an 
amount not to exceed $9,000,000.00.

BACKGROUND:

Under the authority granted through an agreement dated February 1, 1982 between Seminole 
County and the Orange County Housing Finance Authority, the Authority has approved a plan 
of financing contemplating the issuance of its Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds in one or
more series in an aggregate principal amount of tax-exempt bonds not to exceed $9,000,000.  
The proceeds of the bonds will be used to finance the acquisition, construction and equipping 
of a residential rental project to be owned by Covington Club, L.L.L.P., a Florida limited liability 
limited partnership, for persons of low and moderate income (the “Project”).  The Project is 
located in Seminole County.

A public hearing was held on Wednesday, March 19, 2008 at the Seminole County Services 
Building at 9:30 am, Room 3024 for the proposed issuance of the bonds. The purpose of the 
hearing was to provide opportunity for public comments regarding the issuance of the
Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds.  Any comments made during the hearing will be provided 
prior to the Board meeting on March 25, 2008.  

The Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (“TEFRA”) requires all industrial
development bonds issued for the purpose of financing multifamily housing developments be 
approved by the Authority and each governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in 
which the bond financed facility is located.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolution to ratify issuance by 
the Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds of 
up to $9,000,000.00.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 25

 
SUBJECT: Issuance by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of Multi-Family Housing 
Revenue Bonds of up to $9,000,000

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Angela Singleton EXT: 7168

County-wide Lisa Spriggs



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution
2. Notice of Public Hearing
3. Affidavit of Publication

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a grant agreement with the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection in acceptance of $148,500 in grant funds for the Big 
Tree Park Trailhead.

BACKGROUND:

This item was pulled from the March 11, 2008, agenda in order to determine if the grant 
funding or county match could be spent on potential wetland mitigation. The grant funding and 
county match cannot be spent on land acquisition for mitigation.

The Florida Department of Environmental Protection provides grant funding through the 
Recreational Trails Program for the development and renovation of recreational trails and
support facilities. On February 27, 2007, the Board of County Commissioners approved 
submission of an application requesting $148,500 for the development of a trailhead at Big 
Tree Park. Staff received notification that Seminole County's grant application was 
approved,  subject to execution of the proposed agreement. Receipt of the grant funding is on 
a reimbursement basis. 

For the funds to be received, the Board must approve and authorize the Chairman to execute 
a grant agreement with the Florida Department Environmental Protection. This was supposed 
to occur prior to March 15, 2008; however, the State has agreed to a limited extension to allow 
time for resolution of the mitigation cost issue. Fully executed documents are now due to the 
State by March 31, 2008. The Board approved funding for this project in the adopted FY 
2007/08 budget which would satisfy the matching requirements. A budget amendment to 
record the anticipated grant will also be presented for Board approval on the March 25th 
agenda.

If the County subsequently learns through permitting that the Project's mitigation cost is 
excessive, it can then withdraw from the reimbursement grant.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
With the mitigation question answered, staff recommends the Board approve and authorize 
the Chairman to execute the grant agreement with the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection in acceptance of $148,500 in grant funds for the Big Tree Park Trailhead. 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 26

 
SUBJECT: Recreational Trails Program (FY 2007/08) - Grant Agreement

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Jennifer Bero EXT: 7125

County-wide Lisa Spriggs





ATTACHMENTS:

1. FDEP Recreational Trails Program Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Arnold Schneider )gfedcb
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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) #08-46 through the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund in the 
amount of $325,000.00 in order to advance the scheduling of the County Road 427 at State 
Road 436 Intersection Improvement project and establish reimbursement of project costs 
through a Joint Participation Agreement with the Florida Department of Transporation.

BACKGROUND:

The County Road 427 at State Road 436 Intersection Improvement project will add an 
additional northbound through right lane on Ronald Reagan Boulevard to the intersection with 
State Road 436.  This project will improve traffic circulation at the intersection, allowing for a 
continual flow of traffic.

The scheduling of this project in the Five Year Capital Improvement Program adopted by the 
Board of County Commissioners included $75,000 for design costs in FY 2008/09, and an 
additional $550,000 for construction costs in FY 2009/10, with an anticipated completion date 
of July 2010.  

At the December 11, 2007, meeting of the Board of County Commissioners, the $75,000
programmed for the Design Phase was accellerated into the current Fiscal Year (BCR 08-10).  
The design phase of this project is currently underway, and scheduled to be completed July 
2008.  In addition, the feasibility of extending the eastbound left turn lane on State Road 436 is 
being evaluated.  If the extension of the turn lane is justified, it will be included as part of this 
project.

Subsequent to the adoption of the FY 2007/08 Budget, the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT) requested that Seminole County enter into a Joint Participation 
Agreement (JPA) to advance the scheduling of the project into FDOT's Fiscal Year 2008/09 
(July 1, 2008, to June 30, 2009).  The JPA is being presented as an item on the Public Works
Department Consent Agenda. The JPA provides for reimbursement of project costs from the 
FDOT, not to exceed $325,000. The funding is available as part of proportionate share 
payment that was provided to FDOT from the Florida Hospital Altamonte Development of 
Regional Impact (DRI). The payment was required as part of mitigation for additional impacts 
from the recently approved substantial deviation for the DRI.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 27

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-46 - $325,000 - Public Works - 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund - CR 
427 at SR 436 Intersection Improvement JPA

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



A revised construction cost estimate for the project has been completed resulting in a 
reduction from $550,000 to $325,000.  The attached BAR recognizes the reimbursement to be 
received through the JPA and establishes the project construction budget of $325,000.
The current anticipated completion date of the project is February 2009.

Reserves for the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund are not affected by the attached BAR.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution 
implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-46 through the 2001 Infrastructure 
Sales Tax Fund in the amount of $325,000.00 in order to advance the scheduling of the 
County Road 427 at State Road 436 Intersection Improvement project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Works\BAR 08-46 CR 427 at SR 436.doc

2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:   Public Works 

Fund(s): 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax          
PURPOSE: To recognize the JPA and provide construction 

funding for the CR 427 at SR 436 Intersection Improvement project 

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

     
11541.366150.077541  00191662  Proportionate Share Payments 

(CR 427 at SR 436 Intersection Improvements) 
$ 325,000

     

Total Sources     $ 325,000

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
     

11541.077541.560670  00191662 Roads 
(CR 427 at SR 436 Intersection Improvements) 

$ 325,000

    

Total Uses     $ 325,000

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-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  Brenda Carey 
Board of County Commissioners Chairman 

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

Fredrik Coulter  2/21/08 
Analyst  Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-46 
BAR
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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) #08-47 through the Public Safety Federal Grants Fund to 
recognize equipment valued at $412,273.00 received under the Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) with the Orange County Sheriff's Office for participation in the Urban Area Securities
Initiative.

BACKGROUND:

On February 27, 2007, the Board approved the Memorandum of Agreement with the Orange 
County Sheriff's Office to participate in the Urban Area Securities Initiative. Under the
agreement Seminole County has received the following equipment: (3) Bobcats, (1) Tandem 
Trailer, (1) Trailer, (1) International 8600 with lights and siren package, (1) Ford E-350 Van 
with reflective markings, (2) Ford F-350's with bedliners and reflective markings, (1) Primary 
server, (1) DMZ server, (4) 50 amp Spiders, (3) portable air conditioning units, and (1) western 
shelter tent.

The specialized equipment will be used for Homeland Security and Domestic Preparedness 
purposes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution 
implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-47 through the Public Safety Federal 
Grants Fund to recognize equipment valued at $412,273.00 received under the Memorandum 
of Agreement (MOA) with the Orange County Sheriff's Office for participation in the Urban 
Area Securities Initiative.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 28

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-47 - $412,273 - Public Safety - Public Safety Federal Grants

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Betty Segal EXT: 7171

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Safety\BAR 08-47 UASI equipment.doc

2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Public Safety

Fund(s):  Public Safety Federal Grants          
PURPOSE:  Appropriate funds to recognize equipment valued at 
$412,273 received under the FY2006/07 Memorandum of Agreement with the Orange 
County Sheriff’s Office for Participating Orlando Urban Area Securities Initiative (UASI) 
Agencies. The agreement was approved at the February 27, 2007 board meeting. 
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
11915.331230.055612   Public Safety Federal 

Grants 
412,273

       
     

Total Sources     $ 412,273

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
11915.055612.530521  80000004 Equipment 1,000-4,999 8,905
11915.055612.560642  80000004 Equipment >$4,999 403,368
    

Total Uses     $ 412,273

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-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      Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

B Segal  2/21/08 
Analyst Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-47 
BAR
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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) #08-48 through the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund in the 
amount of $1,800,000.00 to reduce the funding for the Orange Boulevard project.

BACKGROUND:

The Orange Boulevard project will create a three lane section with a bi-directional turn lane 
along a 1.7 mile section of Orange Boulevard from County Road 46A to State Road 46.  The 
project will also provide drainage improvements along the same stretch of road. It is 
anticipated that this project will be completed December 2009.

This project is currently budgeted for $4,902,656 for Construction and Design and bids 
received for this project were significantly lower than budget. The Construction Contract is 
being presented for the Board of County Commissioner's approval on the Purchasing section 
of this meeting's County Manager Consent Agenda.  

The attached BAR will reduce the Construction funding for this project by $1,800,000, and 
increase Reserves for the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund by an equivalent amount.  
Expenditures through September 30, 2007, total $247,345. After processing the attached 
BAR, the current year budget for this project will be $3,102,656, resulting in an estimated total 
cost of $3,350,001 for this project.  

Reserves for the 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund after processing this BAR will be 
$11,958,439.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-48 through the 2001 
Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund in the amount of $1,800,000.00 to reduce the funding for the 
Orange Boulevard project.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 29

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-48 - $1,800,000 - Public Works - 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund -
Orange Boulevard

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Works\BAR 08-48 Orange Boulevard.doc

2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:   Public Works 

Fund(s): 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax          
PURPOSE: To reduce funding for the Orange Boulevard project. 

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

     
11541.077541.560670  00191636  Roads 

(Orange Boulevard) 
$ 1,800,000

     

Total Sources     $ 1,800,000

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
     

11541.999941.599994    Reserve for Capital Improvements $ 1,800,000
    

Total Uses     $ 1,800,000

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-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  Brenda Carey 
Board of County Commissioners Chairman 

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

Fredrik Coulter  2/29/08 
Analyst  Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-48 
BAR
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
BCR #08-18 - $330,000 - Administrative Services - General Fund - Transfer from the Land 
Acquisition Project (00243101) to the Jetta Point Park Project for the Purchase of the Clark 
property (00234601).

BACKGROUND:

In 2002 and 2005, staff acquired approximately 42 acres for the development of a public park.  
The property contained one remaining out parcel, approximately 1.46 acres, owned by Charles
W. Clark.  Staff attempted to contact the owner several times from 2002 to early 2007.  In mid 
2007, the owner, Mr. Charles Clark, contacted staff and expressed an interest in selling the 
property.

Staff obtained an appraisal from Pomeroy Appraisal Associates of Florida, Inc. on July 24, 
2007, with a value of $415,000. Mr. Clark offered to sell for $460,000. On August 28, 
2007, the BCC directed staff to obtain a second appraisal due to the declining real estate 
market.  The appraisal was completed by Florida Realty Analyst Inc. on October 9, 2007 with a 
value of $275,000.  Mr. Clark then reduced his asking price to $360,000.

On January 8, 2008, the BCC directed staff to provide a 30 day offer to Mr. Clark in the 
amount of $302,500.  Mr. Clark countered in writing with a 30 day offer of $325,000.

On February 12, 2008, the BCC requested staff to prepare an agenda item for the February 
26, 2008 meeting, providing both appraisals and any other information relevant to the potential 
land purchase.  At the February 26, 2008 BCC Meeting, the BCC directed staff to provide a 30 
day offer to Mr. Clark in the amount of $313,000. Mr. Clark has indicated that this is an 
acceptable offer.

The requested budget transfer moves funds from the Land Acquisition Project to the Jetta 
Point Project for final closing on the transaction.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 30

 
SUBJECT: BCR #08-18 - $330,000 - Administrative Services - General Fund - Purchase of 
the Clark Property at Jetta Point

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Timothy Jecks EXT: 7181

County-wide Lin Polk



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget 
Change Request #08-18 through the General Fund in the amount of $330,000 to transfer
funds from the Land Acquisition Project (00243101) for the Purchase of the Clark 
Property at Jetta Point (00234601).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Change Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Administrative Services\BCR 08-18 Clark Property at Jetta Point.doc 

***SEMINOLE COUNTY BUDGET REQUEST*** Budget Division Use only:

DATE: 3/13/08
FROM: Department Administrative Services BCR 08-18

Division Support Services 

WHAT IS NEEDED: 
Operational Adjustment Project Adjustment 

More funds for Budgeted program:  Program is budgeted 
but additional funds are requested (Increased Cost) 

More fund for Budgeted project:  Project is budgeted but 
additional funds are requested. (Increased Cost) 

More funds for Budgeted program:  Program is budgeted 
but additional funds are requested (Increased Scope) 

More fund for Budgeted project:  Project is budgeted but 
additional funds are requested. (Increase Scope) 

New program or service:  program or service is not in this 
fiscal year’s budget. New project:  Project is not in this fiscal year’s budget. 

Detailed Explanation: 

To move funding from the Land Acquisition Project to the Jetta Point Project for the purchase of the Clark 
Property.

Fund # 00100 Fund Name General Fund 

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT

TRANSFER 00100.010500.560610 00243101 Land (Land Acquisition 
Project) $330,000

FROM

TOTAL $330,000

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT
TRANSFER 00100.010584.560610 00234601 Land (Jetta Point Project) $330,000

TO

TOTAL $330,000

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval Date 3/14/08 Analyst T. Jecks Budget Manager 

REVIEW: FS Director County Manager 

BCC APPROVAL: BCC Meeting Date 3/25/08 Date Signed Signature

FINANCE: Transfer has been posted Date Signature
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize scheduling and advertising of a public hearing for considering the Lake 
Myrtle Restoration MSBU assessment resolution.

BACKGROUND:

On September 25, 2007, via Ordinance 07-33, the Board approved the creation of the Lake 
Myrtle Restoration MSBU for the purpose of improving water quality and lake conditions within 
the southern most cove of Lake Myrtle. At that time, preliminary assessments based on 
estimated project costs were recorded. Following completion of the restoration work, the
requested public hearing is required to finalize the assessment rates based on actual cost. 
The tentative date for the final public hearing is May 20, 2008. Actual hearing date may vary 
based on actual completion date of project.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize scheduling and advertising of the final 
public hearing and rate resolution for the Myrtle Lakes Improvement MSBU.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 31

 
SUBJECT: Lake Myrtle Restoration MSBU - Assessment Resolution - Request to Schedule 
and Advertise Public Hearing

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: MSBU

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

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Kathy Moore

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve to sponsor Tag Day 2008 to be held Sunday, May 4, 2008, and authorization to waive 
the rabies vaccination and animal identification microchip implant fees during this event.

BACKGROUND:
The American Humane Association (AHA) sponsors a nationwide campaign, "Every Day is 
Tag Day". Seminole County has sponsored this event the past five years and again, Animal 
Services would like to hold a "Tag Day" event at the shelter on Sunday, May 4, 2008.  Holding
this event on a Sunday, when the shelter is closed to the public, allows the veterinarian, staff 
and volunteers to work in an air conditioned building with the facilities to confine animals, if 
necessary.  The goal of the program is to educate and encourage pet owners to microchip or 
tag their companion animals along with administering rabies vaccinations as part of the 
Division's rabies control efforts. Activities, that day only, would include free rabies 
vaccinations for Seminole County residents (limited to five (5) pets per household) and giving 
away 25 animal identification microchip implants. The veterinarian under contract with 
Seminole County would administer the rabies vaccinations.  Michael J. Napier, Seminole 
County Health Department Administrator, is working with staff to support this event.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve sponsoring "Tag Day" to be held on Sunday, May 4, 2008, and authorization to waive 
the rabies vaccination and microchip fees during this event.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Health Dept Letter of Support

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 32

 
SUBJECT: Tag Day 2008

DEPARTMENT: Public Safety DIVISION: Animal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Tad Stone CONTACT: Tad Stone EXT: 5000

County-wide Tad Stone

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Accept and authorize the Chairman to execute a Perpetual Stormwater Easement for the 
Sweetwater Cove Tributary Surface Water Restoration Project, Phase IIIB -
Dredging/Revegetation of Sweetwater Cove Lake.

BACKGROUND:

As part of the Sweetwater Cove Tributary Surface Water Restoration Project, Phase IIIB, 
Perpetual Stormwater Easements from property owners adjacent to the project will be required 
for construction and future maintenance. Douglas Baker and Danielle Baker have indicated 
their willingness to donate a Perpetual Stormwater Easement, as evidenced by the attached 
document.  (Capital Improvement Project #00008302).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board accept and authorize the Chairman to execute a Perpetual
Stormwater Easement for the Sweetwater Cove Tributary Surface Water Restoration Project, 
Phase IIIB - Dredging/Revegetation of Sweetwater Cove Lake.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Perpetual Stormwater Easement-Sweetwater Cove Lake

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 33

 
SUBJECT: Acceptance of a Perpetual Stormwater Easement for the Sweetwater Cove 
Tributary Surface Water Restoration Project, Phase IIIB-Dredging/Revegetation of Sweetwater 
Cove Lake

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Robert Walter EXT: 5753

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Jerry McCollum

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt a Resolution amending the Seminole County Administrative Code by the addition of a 
new Section 34.20, “Signing and Lighting Seminole County Trail and Pedestrian 
Overpasses/Tunnels Policy”.

BACKGROUND:
On August 28, 2007, staff presented an item regarding the creation of a policy for signing and 
lighting of trail and pedestrian overpasses and/or tunnels.  Based on direction from the Board, 
staff from the County Attorney's Office and the Engineering Division of Public Works, has 
prepared a Resolution and an amendment to the Administrative Code to create a new Section 
34.20 entitled, "Signing and Lighting Seminole County Trail and Pedestrian 
Overpasses/Tunnels Policy".
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board adopt the Resolution amending the Seminole County 
Administrative Code by the addition of a new Section 34.20, “Signing and Lighting Seminole 
County Trail and Pedestrian Overpasses/Tunnels Policy”.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution
2. Administrative Code Section 34.20

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 34

 
SUBJECT: Adopt a Resolution Amending the Seminole County Administrative Code to Add a 
New Section 34.20 Entitled, "Signing and Lighting Seminole County Trail and Pedestrian 
Overpasses/Tunnels Policy"

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: David Martin EXT: 5610

County-wide Jerry McCollum

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Robert McMillan )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt a Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a Joint Participation Agreement 
with the Florida Department of Transportation to facilitate intersection improvements on State 
Road 436 at Ronald Reagan Boulevard (County Road 427); FDOT-Financial Management 
Number 424257-1-58-01 (Capital Improvement Project Number 00191662).

BACKGROUND:
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has requested the County enter into a 
Joint Participation Agreement to advance intersection improvements on State Road 436 at 
Ronald Reagan Boulevard (County Road 427) into FDOT's Fiscal Year 2008/09 (which 
begins July 1, 2008).  The design of this project is underway and is scheduled to be 
completed in July of 2008.  The scope includes addition of a second northbound through 
lane on Ronald Reagan Boulevard for the southerly approach to State Road 436.  Feasibility 
of extending the existing eastbound left turn lane on State Road 436 for the westerly 
approach to Ronald Reagan Boulevard is also being evaluated, and if justified, will be
included as part of this project.  
 
The Joint Facilitation Agreement provides for reimbursement of project costs by FDOT in  an
amount not to exceed $325,000.  The funding is available as part of a proportionate share 
payment provided to FDOT from the Florida Hospital Altamonte Development of Regional 
Impact (DRI).  The payment was required as part of mitigation for additional impacts from the 
recently approved substantial deviation for the DRI.  
 
Since the Agreement provides funding to the County by way of reimbursement, a Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) is being processed concurrently with this agenda item to move
$325,000 into the construction account for this project in this fiscal year.  Funds for this 
project are in Capital Improvement Project Number 00191662.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board adopt a Resolution and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Joint Participation Agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation to facilitate 
intersection improvements on State Road 436 at Ronald Reagan Boulevard (County Road 
427); FDOT-Financial Management Number 424257-1-58-01 (Capital Improvement Project 

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 35

 
SUBJECT: Resolution Authorizing the Chairman to Execute a Joint Participation Agreement 
with the Florida Department of Transportation to Facilitate Intersection Improvements on State 
Road 436 at Ronald Reagan Boulevard (County Road 427) FDOT-Financial Management
Number 424257-1-58-01

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Brett Blackadar EXT: 5702

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Jerry McCollum



Number 001916612).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Resolution - SR 436 at Ronald Reagan Intersection Improvements
3. Joint Participation Agreement - SR 436 At Ronald Reagan Blvd. Intersection 

Improvements

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Lin Polk, Lisa Spriggs )gfedcb

County Attorney Review ( Matthew Minter )gfedcb





RESOLUTION NO. 2008 - 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  25th  DAY OF MARCH, 2008.

WHEREAS, the State of Florida Department of Transportation and Seminole 
County desire to facilitate intersection improvements on State Road 436 at Ronald 
Reagan Boulevard (County Road 427) and;

WHEREAS, The State of Florida Department of Transportation has requested 
Seminole County to execute and deliver to the State of Florida Department of 
Transportation a Joint Participation Agreement for the aforementioned project, FDOT 
Financial Management No. 424257-1-58-01.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners 
of Seminole County, Florida, that the Chairman is hereby authorized to make, execute 
and deliver to the State of Florida Department of Transportation a Joint Participation 
Agreement for the aforementioned project, FDOT Financial Management No. 424257-1-
58-01.

ADOPTED THIS  25th  DAY OF      March  , 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 SEMINOLE COUNTY

  Brenda Carey, Chairman 

ATTEST:

MARYANNE MORSE, Clerk to the 
Board of County Commissioners in 
and for Seminole County, Florida.
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Financial Management No.: 

424257-1-58-01 

Agency:  Seminole County 

Contract No:

Fund:   LF       Activity:         

Contract Amount:  $325,000.00

FLAIR Approp:   

FLAIR Obj.:         

Org. Code:            

Vendor No.: F596000856-065

JOINT PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

              THE STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
AND

SEMINOLE COUNTY

This Joint Participation Agreement (hereinafter the “Agreement”), made and entered into 

this ______ day of _______________, 2008, by and between the STATE OF FLORIDA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (hereinafter referred to as the DEPARTMENT) and 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, a Charter County and a political subdivision of the State of Florida 

(hereinafter referred to as the COUNTY), 

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the Parties have been granted specific legislative authority to enter into this 

Agreement pursuant to Section 339.12, Florida Statutes; and 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY, by Resolution/Minutes, a copy of which is attached hereto as 

Exhibit “B” and made a part hereof, has authorized its officers to execute this Agreement on its 

behalf; and 

WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT is prepared, in accordance with its Adopted Five Year 

Work Program, to undertake the Project described as: “Intersection Improvements on SR 436 at 

CR 427”, in Fiscal Year 2008/2009, said Project being known as FM# 424257-1-58-01, and more 

fully reflected in the Scope of Services attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and hereinafter referred to 

as the “Project”; and  

WHEREAS, the Project is not revenue producing and is contained in the adopted Five Year 

Transportation Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the implementation of the Project is in the best interests of both the 

DEPARTMENT and the COUNTY and it would be most practical, expeditious, and economical 

for the COUNTY to perform the services to complete the Project; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual benefits to be derived from the joint 

participation of this Agreement, the parties agree as follows: 
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 1. The term of this Agreement shall begin upon the date the last party executes same. 

The COUNTY agrees to complete the Project on or before one year from the date of execution of 

this Agreement.  If the COUNTY does not complete the Project within the time period allotted, 

this Agreement will expire on the last day of scheduled completion as provided in this paragraph 

unless an extension of the time period is requested by the COUNTY and granted in writing by the 

DEPARTMENT prior to the expiration of the Agreement.  Expiration of this Agreement will be 

considered termination of the Project. 

 2. This Agreement shall serve as a permit to allow the COUNTY access to the 

DEPARTMENT’S right-of-way to perform all necessary work as required under this Agreement. 

The COUNTY shall perform necessary preliminary engineering, prepare all design plans for the 

PROJECT suitable for reproduction on 11 inch by 17 inch sheets, together with a complete set of 

specifications covering all construction requirements for the PROJECT, perform the construction, 

provide all necessary engineering supervision, and otherwise perform all other necessary work to 

complete the Project, as specified in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and by this reference made a part 

hereof. Nothing herein shall be construed as requiring the COUNTY to perform any activity, 

which is outside of the scope of services of the Project.  Except as specifically stated otherwise in 

this Agreement, all such activities shall be performed at such times, in such manner, and under 

such conditions as the COUNTY, in its sole discretion, deems appropriate.  The DEPARTMENT 

shall not have any jurisdiction or control over COUNTY activities, except as specifically stated in 

this Agreement.   

3. The COUNTY shall submit six (6) copies of all design plans that pertain to this 

Agreement to the DEPARTMENT for review and approval. Prior to commencing the work 

described herein, the COUNTY shall request a Notice to Proceed from the DEPARTMENT’S 

Construction Project Manager at (386) 943-5406 or from an appointed designee. Any work 

performed prior to the issuance of the Notice to Proceed is not subject to reimbursement. 

4. In relation to Construction, the parties agree on the following: 

(A) The COUNTY shall hire a contractor using the COUNTY’S normal bid 

procedures to perform the construction work for the Project.

(B) The COUNTY shall be responsible for ensuring that the Construction work 

under this Agreement is performed in accordance with the approved construction 

documents and will meet all applicable DEPARTMENT standards as specified in Exhibit 

“D”.
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 (C) The COUNTY shall hire a DEPARTMENT qualified construction 

engineering and inspection firm ("CEI") to perform the Construction Engineering 

Inspection work for the Project, which CEI work shall be deemed to be part of the Project. 

If the COUNTY utilizes its own work force for any services for the Project, the costs and 

expenses associated with such self-performance shall not be subject to reimbursement. 

 (D) Upon request, the COUNTY agrees to provide progress reports to the 

DEPARTMENT in the standard format used by the COUNTY and at intervals established 

by the DEPARTMENT.  The DEPARTMENT will be entitled at all times to be advised, at 

its request, as to the status of work being done by the COUNTY and of details thereof.  

Either party to the Agreement may request and shall, within a reasonable time thereafter be 

granted a conference with the other party. 

(E) After construction is complete, the DEPARTMENT will resume 

maintenance responsibilities of the roadway within the DEPARTMENT’S right-of-way. 

The maintenance responsibilities required of the COUNTY will be specified in separate 

agreements or permits. 

5. The DEPARTMENT agrees to reimburse the COUNTY its actual direct costs, 

excluding COUNTY overhead, in an amount not to exceed $325,000.00 (Three Hundred Twenty 

Five Thousand Dollars and No/100). Reimbursement will be in accordance with Section 339.12, 

Florida Statutes, and subject to Legislative approval and appropriation. The COUNTY understands 

that it is responsible for all cost of the Project over and above $325,000.00 (Three Hundred 

Twenty Five Thousand Dollars and No/100). 

6. Actual direct costs are limited to the COUNTY’S direct payments to its contractor 

as required for completion of the Project. Such costs include, but are not limited to, costs for 

supplies, materials, and services related to the Project. 

7. Reimbursement herein is conditioned on the following: 

(A) Bills for fees or other compensation for services or expenses shall be 

submitted to the DEPARTMENT in detail sufficient for a proper pre-audit and post-audit.  

Such submissions must include an Invoice Summary Sheet, supporting documentation to 

justify the charges and for the final payment, the Notice of Completion; and 

 (B) All payments from the DEPARTMENT to the COUNTY are conditioned 

upon the completion of the Project in a manner consistent with the Project construction 

documents by the COUNTY’S contractor; 
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 (C) The COUNTY may receive progress payments for services that have been 

completed and accepted to the satisfaction of the DEPARTMENT when properly supported 

by invoices or other acceptable evidence of payment to its contractors.  The remaining 

balance will be due upon the completion and approval of all Project services.   

  (D) Within 30 days after completion of the work authorized by this Agreement, 

the COUNTY shall notify the DEPARTMENT in writing of the completion; and for all 

design work that originally required certification by a Professional Engineer, this 

notification shall contain an Engineers Certification of Compliance, signed and sealed by a 

Professional Engineer, Exhibit “C”. The certification shall state that work has been 

completed in compliance with the Project construction plans and specifications. If any 

deviations are found from the approved plans, the certification shall include a list of all 

deviations along with an explanation that justifies the reason to accept each deviation. 

  (E) The COUNTY shall provide the DEPARTMENT with documentation 

supporting its final costs of the Project. This documentation must show the total amount the 

COUNTY has incurred for the services performed under this Agreement.  

8. The COUNTY which is providing goods and services to the DEPARTMENT 

should be aware of the following time frames.  Upon receipt of an invoice, the DEPARTMENT 

has twenty (20) working days to inspect and approve the goods and services.  The DEPARTMENT 

has twenty (20) days to deliver a request for payment (voucher) to the Department of Financial 

Services.  The twenty (20) days are measured from the latter of the date the invoice is received or 

the goods or services are received, inspected and approved.  If a payment is not available within 

forty (40) days, a separate interest penalty at a rate as established pursuant to Section 55.03(1), 

Florida Statutes, will be due and payable to the COUNTY, in addition to the invoice amount.  

Interest penalties of less than one dollar ($1.00) will not be enforced unless the COUNTY requests 

payment.  Invoices which have to be returned to the COUNTY because of COUNTY preparation 

errors will result in a delay in the payment.  The invoice payment requirements do not start until a 

properly completed invoice is provided to the DEPARTMENT.  A Vendor Ombudsman has been 

established within the Department of Financial Services.  The duties of this individual include 

acting as an advocate for contractors/vendors who may be experiencing problems in obtaining 

timely payment(s) from a State Agency. The Vendor Ombudsman may be contacted at (850) 410-

9724 or by calling the Department of Financial Services Hotline at 1-800-848-3792. 
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9. The COUNTY agrees to keep complete records and accounts in order to record 

complete and correct entries as to all costs, expenditures and other items incidental to the work for 

this Project.  All cost records and accounts shall be subject to audit by a representative of the 

DEPARTMENT at all times during the period of this agreement and for a period of five (5) years 

after final payment is made.  Copies of these documents and records shall be furnished to the 

Department upon request.  Records of costs incurred include the COUNTY’S general accounting 

records and the project records, together with supporting documents and records, of the contractor 

and all subcontractors performing work on the project, and all other records of the Contractor and 

subcontractors considered necessary by the Department for a proper audit of costs. 

10. In the event this Agreement is in excess of TWENTY FIVE THOUSAND AND 

NO/100 DOLLARS ($25,000.00) and a term for a period of more than one year, the provisions of 

Section 339.135(6)(a), Florida Statutes, are hereby incorporated as follows: 

 “The DEPARTMENT, during any fiscal year, shall not expend money, incur any 
liability, or enter into any contract which, by its terms, involves the expenditure of 
money in excess of the amounts budgeted as available for expenditure during such 
fiscal year.  Any contract, verbal or written, made in violation of this subsection is 
null and void, and no money may be paid on such contract.  The DEPARTMENT 
shall require a statement from the Comptroller of the Department that funds are 
available prior to entering into any such contract or other binding commitment of 
funds.  Nothing herein contained shall prevent the making of contracts for periods 
exceeding one year, but any contract so made shall be executory only for the value of 
the services to be rendered or agreed to be paid for in succeeding fiscal years; and 
this paragraph shall be incorporated verbatim in all contracts of the DEPARTMENT 
which are for an amount in excess of $25,000.00 and which have a term for a period 
of more than one year.” 

 11. The DEPARTMENT’S performance and obligation to pay under this Agreement is 

contingent upon an annual appropriation by the legislature.  The parties agree that in the event 

funds are not appropriated to the DEPARTMENT for the Project, this Agreement may be 

terminated, which shall be effective upon the DEPARTMENT giving written notice to the 

COUNTY to that effect. 

12. Audits: The administration of funds awarded by the DEPARTMENT to the 

COUNTY may be subject to audits and/or monitoring by the DEPARTMENT as described in this 

section.

MONITORING 

In addition to reviews of audits conducted in accordance with OMB Circular A-133 and 
Section 215.97, Florida Statutes, as revised (see “AUDITS” below), monitoring procedures 
may include, but not be limited to, on-site visits by DEPARTMENT staff, limited scope 
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audits as defined by OMB Circular A-133, as revised, and/or other procedures.  By 
entering into this Agreement, the COUNTY agrees to comply and cooperate fully with any 
monitoring procedures/processes deemed appropriate by the DEPARTMENT.  In the event 
the DEPARTMENT determines that a limited scope audit of the COUNTY is appropriate, 
the COUNTY agrees to comply with any additional instructions provided by the 
DEPARTMENT staff to the COUNTY regarding such audit.  The COUNTY further agrees 
to comply and cooperate with any inspections, reviews, investigations, or audits deemed 
necessary by the DEPARTMENT’S Office of Inspector General (OIG) and Florida’s Chief 
Financial Officer (CFO) or Auditor General. 

AUDITS

PART I: FEDERALLY FUNDED

Recipients of federal funds (i.e. state, local government, or non-profit organizations as 
defined in OMB Circular A-133, as revised) are to have audits done annually using the 
following criteria:  

1. In the event that the recipient expends $500,000 or more in Federal awards in its 
fiscal year, the recipient must have a single or program-specific audit conducted in 
accordance with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133, as revised. If applicable, 
EXHIBIT 1 to this Agreement indicates Federal resources awarded through the 
DEPARTMENT by this Agreement.  In determining the Federal awards expended in its 
fiscal year, the recipient shall consider all sources of Federal awards, including Federal 
resources received from the DEPARTMENT.  The determination of amounts of Federal 
awards expended should be in accordance with the guidelines established by OMB Circular 
A-133, as revised.  An audit of the recipient conducted by the Auditor General in 
accordance with the provisions OMB Circular A-133, as revised, will meet the 
requirements of this part.  

2. In connection with the audit requirements addressed in Part I, paragraph 1., the 
recipient shall fulfill the requirements relative to auditee responsibilities as provided in 
Subpart C of OMB Circular A-133, as revised.

3. If the recipient expends less than $500,000 in Federal awards in its fiscal year, an 
audit conducted in accordance with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133, as revised, is 
not required.  However, if the recipient elects to have an audit conducted in accordance 
with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133, as revised, the cost of the audit must be paid 
from non-Federal resources (i.e., the cost of such an audit must be paid from recipient 
resources obtained from other than Federal entities). 

4. Federal awards are to be identified using the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance (CFDA) title and number, award number and year, and name of the awarding 
federal agency. 

PART II: STATE FUNDED

Recipients of state funds (i.e. a nonstate entity as defined by Section 215.97(2)(l), Florida 
Statutes) are to have audits done annually using the following criteria: 
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1. In the event that the recipient expends a total amount of state financial assistance 
equal to or in excess of $500,000 in any fiscal year, the recipient must have a State single 
or project-specific audit for such fiscal year in accordance with Section 215.97, Florida 
Statutes; applicable rules of the Department of Financial Services and the CFO; and 
Chapters 10.550 (local governmental entities) or 10.650 (nonprofit and for-profit 
organizations), Rules of the Auditor General. If applicable, EXHIBIT 1 to this Agreement 
indicates state financial assistance awarded through the DEPARTMENT by this 
Agreement.  In determining the state financial assistance expended in its fiscal year, the 
recipient shall consider all sources of state financial assistance, including state financial 
assistance received from the DEPARTMENT, other state agencies, and other nonstate 
entities.  State financial assistance does not include Federal direct or pass-through awards 
and resources received by a nonstate entity for Federal program matching requirements. 

2. In connection with the audit requirements addressed in Part II, paragraph 1, the 
recipient shall ensure that the audit complies with the requirements of Section 215.97(7), 
Florida Statutes.  This includes submission of a financial reporting package as defined by 
Section 215.97(2)(d), Florida Statutes, and Chapters 10.550 (local governmental entities) or 
10.650 (nonprofit and for-profit organizations), Rules of the Auditor General. 

3. If the recipient expends less than $500,000 in state financial assistance in its fiscal 
year, an audit conducted in accordance with the provisions of Section 215.97, Florida 
Statutes, is not required.    However, if the recipient elects to have an audit conducted in 
accordance with the provisions of Section 215.97, Florida Statutes, the cost of the audit 
must be paid from the nonstate entity’s resources (i.e., the cost of such an audit must be 
paid from the recipient’s resources obtained from other than State entities). 

4. State awards are to be identified using the Catalog of State Financial Assistance 
(CSFA) title and number, award number and year, and name of the state agency awarding 
it.

PART III:  OTHER AUDIT REQUIREMENTS

The recipient shall follow up and take corrective action on audit findings.  
Preparation of a summary schedule of prior year audit findings, including corrective action 
and current status of the audit findings is required.  Current year audit findings require 
corrective action and status of findings. 

Records related to unresolved audit findings, appeals, or litigation shall be retained 
until the action is completed or the dispute is resolved.  Access to project records and audit 
work papers shall be given to the DEPARTMENT, the Department of Financial Services, 
and the Auditor General.  This section does not limit the authority of the DEPARTMENT 
to conduct or arrange for the conduct of additional audits or evaluations of state financial 
assistance or limit the authority of any other state official. 

PART IV:  REPORT SUBMISSION

1. Copies of reporting packages for audits conducted in accordance with OMB 
Circular A-133, as revised, and required by PART I of this Agreement shall be submitted, 
when required by Section .320 (d), OMB Circular A-133, as revised, by or on behalf of the 
recipient directly to each of the following: 
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A. The DEPARTMENT at each of the following addresses: 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Attn: Dianne Peek-Audit Analyst 

719 South Woodland Blvd. MS-522 
DeLand, Florida 32720

B. The Federal Audit Clearinghouse designated in OMB Circular A-133, as 
revised (the number of copies required by Sections .320 (d)(1) and (2), OMB Circular 
A-133, as revised, should be submitted to the Federal Audit Clearinghouse), at the 
following address: 

Federal Audit Clearinghouse 
Bureau of the Census 
1201 East 10th Street 

Jeffersonville, IN 47132 

C. Other Federal agencies and pass-through entities in accordance with 
Sections .320 (e) and (f), OMB Circular A-133, as revised. 

2. In the event that a copy of the reporting package for an audit required by PART I of 
this Agreement and conducted in accordance with OMB Circular A-133, as revised, is not 
required to be submitted to the DEPARTMENT for reasons pursuant to section .320 (e)(2), 
OMB Circular A-133, as revised, the recipient shall submit the required written notification 
pursuant to Section  .320 (e)(2) and a copy of the recipient’s audited schedule of 
expenditures of Federal awards directly to each of the following: 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Attn: Dianne Peek-Audit Analyst 

719 South Woodland Blvd. MS-522 
DeLand, Florida 32720 

In addition, pursuant to Section .320 (f), OMB Circular A-133, as revised, the recipient 
shall submit a copy of the reporting package described in Section .320 (c), OMB Circular 
A-133, as revised, and any management letters issued by the auditor, to the 
DEPARTMENT at each of the following addresses:   

Florida Department of Transportation 
Attn: Dianne Peek-Audit Analyst 

719 South Woodland Blvd. MS-522 
DeLand, Florida 32720 

3. Copies of financial reporting packages required by PART II of this Agreement shall 
be submitted by or on behalf of the recipient directly to each of the following:  

A. The DEPARTMENT at each of the following addresses: 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Attn: Dianne Peek-Audit Analyst 

719 South Woodland Blvd. MS-522 
DeLand, Florida 32720 
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B. The Auditor General’s Office at the following address: 

Auditor General’s Office 
Room 401, Pepper Building 

111 West Madison Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1450 

4. Copies of reports or the management letter required by PART III of this Agreement 
shall be submitted by or on behalf of the recipient directly to:

A. The DEPARTMENT at each of the following addresses: 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Attn: Dianne Peek-Audit Analyst 

719 South Woodland Blvd. MS-522 
DeLand, Florida 32720 

5. Any reports, management letter, or other information required to be submitted to 
the DEPARTMENT pursuant to this Agreement shall be submitted timely in accordance 
with OMB Circular A-133, Florida Statutes, and Chapters 10.550 (local governmental 
entities) or 10.650 (nonprofit and for-profit organizations), Rules of the Auditor General, as 
applicable.   

6. Recipients, when submitting financial reporting packages to the DEPARTMENT 
for audits done in accordance with OMB Circular A-133 or Chapters 10.550 (local 
governmental entities) or 10.650 (nonprofit and for-profit organizations), Rules of the 
Auditor General, should indicate the date that the reporting package was delivered to the 
recipient in correspondence accompanying the reporting package. 

PART V:  RECORD RETENTION

1. The recipient shall retain sufficient records demonstrating its compliance with the 
terms of this Agreement for a period of at least five years from the date the audit report is 
issued, and shall allow the DEPARTMENT, or its designee, CFO, or Auditor General 
access to such records upon request.  The recipient shall ensure that audit working papers 
are made available to the DEPARTMENT, or its designee, CFO, or Auditor General upon 
request for a period of at least five years from the date the audit report is issued, unless 
extended in writing by the DEPARTMENT.

13. After written notice and a reasonable opportunity to cure, either party may 

unilaterally cancel this Agreement for refusal by the other party to allow public access to all 

documents, papers, letters, or other material subject to the provisions of Chapter 119, Florida 

Statutes and made or received by such party in conjunction with this Agreement. 

 14. This Agreement shall continue in effect and be binding on the parties until 

the Project is completed, any subsequent litigation is complete and terminated, final costs are 

known, and legislatively appropriated reimbursements, if approved, are made by the 
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DEPARTMENT. The DEPARTMENT may, at any stage, amend or terminate the PROJECT in 

whole or in part if the DEPARTMENT determines that such action is in the best interest of the 

public.

 15. This Agreement constitutes the complete and final expression of the parties with 

respect to the subject matter hereof, and incorporates and includes all prior negotiations, 

correspondence, conversation, agreements, or understanding applicable to the matters contain 

herein.  The parties agree that there are no commitments, agreements or understandings concerning 

the subject matter of this Agreement that are not contained in this document.  Accordingly, it is 

agreed that no deviation from the terms hereof shall be predicated upon any prior representation or 

agreements whether oral or written. 

 16. This Agreement shall be governed by and interpreted in accordance with the laws 

of the State of Florida.  Any provision herein determined by a court of competent jurisdiction, or 

any other legally constituted body having jurisdiction, to be invalid or unenforceable shall be 

severable and the remainder of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, provided that 

the invalidated or unenforceable provision is not material to the intended operation of this 

Agreement 

 17. All notices required pursuant to the terms hereof shall be sent by First Class United 

States Mail.  Unless prior written notification of an alternate address for notices is sent, all notices 

shall be sent to the following addresses: 

DEPARTMENT

     Shirley Matthews
JPA Coordinator/MS 4-522

719 South Woodland Boulevard 
DeLand, Florida  32720-6834

PH: (386) 943-5452
shirley.matthews@dot.state.fl.us

Vince Vacchiano 
Construction Project Manager 
719 South Woodland Boulevard 
DeLand, Florida  32720-6834 
PH: (386) 943-5406 
vincent.vacchiano@dot.state.fl.us

SEMINOLE COUNTY

Brett Blackadar, P.E. 
Principal Engineer, Engineering Division 

Seminole County Public Works Department 
520 West Lake Mary Boulevard, Suite 200 

Sanford, Florida 32773 
(407) 665-5702 

BBlackadar@seminolecountyfl.gov
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18. PUBLIC ENTITY CRIME INFORMATION AND ANTI-DISCRIMINATION 

STATEMENT: A person or affiliate who has been placed on the convicted vendor list following a 

conviction for a public entity crime may not submit a bid on a contract to provide any goods or 

services to a public entity, may not submit a bid on a contract with a public entity for the 

construction or repair of a public building or public work, may not submit bids on leases of real 

property to a public entity, may not be awarded or perform work as a contractor, supplier, 

subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with any public entity, and may not transact business 

with any public entity in excess of the threshold amount provided in Section 287.017, for 

CATEGORY TWO for a period of 36 months from the date of being placed on the convicted 

vendor list.  An entity or affiliate who has been placed on the discriminatory vendor list may not 

submit a bid on a contract to provide any goods or services to a public entity, may not submit a bid 

on a contract with a public entity for the construction or repair of a public building or public work, 

may not submit bids on leases of real property to a public entity, may not be awarded or perform 

work as a contractor, supplier, subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with any public entity, 

and may not transact business with any public entity. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the COUNTY has executed this Agreement this      day of  

, 2008, and the DEPARTMENT has executed this Agreement this       day of 

, 2008. 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA STATE OF FLORIDA 
By: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

By:   By:  

Name: Brenda Carey  Name: George S. Lovett

Title: Chairman - BOCC  Title: Director of Transportation Development 

As approved by the Board on: 

Attest:  Attest: 

Maryanne Morse  Executive Secretary 
Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners 
of Seminole County 

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

Legal Review Legal Review: 

Seminole County Attorney 

 Financial Provision Approval by 
 Department of Comptroller on: 

     

Authorization Received From the Comptroller’s 
Office as to Availability of Funds: 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

Financial Management Number: 424257-1-58-01 

SR 436 and CR 427 (Ronald Reagan Blvd) Intersection Improvements 

Project Description

This project will add a second northbound through lane on Ronald Reagan Blvd for 
the approach to SR 436.  Signal modifications to the existing mast arm in the 
southeast quadrant will also be included.  As part of project, we are also looking into 
the feasibility of extending the eastbound left turn lane on SR 436 for the approach 
to Ronald Reagan Blvd in order to provide additional vehicle queuing space.  If this 
turn lane extension is justified, it will also be included as part of this project.
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EXHIBIT “B” 

RESOLUTION/MINUTES 
Financial Management Number: 424257-1-58-01 
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EXHIBIT “C”
NOTICE OF COMPLETION
JOINT PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT 

Between
THE STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

and SEMINOLE COUNTY 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  Intersection Improvements for SR 436 at CR 427 (Ronald Reagan 
Boulevard)

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT ID# 424257-1-58-01 

In accordance with the Terms and Conditions of the JOINT PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT, 

the undersigned hereby provides notification that the work authorized by this Agreement is 

complete as of    , 20       .

SEMINOLE COUNTY 

By:       

Name:       

Title:       

ENGINEER’S CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE
In accordance with the Terms and Conditions of the JOINT PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT, 

the undersigned hereby certifies that all work which originally required certification by a 

Professional Engineer has been completed in compliance with the Project construction plans and 

specifications.  If any deviations have been made from the approved plans, a list of all deviations, 

along with an explanation that justifies the reason to accept each deviation, will be attached to this 

Certification. 

      By:         , P.E.

SEAL:      Name:       

      Date:       
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Exhibit “D” 

TERMS & CONDITIONS OF CONSTRUCTION

1. The COUNTY is authorized, subject to the conditions set forth herein, to enter 
DEPARTMENT right-of-way to perform all activities necessary for the construction of the 
PROJECT (as described more fully in Exhibit “A”). The PROJECT shall be constructed in 
accordance with construction plans and specifications to be approved by the DEPARTMENT and 
consistent with the requirements of the DEPARTMENT.  The plans shall include an appropriate 
plan for maintenance of traffic.  Should any substantial changes to the plans be required during 
construction of the PROJECT, the COUNTY shall be required to notify the DEPARTMENT of 
the changes and receive approval from the DEPARTMENT prior to the changes being 
constructed.  The DEPARTMENT reserves the right to adjust the plans to meet the requirements 
of permits.  The COUNTY shall be responsible to maintain the area of the PROJECT at all times 
during construction of the PROJECT.  All payment and performance bonds shall name the 
DEPARTMENT as an additional oblige.  All warranties on any product or material used in 
construction of said PROJECT shall be in favor of the DEPARTMENT. 

2. The COUNTY shall have the affirmative responsibility to locate all existing utilities, 
both aerial and underground and that all utility locations shall be represented on the construction 
plans.  All utility conflicts shall be fully resolved directly with the applicable utility.  The 
COUNTY shall be obligated to design around any utility installation for which the conflict cannot 
be resolved.  Said utility work shall be deemed to be undertaken on behalf of and for the benefit of 
the DEPARTMENT. 

3. The work performed pursuant to this Agreement may require authorization under the 
Clean Water Act, by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for Storm Water Discharges 
from construction sites. The COUNTY is responsible for obtaining the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit and all other necessary permits for construction of the 
PROJECT. When applicable, such permits will be processed in the name of the DEPARTMENT; 
however, in such event, the COUNTY will comply with all terms and conditions of such permit 
in construction of the subject facilities. 

4. This Agreement shall act to supersede the normal requirements of separate 
DEPARTMENT permits for drive-way connection, right-of-way utilization, storm-water 
discharge and utilities and this Agreement is deemed to constitute such permits. 

5. It is expressly agreed by the parties that this Agreement creates a permissive use only 
and that neither the granting of the permission herein to use DEPARTMENT and/or COUNTY 
right-of-way nor the placing of facilities upon DEPARTMENT and/or COUNTY land shall 
operate to create or vest any property right in the COUNTY except as otherwise provided in 
separate agreements. 

6. The DEPARTMENT shall appoint and authorize a single individual to serve as the 
DEPARTMENT'S representative to coordinate and manage the DEPARTMENT review of 
COUNTY activities pursuant to this Agreement. The individual shall have the authority to act on 
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behalf of the DEPARTMENT in all matters relative to this Agreement and his or her approval 
shall be binding on the DEPARTMENT.  The COUNTY shall notify the representative at least 48 
hours in advance of starting proposed work and again immediately upon completion of work. 

7. The COUNTY shall perform all required testing associated with the design and 
construction of the PROJECT in accord with DEPARTMENT standards and requirements. The 
COUNTY shall, as directed by the DEPARTMENT representative, procure independent assurance 
testing. Said testing results shall be provided to the DEPARTMENT representative and he or she 
shall approve or disapprove said testing results in an expedited manner. The DEPARTMENT shall 
have the right, but not the obligation, to perform such independent testing from time to time during 
the course of the PROJECT. 

8. The COUNTY shall utilize only a DEPARTMENT qualified construction engineering 
and inspection firm ("CEI") to perform the work on the PROJECT. 

9. The COUNTY shall not modify the intent of the design plans or the maintenance of 
traffic concept without appropriate submission by the Engineer of Record (the "Engineer") and 
approval by the DEPARTMENT. Provided, however, in the event of an emergency, the 
COUNTY shall immediately make any necessary changes and notify the DEPARTMENT and the 
COUNTY after the modifications. 

10. The DEPARTMENT may request and shall be granted a conference with the 
COUNTY and at the COUNTY'S option, the COUNTY'S CEI firm, to discuss any part of the 
PROJECT activities that the DEPARTMENT determines to be inconsistent with the approved 
design plans and specifications. The COUNTY will monitor the corrective action and provide the 
DEPARTMENT status reports at such intervals as are reasonable, based on the corrective action 
undertaken, and the DEPARTMENT may, but is not obligated to, review independently the 
progress of the corrective action. Provided however, if the DEPARTMENT determines a 
condition exists which threatens the public's safety, the DEPARTMENT may, at its discretion, 
issue an immediate stop work order. 

11. The COUNTY shall have the continuous obligation to monitor the maintenance of 
traffic and construction operation during the course of the PROJECT so that the safe and efficient 
movement of the traveling public is maintained. The COUNTY is further obligated to make such 
changes to the maintenance of traffic plans as may be necessary. During construction, the 
COUNTY shall take measures, including the placing and display of safety devices that are 
necessary in order to safely conduct the public through the PROJECT area in accordance with the 
latest and current version of the Federal Highway Administration Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices for Streets and Highways, and the DEPARTMENT'S 2007 Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge construction and the DEPARTMENT'S 2008 Roadway and 
Traffic Design Standards, and as those sources may be amended from time to time. The 
COUNTY may assign the responsibility of this paragraph to the Contractor or its' CEI for the 
construction of the PROJECT. 

12. It is understood and agreed that the rights and privileges herein set out are granted only 
to the extent of the DEPARTMENT'S right, title and interest in the land to be entered upon and 
used by the COUNTY.  Any additional right or privilege required to undertake and to complete 
construction of the PROJECT shall be secured by the COUNTY. 
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13. Upon completion of the work in accord with the Plans, the COUNTY shall furnish a 
set of “as-built” plans certified by the Engineer of Record/CEI that the necessary improvements 
have been completed in accordance with the Plans as the same may be modified in accord with 
the terms of this Agreement. This certification shall include a statement that necessary 
inspections, tests, and physical measurements have been made, and that all materials entering into 
the work conform to the Plans, conform to the applicable specifications contained in the Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, 2007 edition as amended, or otherwise conform 
to or meet generally accepted professional practices.  Additionally, the COUNTY shall assure that 
all post construction survey monumentation required by Florida Statutes is completed and 
evidence of such is provided to the DEPARTMENT in a manner acceptable to the 
DEPARTMENT.  Upon acceptance of right-of-way documents as specified in Paragraph 12, then 
the PROJECT shall be deemed accepted by and turned over to the DEPARTMENT. 

14. In the event contaminated soil is encountered by the COUNTY or anyone within the 
DEPARTMENT right of way, the COUNTY shall immediately cease work and notify the 
DEPARTMENT. The DEPARTMENT shall coordinate with the appropriate agencies and notify 
the COUNTY of any required action related thereto.   

 15. It is acknowledged by the parties that construction plans and specifications are still 
being prepared by the COUNTY as of the date of this Agreement. Construction of the PROJECT 
will not commence until the DEPARTMENT has approved the construction plans and 
specifications as provided for in Paragraph 1 and all required right-of-way has been property 
obtained and certified (if applicable) as such by the DEPARTMENT’s Right of Way Manager. 
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EXHIBIT – 1 

FEDERAL RESOURCES AWARDED TO THE RECIPIENT PURSUANT TO THIS 
AGREEMENT CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING: 

Federal Program (list Federal agency, Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance title and number) - 
 $ (amount)

COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO THE FEDERAL RESOURCES
AWARDED PURSUANT TO THIS AGREEMENT ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

Federal Program: 
List applicable compliance requirements as follows: 

1. First applicable compliance requirement (e.g., what services/purposes resources must be 
used for).

2. Second applicable compliance requirement (e.g., eligibility requirements for recipients of 
the resources). 

3. Etc.

STATE RESOURCES AWARDED TO THE RECIPIENT PURSUANT TO THIS 
AGREEMENT CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING:

MATCHING RESOURCES FOR FEDERAL PROGRAMS:

Federal Program (list Federal agency, Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance title and number) -
 $ (amount)

SUBJECT TO SECTION 215.97, FLORIDA STATUTES:

State Project (list State awarding agency, Catalog of State Financial Assistance title and number) - 
 $ (amount)

COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO STATE RESOURCES AWARDED 
PURSUANT TO THIS AGREEMENT ARE AS FOLLOWS: 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Huntington Pointe Homeowners Association, Inc. Approval of a proposed negotiated 
settlement relating to Parcel Number 126 on the Lake Emma Road improvement project. The 
proposed negotiated settlement is at the sum of $37,675.00 inclusive of all land value, 
improvements, cost to cure, damages, statutory interest, total attorney’s fees, expert fees and 
cost reimbursements. Judge Galluzzo.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the proposed negotiated settlement relating to
Parcel Number 126 on the Lake Emma Road improvement project. The proposed negotiated 
settlement is at the sum of $37,675.00 inclusive of all land value, improvements, cost to cure, 
damages, statutory interest, total attorney’s fees, expert fees and cost reimbursements. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Huntington Pointe Homeowners Association, Inc.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 36

 
SUBJECT: Huntington Pointe Homeowners Association, Inc.

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Litigation

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

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Bob McMillan

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews













SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Execute Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement. Lake Emma Road Subordination of Utility 
Interest Agreement (Parcel Numbers 126, 755, 835A/835B and 848) between Seminole 
County and Florida Power Corporation d/b/a Progress Energy Florida, Inc., in conjunction with 
the Lake Emma Road improvement project. 

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board authorize execution of the Lake Emma Road Subordination 
of Utility Interest Agreement (Parcel Numbers 126, 755, 835A/835B and 848) between 
Seminole County and Florida Power Corporation d/b/a Progress Energy Florida, Inc., in 
conjunction with the Lake Emma Road improvement project.  

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Subordination of Utility Interests

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 37

 
SUBJECT: Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Property Acquisition

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

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Bob McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated February 25 and March 3, 2008; Approval of 
BCC Official Minutes dated February 26, 2008.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated February 25 and March 3, 
2008; Approval of BCC Official Minutes dated February 26, 2008.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Clerk's Report 3-25-08

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 38

 
SUBJECT: Expenditure Approval Lists; BCC Minutes & Clerk's Received and Filed

DEPARTMENT: Clerk's Office DIVISION:

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

County-wide Dave Godwin

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to contribute $12,000.00 from the Law 
Enforcement Trust Fund to provide funds for "Project Graduation" to Seminole County high 
schools.

BACKGROUND:

The Seminole County Sheriff's Office is requesting $12,000.00 fro the Law Enforcement Trust 
Fund to provide funds for an alcohol and drug free celebration for Seminole County high 
schools on graduation night.

The Seminole County Sheriff's Office strongly supports the expenditure of these funds as an 
alternative to irresponsible and reckless behavior on graduation night.  "Project Graduation" is 
a collective effort involving concerned parents, students, faculty, and law enforcement to 
ensure a safe environment for our graduating seniors as they celebrate their completion of 
high school. Through the efforts of those involved, "Project Graduation" is offered to high 
school seniors as a means to prevent tragic events relating to drunk driving and drug abuse.  
Each student who attends "Project Graduation" agrees to arrive and remain substance free 
throughout the celebration.

The following six high schools have requested funds for 2008: Lyman High School, Winter 
Springs High School, Oviedo High School, Lake Mary High School, Seminole High School and 
Crooms Academy High School.  The Sheriff's Office would contribute $2,000 to each school to 
partially offset their expected expenditures.

This request complies with Chapter 932.7055(4)(a), Florida State Statutes. The State/Local 
Forfeiture Fund Cash Balance prior to this commitment is $24,752.51.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The Sheriff's Office recommends approval by the Board of County Commissioners to 
contribute $12,000.00 from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to provide funds for "Project 
Graduation" to Seminole County high schools.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 39

 
SUBJECT: Law Enforcement Trust Fund Contribution for Project Graduation 2008

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff's Office DIVISION:

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

County-wide Penny Fleming



Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Ben Crawford, Lisa Spriggs )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to contribute $2,000.00 from the Law 
Enforcement Trust Fund to the Central Florida Freedom School operated by Free to Be Me, 
Inc.

BACKGROUND:

Free to Be Me, Inc. is a 501(C)(3) non-profit organization which has provided services to 
approximately 150 children and their families residing in the Sanford area since June 2004. 
The primary mission of the organization is to promote family unity by empowering parents and 
their children with the skills required to improve family literacy and student academic skills.  In 
order to achieve its mission, Free to Be Me, Inc. operates a five week summer youth program 
referred to as the Central Florida Freedom School. This program is a community project that 
engages approximately 50 students, ages 5-16 residing in the Sanford area with a curriculum 
that includes reading enrichment, goal setting, conflict resolution and community service 
activities.  Local college students assist with the program.

The Seminole County Sheriff's Office actively supports youth programs that provide services 
to at-risk youth and therefore would like to contribute $2,000.00 in support of the Central 
Florida Freedom School Program operated by Free to Be Me, Inc.

This request complies with Chapter 932.7055(4)(a), Florida State Statutes. The State/Local 
Forfeiture Fund Cash Balance prior to this commitment is $12,752.51.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The Sheriff's Office recommends approval by the Board of County Commissioners to 
contribute $2,000.00 from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund to the Central Florida Freedom 
School operated by Free to Be Me, Inc.

 Consent 3/25/2008 Item # 40

 
SUBJECT: Law Enforcement Trust Fund Contribution to the Central Florida Freedom School 
operated by Free to Be Me, Inc.

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff's Office DIVISION:

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

County-wide Penny Fleming

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Ben Crawford, Lisa Spriggs )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Deny the attached resolution.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Oviedo is requesting a delegation from the Board that would authorize the City to
establish a Community Redevelopment Agency.  The attached resolution was provided by the 
City of Oviedo. The properties associated with the proposed Community Redevelopment 
Agency, commonly referred to as the Community Redevelopment Area (or CRA), 
are described in the attached Exhibit "A". The CRA encompasses several distinct areas that 

 Regular 3/25/2008 Item # 41

 
SUBJECT: Consider adoption of a Resolution that delegates to the City of Oviedo the 
authority to establish a Community Redevelopment Agency

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Tom Tomerlin EXT: 7430

County-wide Dori DeBord

include commercial, residential and vacant parcel areas. The attached Oviedo Community 
Redevelopment Plan addresses each sub-area and lays out the findings of necessity 
associated with the proposed CRA. 

County Planning Staff reviewed a prior finding of necessity report and provided the City with 
written comments in a memorandum dated May 22, 2007 (attached).  The attached  Oviedo 
Community Redevelopment Plan appears to have addressed some of these prior concerns.  
The proposed CRA boundaries, however, are inconsistent with Florida Statutes because they 
include unincorporated lands.  Should the City desire to include these unincorporated lands, a 
joint CRA would be required, which would need to be  ratified through an appropriate legal
instrument.        

According to the City, the formation of a Community Redevelopment Agency is consistent with 
ongoing strategic planning efforts as outlined in the City's Strategic Economic Development 
Plan, the City's Comprehensive Plan, and the City's Downtown Master Plan.  

The decision to establish a Community Redevelopment Area should consider many factors.  
Among these factors, land planning and financial considerations are critical. The attached
redevelopment plan appears to address land planning requirements in an adequate fashion.  
The financial considerations associated with this request are inherently complex, however, the 
central trade-off is the earmark of tax increment funds for expenditure within the CRA, versus
the opportunity costs associated with using these tax revenues outside both the physical and 
policy boundaries associated with the Community Redevelopment Area.     



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board deny the attached resolution because the inclusion of 
unincorporated land into a City CRA is inconsistent Florida Statutes regarding Home Rule
Charter.   Given this, two options are available to the Board, as follows: 
 
(1) Recommend appropriate changes to the attached resolution and bring back for Board 
consideration at a later date, or
 
(2)  Deny the City of Oviedo's delegation request to establish a Community Redevelopment
Agency. 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution
2. Exhibit A - Legal Description
3. Oviedo Letter Requesting CRA Delegation
4. Planning Comment Memorandum
5. Oviedo Community Redevelopment Plan (Draft)
6. Miscellaneous Communication Regarding Timelines

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb



RESOLUTION NO.  08-R-______  SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED BY THE 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF MARCH 25, 2008.

 
WHEREAS, Seminole County is a political subdivision of the 

State of Florida which has adopted a Home Rule Charter; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 163.410, Florida Statutes, 

Seminole County may delegate to the governing bodies of 

municipalities within Seminole County, the exercise of such 

powers conferred upon Seminole County by Part III, Chapter 163, 

Florida Statutes, as amended, as Seminole County may deem 

appropriate; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.410, Florida Statutes, permits such a 

delegation to be made subject to such conditions and limitations 

as Seminole County may impose; and

WHEREAS, the City of Oviedo, a Florida municipal corporation 

which is wholly within the jurisdictional boundaries of Seminole 

County, has requested that Seminole County delegate to the City 

of Oviedo, pursuant to Section 163.410, Florida Statutes, the 

right and authority to exercise certain powers conferred upon 

Seminole County by Part III, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, as 

amended, such powers to specifically include the power to create 

a community redevelopment agency as part of the municipal public 

body or taxing authority, together with necessarily appurtenant 

responsibilities, rights and authority, as a governing body 

1



serving as a community redevelopment agency under Part III, 

Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole 

County have found and determined that the establishment of a 

community redevelopment agency within the City of Oviedo would 

serve a public purpose and would be consistent with the goals, 

objectives and policies of the Seminole County Comprehensive 

Plan, and will otherwise be consistent with the controlling 

provisions of State law,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, THAT:

Pursuant to Section 163.410, Florida Statutes, the 1.

Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida, acting 

for and on behalf of Seminole County, Florida, hereby delegates 

to the City of Oviedo such authority, rights, and 

responsibilities conferred upon Seminole County pursuant to Part 

III, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, as amended, in order that the 

City of Oviedo may create and establish a community redevelopment 

agency within its municipal boundaries subject to the conditions 

and limitations set forth herein and the controlling provision of 

State law.

2. The above delegation is subject to the following 
conditions:

The delegation set forth herein shall relate (a)
solely and exclusively to that certain real 
property described in the Exhibit “A” attached 
hereto and made a part hereof.

In accordance with Section 163.410, Florida (b)

2



Statutes, this delegation  “. . . shall confer 
only such powers. . . as shall be specifically 
enumerated in [this] . . . delegating resolution”
and the City of Oviedo shall be charged with and 
solely responsible for making any and all 
necessary findings relative to the actions taken 
with regard to the creation of a community 
redevelopment agency and any and all actions taken 
subsequent to the creation of said City of Oviedo 
community redevelopment agency.

The power delegated herein is the authority to (c)
create a City of Oviedo community redevelopment 
agency relating only to the property (the 
“Community Redevelopment Area”) described in the 
Exhibit “A” attached hereto, which subject
properties relate to the area proximate to or a 
part of the so-called “New Downtown” area within 
the City Limits of the City of Oviedo, containing 
numerous parcels of property.

As to the Community Redevelopment Area described (d)
in the Exhibit “A”, except for the ninety-five per 
cent (95%) of the “increment revenues” which shall 
be appropriated by Seminole County and by the City 
of Oviedo and deposited in the redevelopment trust 
fund which is created by the City of Oviedo in 
accordance with Section 163.3187, Florida 
Statutes, as amended, for a period not exceeding 
twenty-five (25) tax years, no Seminole County tax 
revenues, equivalent revenues, or any other County 
funds of any kind shall be used in any way to fund 
the City’s community redevelopment agency created 
by the City of Oviedo nor any of said community 
redevelopment agency’s programs or projects.  The 
City of Oviedo may pledge its revenues to the 
community redevelopment agency, but in no event 
shall pledge or assert any interest in any 
Seminole County revenues or funds.

If the City of Oviedo has not created and (e)
established the City’s community redevelopment 
agency as contemplated herein on or before March 
30, 2009, including the enactment of an ordinance 
establishing a redevelopment trust fund as and 
relating to the Community Redevelopment Area 
described in the Exhibit “A” hereto; then the 
delegation set forth in this Resolution shall be 
deemed terminated and shall be of no further force 
or effect.

3



Any proposed additional community redevelopment (f)
areas or any proposed expansion of the community 
redevelopment area contemplated by this Resolution 
shall require that the City of Oviedo seek and 
request an additional delegating resolution which 
action, as well as the actions set forth herein, 
shall not be deemed or construed, in any way, as a 
general delegation by Seminole County of any 
powers nor a pledge of any Seminole County funds 
or revenues to be used by the City of Oviedo, the
City’s community redevelopment agency or within 
the Community Redevelopment Area.

Neither the City of Oviedo nor the City’s (g)
community redevelopment agency shall contest or 
challenge any provision, term or condition of this 
Resolution.

The members of the City’s community redevelopment (h)
agency’s governing board shall be the City Council 
of the City of Oviedo, in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 163.357, Florida Statutes.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City Council of 
the City of Oviedo shall appoint a citizen 
advisory committee consisting of five (5) 
residents of Seminole County; provided, however, 
that the City Council shall appoint two (2) of the 
members as nominated by the Board of County 
Commissioners of Seminole County.

Any and all actions relative to the creation and (i)
implementation of the City’s community 
redevelopment agency shall be structured and 
configured in such a way as to facilitate the 
consolidation of the City’s community 
redevelopment agency, and all of its projects and 
programs, into any multi-jurisdictional or 
Countywide community redevelopment agency that may 
be established in the future by Seminole County.  
The potential consolidation of the City’s 
community redevelopment agency authorized herein 
with other community redevelopment agencies 
relating to other community redevelopment areas 
into a multi-jurisdictional community 
redevelopment agency shall be optional with regard 
to the City of Oviedo.  To address that potential, 
however, all documents of creation and 
implementation of the City’s community 
redevelopment agency shall provide for the 
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contingent future transfer of any and all 
projects, programs, assets, property, funds, 
obligations and liabilities to Seminole County 
and/or a multi-jurisdictional or Countywide 
community redevelopment agency established by 
Seminole County.

The City of Oviedo shall and hereby does hold (j)
harmless and indemnify Seminole County from and 
against any losses or claims of any type or nature 
whatsoever resulting in any way from the creation 
of the City’s community redevelopment agency.

As to all activities of any type or nature of or by the3.

City’s community redevelopment agency, the City’s community 

redevelopment agency shall hold harmless and indemnify Seminole 

County from and against any losses or claims of any type or 

nature whatsoever.  This condition shall not preclude the City of 

Oviedo from obtaining indemnification from the City’s community 

redevelopment agency.

Any action by the City of Oviedo or the City’s 4.

community redevelopment agency in conflict with the limitations 

and requirements stated herein shall immediately revoke and 

rescind the authorization and delegation to the full extent made 

in this Resolution.

This delegation is made at the request of the City of 5.

Oviedo and shall not be construed to represent the taking on or 

acceptance of any obligation by Seminole County or the making of 

any required finding or action by Seminole County under Chapter 

163, Florida Statutes, as amended, or any other law, rule or 

regulation except only as to Seminole County’s consent that the 

5



City of Oviedo may crate a community redevelopment agency 

pursuant to the terms and conditions hereof, and consistency with 

the provisions of the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan relative 

to the creation of community redevelopment agencies or areas of 

any actions relating thereto.

If any clause, paragraph, provision, sentence, term, 6.

conditions or part of this Resolution is found to be invalid, 

inoperable, unconstitutional, unenforceable or otherwise contrary 

to law; then this entire Resolution shall be of no force, effect 

or meaning.

ADOPTED this day of 2008.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By: 
MARYANNE MORSE BRENDA CAREY
Clerk to the Board of CHAIRMAN
the County Commissioners
of Seminole County, Florida  
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Memorandum
To: Donald S. Fisher, Deputy County Manager

Through: Dori DeBord, Director

From: Sheryl Stolzenberg, Principal Coordinator
Tom Tomerlin, Principal Planner

Date: May 22, 2007

Subject: City of Oviedo – Recommendation for Inclusion of Undeveloped Lands and
Expansion of CRA Boundary, Report Dated May 8, 2007

This memorandum is provided in response to the City of Oviedo’s plans for inclusion of undeveloped
lands and expansion of the boundaries of the Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). Previous
County staff comments had been submitted to the City, requesting additional information to justify the
inclusion of undeveloped lands.

Both of the above referenced issues are addressed in the subject report. Comments regarding these
recommendations follow below.

1. The report places emphasis on preventing the spread of slum and blight through pursuit of a
catalyst project (i.e., Oviedo on the Park) that maximizes opportunity for redevelopment by
private enterprise. While this approach has merits, should the catalyst project indeed spur
redevelopment, special consideration needs to be made to safeguard adjoining neighborhoods
from displacement. Furthermore, the redevelopment plan for the area will need to address
existing residential areas.

2. In regard to inclusion of the Washington Heights and Lone Pines residential areas, it is highly
recommended that the City avoid declaration of “slum” conditions, and focus instead on the
statute definition of “blight”. A finding of necessity can be based on blight conditions alone,
and needn’t rely on the more acute definition of “slum area”.

3. Given the criteria outlined in F.S. 163.360(8) that deals with inclusion of vacant land, Section
163.360(8).(a).1 identifies the shortage of affordable housing as a justification. Moreover, the
City has identified affordable and workforce housing needs as a preliminary issue in its
Comprehensive Plan Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR) scoping. Given this, a component
of the catalyst project (i.e., Oviedo in the Park) should entail an affordable/workforce housing
component. Although a final plan for the catalyst project is not expected at this point,
justification for inclusion of the undeveloped land must specifically state that the final plan will
include provisions for affordable and workforce housing.

Planning & Development Department
Planning Division
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The above notes are offered in response to the subject report. While Staff is in general agreement with
the report’s findings, it is respectfully requested that the above points be addressed by the City.
Provision of additional data and analysis in support of the proposed modifications will help illustrate the
merits of the changes. In addition, the County and City will need to begin crafting a delegating
resolution for consideration by the Board of County Commissioners once these items have been
addressed.

Should you have any questions, comments, or desire a detailed briefing, please do not hesitate to contact
us.
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Introduction

This Community Redevelopment Plan was created to provide a framework for the City of 
Oviedo (the City) to make use of the community redevelopment powers outlined in 
Chapter 163 of the Florida Statutes. The Oviedo Strategic Economic Development Plan, 
completed in September 2006, calls for the City to “explore the establishment of an urban 
infill and redevelopment area to spur development in desired locations.”  

In 2006, the City hired Basile Baumann Prost Cole & Associates, Inc. (BBPC), the same 
company that prepared the Strategic Economic Development Plan, to prepare a findings 
of necessity report to determine whether or not the City should establish a community 
redevelopment area (CRA). The findings of necessity report included in this plan 
documents conditions of slum and blight necessary to support the creation of a CRA.  
Findings of necessity work was conducted in two phases, one phase for properties within 
the City of Oviedo and a separate report evaluating the inclusion of unincorporated 
Seminole County land in the CRA.  

During findings of necessity evaluations, a number of key issues were identified, such as 
deteriorating residential properties, deteriorating commercial properties downtown and an 
inadequate street system downtown. The redevelopment issues section of this plan 
expands on the issues identified in the findings of necessity section. Strategies for 
mitigating these issues are outlined in the redevelopment program section. Each strategy 
specifically references the redevelopment issues it is designed to address.

The creation of a CRA is a continuation of ongoing strategic planning efforts consistent 
with the goals and strategies of the City’s Strategic Economic Development Plan, 
Comprehensive Plan and Downtown Master Plan. This plan is consistent with the City’s 
interest in catalyzing additional private investment in the community and expanding the 
tax base.
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Community Redevelopment Area Description

The Oviedo Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) has an irregular shape which is 
illustrated in the maps on pages six and seven. It is generally bordered by Mitchell 
Hammock Road to the south and by Magnolia Street and Geneva Drive to the north. The 
western edge of the CRA is generally defined by Central Avenue (SR 434), but extends 
west to Lake Jessup Avenue in the northern portion to include Vine Street and St. 
Johanna Drive. Likewise, the boundary extends to Lake Jessup Avenue to include Sharon 
Court and Vicki Court in the southern portion. The CRA encompasses at least seven 
distinct areas, including:

The “Old Downtown” area; extending east from Central Avenue to Oveido 
Boulevard, south from Franklin Street and including properties south of 
Broadway Street (SR 426/CR 419). 

The “New Downtown” north of Mitchell Hammock Road along Oviedo 
Boulevard

The residential area adjacent to the New Downtown that includes High Street, 
Lawn Street, Wood Street, Oak Street, Lindsay Lane, and Fern Street

The residential area southwest of Jackson Heights Middle school that includes 
Academy Place, Doctors Drive and Hamilton Avenue 

The residential area directly north of the Old Downtown, including St. Johanna 
Drive, Vine Street, Magnolia Street, Shady Lane, Harmony Way, Goodwin Street, 
Nursery Street and Kimble Street 

The Avenue B neighborhood, including the area immediately west of Round Lake 
Park

The Reed Avenue neighborhood, including residential areas south of Geneva 
Drive (CR 426) and east of Reed Ave to 6th Street 

The CRA combines a number of distinct neighborhoods that are separate but 
interdependent. It is important that the well being of all neighborhoods within the CRA 
be addressed in this plan.

The Reed Ave, Avenue B and Jackson Heights Middle School neighborhoods have 
several deteriorating properties and inadequate infrastructure. While many property 
owners have maintained their properties, many others have neglected routine 
maintenance to the point where the properties are unsightly and, in some cases, likely 
unsafe as well. These neighborhoods are also suffering from a lack of road maintenance, 
lack of sidewalks, insufficient street lighting, and no access to public sewer. 
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The other residential areas in the CRA typically have structures that have been 
adequately maintained, but are suffering from some of the same infrastructure problems 
as the abovementioned neighborhoods. Street improvements are almost universally 
required in the CRA residential neighborhoods. The residential area adjacent to the New 
Downtown that includes High Street, Lawn Street, Wood Street, Oak Street, Lindsay 
Lane, and Fern Street is an example of a neighborhood with generally good housing 
stock, but deteriorated roadways.
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The City of Oviedo CRA and this redevelopment plan are heavily dependent upon the 
new downtown development area Oviedo on the Park in the heart of the City of Oviedo 
and the center of redevelopment efforts.  The new development will act as a catalyst for 
new investment and development in the City of Oviedo, and strengthen City and 
Community Redevelopment Agency investment in eradicating slum and blight and 
developing on undeveloped lands with adverse environmental conditions.  

Oviedo on the Park is being developed by Broad Street Partners, LLC, in association with 
the City of Oviedo and possibly Seminole County.  It will include private use 
development consisting of residential, retail, restaurant, commercial, and office, as well 
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as public use development including a park, amphitheatre and proposed county public 
library.

The private portion of the development, aptly named Oviedo on the Park, is estimated to 
be valued at more than $200 million at total build-out.  This will include between 1,000 
and 1,200 residential units and a minimum 85,000 square feet of retail and commercial 
space, including restaurant space.  The initial phase of construction will have 4-story 
buildings with future phases being potentially higher.  All private development will occur 
on land owned or controlled by Broad Street Partners and their affiliates. 

The public portion of the development will be under the ownership of the City of Oviedo.  
The City of Oviedo public amenities will cover approximately 21.91 acres and include a 
center lake, surrounding park, amphitheater, and environmental preservation area.  The 
proposed Seminole County public amenity will be a new County Library. 

The Old Downtown area is characterized by older commercial space and a difficult-to-
navigate street grid. The planned SR 426 / CR 419 road widening project provides a great 
opportunity to revamp the downtown area, but also threatens the viability of small 
businesses in the short term. The conceptualization and planning for this project will be 
important to ensure that improving the efficiency of SR 426 / CR 419 as a primary 
automobile thoroughfare is balanced with improved urban design elements intended to 
encourage moderate speeds, a safe pedestrian environment, and an aesthetically pleasing 
and functional downtown street. The CRA should be especially involved in the planning 
stages of this project.

The City’s Downtown Master Plan outlines the following redevelopment strategies for 
the Old Downtown: 

Anticipate that New Downtown investment will create redevelopment pressures 
on Old Downtown due to its location and character 
Invest in road improvements, sidewalk improvements and landscaping 
improvements to “set the stage” for private investment 
Develop a program for redevelopment assistance 

This basic strategy of realizing the interconnectedness of the neighborhoods in the CRA 
and providing the necessary public investment to ensure that private investment in one 
area can catalyze additional investment in surrounding areas is a sound redevelopment 
strategy for the entire CRA.

Some of the necessary public investment that will be addressed in this Community 
Redevelopment Plan includes stormwater, water and sewer improvements identified in 
the City’s Stormwater Master Plan and Water and Wastewater Master Plan, and park and 
trail improvements as outlined in the City of Oviedo Parks and Pedestrian System Master 
Plan. The development of a master stormwater system for the old downtown that will 
reduce the need for on-site stormwater mitigation is another key public investment that 
will be discussed later in this document.  

- 9 - 
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Park improvements in the CRA will be limited primarily to Round Lake Park while the 
trail network, especially in the Old Downtown Area, must be an integral component of 
any planning effort. The Cross Seminole Trail, which will be a 24 mile long trail across 
the County when complete, cannot be completed until redevelopment plans for the Old 
Downtown are finalized and Broadway Street (SR 426/CR 419) road improvements are 
underway.  The following tables show specific stormwater, water and wastewater 
improvements relevant to the CRA called for in the respective master plans.  

TABLE 1                     Stormwater Project Costs in CRA 

Project Name Estimated Cost
% in 
CRA Total Estimated Cost

Station Street $54,166 100% $54,166 
East Franklin Street Culvert $44,467 100% $44,467 
Sweetwater Creek Detailed Study $120,000 20% $24,000 
Division Street Culvert - Shady Lane $206,412 100% $206,412 
C.R. 419 & Stephen Lane $16,135 100% $16,135 
Railroad Street & C.R. 426 $133,530 100% $133,530 
Doctors Drive $63,629 100% $63,629 
East High Street $86,983 100% $86,983 
Stephen Ave & Rosa Ave $34,820 100% $34,820 
Jackon Street & Wilson Ave $38,685 100% $38,685 
Reed Ave & Washington Street $7,636 100% $7,636

Total $710,463 

Source: Stormwater Master Plan, City of Oviedo, FL. Page 5-7 
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Findings of Necessity

Basile Baumann Prost Cole & Associates, Inc. (BBPC), as consultant to the City of 
Oviedo in creating a redevelopment plan, set out to locate and document “findings of 
necessity” and establish the boundary of a recommended Community Redevelopment 
Area (CRA).  The findings of necessity identify specific areas with a concentration of 
slum and blight conditions and undeveloped/open land where the City of Oviedo can 
implement a redevelopment plan. The findings of necessity work was conducted in two 
phases, one phase for properties within the City of Oviedo and a separate report 
evaluating the inclusion of Seminole County land in the CRA. These reports have been 
combined in this section of the Community Redevelopment Plan. This section also 
includes an extensive evaluation of the appropriateness of including vacant land in the 
CRA.

I.  Recitation of Statutes and Criteria for Findings of Necessity 

BBPC followed procedures set forth in Chapter 163 Florida Statutes in determining 
findings of necessity in the City of Oviedo.  Findings of necessity, the establishment of a 
CRA, and the preparation of a redevelopment plan must follow the procedure and meet 
the criteria set forth in “Statute 163.355 – Finding of necessity by county or 
municipality”.  The statute states that “No county or municipality shall exercise the 
community redevelopment authority conferred by this part until after the governing body 
has adopted a resolution, supported by data and analysis, which makes a legislative 
finding that the conditions in the area meet the criteria described in s.163.340(7) or (8).”

The criteria described in s.163.340(7) and (8) are definitions of slum and blight, followed 
by conditions that, if identified and located in a city or municipality, determine findings 
of necessity and give a city or municipality the ability to enact a redevelopment plan.  
Florida Statute 163.360(8) provides additional criteria for findings of necessity for the 
establishment of a CRA, allowing the inclusion of undeveloped/open land under defined 
conditions.

BBPC reviewed all slum and blight conditions, and conditions for the acquisition of 
undeveloped/open land stated in s.163.340 (7) and (8), and s.163.360(8), respectively.  
Due to the characteristics particular to different cities and municipalities, not all 
conditions of slum and blight and conditions for the acquisition of undeveloped/open land 
exist or are viable methods in determining findings of necessity in the City of Oviedo.   
Therefore, BBPC separated the characteristics of findings of necessity into three 
categories:  1) Conditions used to determine findings of necessity, 2) Conditions that may 
potentially be used to determine findings of necessity, and 3) Conditions not relevant or 
inconclusive in determining findings of necessity. 

Conditions used to determine findings of necessity were identified by BBPC and used to 
determine findings of necessity and establish the recommended CRA.  These conditions – 
eleven (11) in all – are listed in Table 3 of this report, documenting where findings of 
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necessity were found. Conditions that may potentially be used to determine findings of 
necessity are those conditions that may or may not be used to further support the 
recommended CRA.  These conditions were not used at this time to establish the current 
recommended CRA boundary and require further analysis.  Lastly, Conditions not 
relevant or inconclusive in determining findings of necessity are those conditions that 
were reviewed by BBPC that did not assist in determining findings of necessity and are 
not anticipated to support the CRA boundaries in the future. 

A list of the three categories of conditions of slum and blight, based on s.163.340(7) and 
(8), and s.163.360(8) is provided below:

1.  Conditions used to determine findings of necessity: 
163.340(7) Slum Area Conditions: 

c) The existence of conditions that endanger life or property by fire or other 
causes.

163.340(8) Blight Area Conditions: 
a) Predominance of defective street layout, parking facilities, roadways, 
bridges, or public transportation facilities; 
c) Faulty lot layout in relation to size, adequacy, accessibility, or usefulness; 
d) Unsanitary or unsafe conditions; 
e) Deterioration of site or other improvements; 
f) Inadequate and outdated building density patterns; 
i) Residential and commercial vacancy rates higher in the area than in the 
remainder of the county or municipality; 
l) A greater number of violations of the Florida Building Code in the area than 
the number of violations recorded in the remainder of the county or 
municipality.

163.360(8) Conditions in which open land may be acquired: 
      Residential Purposes: 

A-4*: The acquisition of the area for residential uses is an integral part of 
and is essential to the program of the county or municipality. 

Non-Residential Purposes: 
B-1*:  Such nonresidential uses are necessary and appropriate to facilitate 
the proper growth and development of the community in accordance with 
sound planning standards and local community objectives. 
B-2: e) Deterioration of Site; f) Economic Disuse 

 * A-4 and B-1 were analyzed together interchangeably.  The acquisition of land as an integral part to a 
redevelopment program and land acquisition to facilitate the proper growth and development of the 
community were viewed as shared goals and objectives.       

2.  Conditions that may potentially be used to determine findings of necessity: 
163.340(8) Blight Area Conditions: 
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b) Aggregate assessed values of real property in the area for ad valorem tax 
purposes have failed to show any appreciable increase over the 5 years prior 
to the finding of such conditions; 
g) Falling lease rates per square foot of office, commercial, or industrial space 
compared to the remainder of the county or municipality; 
h) Tax or special assessment delinquency exceeding the fair value of the land; 
m) Diversity of ownership or defective or unusual conditions of title which 
prevent the free alienability of land within the deteriorated or hazardous area 

163.360(8) Conditions in which open land may be acquired: 
      Residential Purposes: 

A-2:  That the need for housing accommodations has increased in the area. 
A-1: That a shortage of housing of sound standards and design which is 
decent, safe, affordable to residents of low or moderate income, including 
the elderly, and sanitary exists in the county or municipality. 

Non-Residential Purposes: 
B-2:  a) Defective, or unusual conditions of, title or diversity of ownership 
which prevents the free alienability of such land; b) Tax delinquency; i)
Any combination of such factors or other conditions which retard 
development of the area; h) Lack of correlation of the area with other 
areas of a county or municipality by streets and modern traffic 
requirements. d) outmoded street patterns; g) Unsuitable topography or 
faulty lot layouts; 

3.  Conditions not relevant or inconclusive in determining findings of necessity: 
163.340(7) Slum Area Conditions: 

a) Inadequate provision for ventilation, light, air, sanitation or open spaces; 
b) High density of population, compared to the population density of adjacent 
areas within the county or municipality, and overcrowding, as indicated by 
government maintained statistics or other studies and the requirements of the 
Florida Building Code. 

163.340(8) Blight Area Conditions: 
j) Incidence of crime in the area higher than in the remainder of the county or 
municipality;
k) Fire and emergency medical service calls to the area proportionately higher 
than the number of violations recorded in the remainder of the county or 
municipality;
n) Governmentally owned property with adverse environmental conditions 
caused by a public or private entity. 

163.360(8) Conditions in which open land may be acquired: 
      Residential Purposes: 

A-3:  That the conditions of blight in the area or the shortage of decent, 
safe, affordable, and sanitary housing cause or contribute to an increase in 
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and spread of disease and crime or constitute a menace to the public 
health, safety, morals, or welfare.  

It is important to note that Florida Statute 163.340(7) states the definition and conditions 
of “slum”, while Florida Statute 163.340(7) states the definition and conditions of 
“blight”.  One or more conditions of slum must be present for an area to be defined as 
“slum”, while two or more conditions of blight must be present for an area to be defined 
as “blighted”.  In establishing the recommended CRA, BBPC did not make the 
distinction between slum and blight, as both classifications qualify an area to be included 
in a CRA and subsequently be included in a city or municipality redevelopment plan. 

II. Methodologies Employed to Apply Criteria – 

BBPC used various methodologies to determine findings of necessity. These 
methodologies were used to identify where slum and blight conditions exist in the City of 
Oviedo, based on the conditions described in the preceding section.  BBPC’s 
methodologies consisted of a survey of physical conditions, interviews and discussions 
with City of Oviedo personnel and research/review of applicable data provided by the 
City.

The survey of physical conditions was conducted by a BBPC team to identify physical 
conditions of slum and blight.  BBPC focused on the following conditions during the 
survey: deterioration of site or other improvements, unsanitary or unsafe conditions, 
residential and commercial vacancy, and conditions that endanger life or property by fire 
or other causes.  In addition, notes were taken concerning areas with defective street 
layout and roadways, presumed building code violations, faulty lot layouts, and 
inadequate and outdated building density patterns, as well as the location of 
undeveloped/open lands.  Over a three day period, BBP employees documented specific 
properties and acreages meeting conditions for findings of necessity, with photographs 
being taken to the greatest extent possible. In a few cases, no proper access existed that 
would allow for a proper assessment of a property.   

BBPC conducted interviews and discussions with key City of Oviedo and Seminole 
County officials involved in planning, development and administration.  These interviews 
and discussions both supported conclusions derived from the survey of physical blight, as 
well as add additional areas to the CRA.  Interviews and discussions were conducted with 
Gerald Seeber, City Manager; Bryan Cobb, Development Services Director; Shawn 
O’Rourke, Code Enforcement Manager; Wayne Gamble, Engineering Technician III; 
Lars White, Fire Chief; Liz Sulken, Crime Analyst; and Janet Rufus, Seminole County 
Tax Department. The interviews and discussions informed and guided BBPC as to the 
locations and concentrations of Florida Building Code violations; faulty lot layouts, and 
inadequate and outdated building density patterns, as well as locate vacant / open 
properties inaccessible during the survey of physical conditions.  Interviews and 
discussion also enabled BBPC to conclude that the relative even-distribution of police, 
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fire and medial emergency calls, and the condition of water and sanitation infrastructure 
in the City of Oviedo are inconclusive in determining findings of necessity.   

Lastly, data was made available to BBPC to assist in determining findings of necessity.  
Data was either directly related to conclusions reached during interviews and discussions 
or wholly separate information that requires further analysis that may potentially be used 
to determine findings of necessity. Data provided to BBPC included a crime analysis 
showing incidences of crime in neighborhoods and a list of City of Oviedo property 
assessments.  

III. Study Area and Subareas

BBPC examined and surveyed a defined study area set by the City of Oviedo.  The study 
area encapsulated the properties and acreage where BBPC searched for findings of 
necessity.  This area is bordered by the properties along Allendale Avenue, Geneva Drive 
and Magnolia Street to the North; Boston Cemetery Road, Alexandria Boulevard and 
East Mitchell Hammock Road to the South; the properties along Wilson Avenue, Round 
Lake Estates, Academy Avenue, the Division Street Extension, and the Washington 
Heights and Lone Pines neighborhoods to the East; and Lake Jessup Avenue to the West.  
The boundaries are shown in Figure 3 below. 
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The study area was divided into 37 subareas. These subareas were determined by the 
Development Services Department of the City of Oviedo for the purposes of organization 
and the need to define areas, rather than individual parcels, as part of the redevelopment 
area. The recommended CRA, to be discussed, is based upon BBPC’s search for findings 
of necessity at all 37 subareas and the Washington Heights and Lone Pines neighborhood.

IV. Inclusion of Undeveloped Lands

The City of Oviedo and BBPC in this section provide the case for the right for the City to 
include undeveloped lands in its CRA, and the necessity to include such lands in the CRA 
for the most successful and beneficial community redevelopment programming.  The 
merits for inclusion of undeveloped lands in the City of Oviedo CRA are supported and 
defended by Florida Statutes and the benefits and future redevelopment goals.  Additional 
information is provided on the public-private development Oviedo on the Park – the new 
downtown area to be developed on undeveloped land and is recommended for inclusion 
into the CRA.  Florida Statute reviews and recitations are provided to support the 
defense, by State Law, of inclusion of undeveloped land in the City of Oviedo CRA.  
Benefits and future redevelopment goals for inclusion of undeveloped land in the CRA is 
provided at the request of Seminole County.   

The City of Oviedo’s merits for inclusion of undeveloped lands in the CRA is listed 
below, proceeded by summary and analysis of each listed issue and category. 

Florida Statutes 

The inclusion of undeveloped lands into the City of Oviedo CRA is supported by 1) the 
prevention of the spread of slum and blight with a working program, as defined by 
Florida Statutes 163.340 (9) & s.163.350; 2) the directive to provide maximum 
opportunity for private development in a CRA in s.163.345; and 3) the by-right to include 
open land to be acquired per the criteria set forth in s.163.360(8), absent criteria set forth 
in  s.163.340(9), s.163.350, and s.163.345.  In total, there are five justifications in three 
categories for inclusion of undeveloped land into the City of Oviedo CRA. 

1. Prevention of the Spread of Slum & Blight 

Per Florida Statute 163.340(9), “Community redevelopment” or “redevelopment” means 
undertakings, activities, or projects of a county, municipality, or community 
redevelopment agency in a community redevelopment area for the elimination and 
prevention of the development or spread of slums and blight . . . in accordance with a 
community redevelopment plan and may include the preparation of such a plan. 

Community redevelopment activities may be undertaken by a City or County to best 
prevent the spread of slum and blight.  The intent of Florida Statute 163 Part III 
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Community Redevelopment is to include the lands that correspond to the definition of 
Florida State 163.340(9) “Community Redevelopment” into a “Community 
Redevelopment Area” as defined in 163.340(10). 

Areas in the CRA containing slum and blight outlined in this report are contiguous and/or 
in direct proximity to undeveloped lands, particularly in the case of the undeveloped 
lands to contain the new town center in the heart of the proposed CRA.  Adoption of the 
undeveloped lands into the CRA will enable the City to prevent the spread of slum and 
blight with new development onto the currently undeveloped lands.

2. Maximum Opportunity for Redevelopment by Private Enterprise  

Including undeveloped lands – and subsequently land to be developed by private 
enterprise – in the CRA is supported by the directive issued in Florida Statute 163.345.   

Encouragement of Private Enterprise – Any county or municipality, to the 
greatest extent it determines to be feasible in carrying out the provision of this 
part, shall afford maximum opportunity, consistent with the sound needs of the 
county or municipality as a whole, to the rehabilitation or redevelopment of the 
community redevelopment area by private enterprise.  Any county or municipality 
shall give consideration to the objective in exercising its powers under this part, 
including the formation of a workable program; the approval of community 
redevelopment plans, community wide plans or programs for community 
redevelopment.

The statute gives the directive to counties and municipalities to “afford maximum 
opportunity” to redevelop a CRA by private enterprise.  Including the planned private 
development of the new downtown development area Oviedo on the Park and future land 
development areas exercises the City’s power to include such activities in its workable 
program and provide maximum opportunity for community redevelopment.   

3. Undeveloped Lands are Integral to the CRA Workable Program 

Per Florida Statute 163.350: 

Workable Program:  Any county or municipality for the purposes of this part may 
formulate for the county or municipality a workable program for utilizing 
appropriate private and public resources to eliminate and prevent the 
development or spread of slum and urban blight. . . Such workable program may 
include provision for the prevention of the spread of blight into areas of the 
county or municipality which are free from blight through replanning, providing 
parks, playgrounds, and other public improvements. 

Part of what the City of Oviedo envisions as a workable program for the City’s CRA is a 
new development on the undeveloped lands in the heart of the CRA which, was first 
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proposed and outlined in the City of Oviedo Downtown Master Plan adopted in October, 
2002 and amended in July, 2003.  The new downtown development area Oviedo on the 
Park, is the City’s utilization of private resources to curb the spread of blight through 
new housing, job creation, public institutions and open space, and overall property 
improvements to be created.  It is widely held that such new development will hinder 
blight conditions and improve surrounding areas through renewed investment in the 
community by both commercial and residential property owners.

4.  By Rights for Including Undeveloped Lands in a CRA 

Thus far, BBPC and the City have established the lands to be considered for community 
redevelopment in accordance with Florida Statute 163.340(9), included those lands into a 
CRA in accordance with Florida Statute 163.340(10), in an attempt to offer maximum 
opportunity for the rehabilitation or redevelopment of the CRA by private enterprise in 
accordance with Florida Statute 163.345; so that a workable program may be formed to 
utilize public and private resources which eliminate and prevent the spread of slums and 
urban blight in accordance with Florida Statute 163.350.   

The culmination of the work done by BBPC and the City in accordance with Florida 
Statute 163.340, F.S. 163.345, and F.S. 163.350 is the Community Redevelopment Plan 
as identified in F.S. 163.360.  The inclusion of undeveloped lands into the City of Oviedo 
CRA is further supported by Florida Statute 163.360(8) criteria for open land to be 
acquired by the City.

What is provided below establishes that the undeveloped properties are applicable to F.S. 
163.360(8).  In order for these properties to meet the criteria of s.163.360, the properties 
must first be included in the Community Redevelopment Area, pursuant to s. 163.355. 

Per Florida Statutes:

163.360 (8):  If the community redevelopment area consists of an area of open 
land to be acquired by the county or the municipality, such area may not be so 
acquired unless:

a)  In the event the area is to be developed in whole or in part for residential uses, 
the governing body determines:

4) That the acquisition of the area for residential uses is an integral part of 
and is essential to the program of the county or municipality. 

b) In the event the area is to be developed in whole or in part for nonresidential 
uses, the governing body determines that: 
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a) Such nonresidential uses are necessary and appropriate to facilitate 
the proper growth and development of the community in accordance with 
sound planning standards and local community objectives. 

b) Acquisition may require the exercise of government action, as 
provided in this part, because of: 

f. Economic disuse 
g. Unsuitable topography or faulty lot layouts 
i. Any combination of such factors or other conditions which retard 
development in the area.  

a) In accordance with Florida Statute 
163.360(8)(a)(4), undeveloped 
land is essential to the 
redevelopment program.  The 
undeveloped land falls squarely 
within the center of the City of 
Oviedo and current and future 
redevelopment efforts, as depicted 
in the image to the right.                                                                                                           
The future redevelopment 
program of the City of Oviedo 
and the City of Oviedo 
Community Redevelopment 
Agency will be dependent upon 
the “anchor” and “epicenter” 
created by the new downtown 
development area Oviedo on the 
Park currently under 
development.  Oviedo on the Park 
is in the heart of the City of 
Oviedo on current undeveloped 
land, and served as the impetus behind the new Oviedo Boulevard (f.k.a. Division 
Street) extension and the transportation linkage between Mitchell Hammock Road 
and Broadway Street.

FIGURE 4       Vacant Land

b) In accordance with Florida Statute 163.360(8)(b)(2)(f), undeveloped land is 
necessary to facilitate the proper growth and development of the community.  As 
mentioned, undeveloped lands fall squarely within the center of the City of 
Oviedo and the recommended CRA boundary.  To include such lands in future 
redevelopment programming and will encourage “organic” development from the 
center of the City of Oviedo outward.  Encouraging the development of lands in 
the center of the City that have current economic disuse (to be discussed) will 
lessen suburban sprawl and create densification in the City’s core.  This 
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redevelopment goal is the very essence of modern community planning’s 
definition and interpretation of “proper development and growth of a 
community.”

c) In accordance with 
Florida Statute 

163.360(8)(b)(2)(g),
undeveloped lands in 
the City of Oviedo 
have unequivocal 
economic disuse and 

unsuitable
topography.  In the 
City of Oviedo, 
undeveloped land 
having economic 
disuse and unsuitable 
topography are 
inseparable.  As 
shown the image to 
the left, wetlands 
have been a major 
cause of undeveloped 
land in the City of 
Oviedo.  Wetlands 
have created 
economic disuse of 
centrally located real 
estate, retarding 
development and not 
serving a public 

benefit.  Economic disuse is a result of increased development costs due to the 
hardship created by such adverse environmental conditions.  It is the City’s intent 
to encourage private development on the uplands adjacent to the wetlands.    
Much of the wetlands have already been purchased by the City for preservation 
and mitigation for impacts caused by the construction of Oviedo Boulevard. 

FIGURE 5 

Benefits and Future Redevelopment Goals  

5. Benefits Realized by the City

The inclusion of undeveloped lands will allow for a greater amount of funds to be 
available for the Community Redevelopment Agency and subsequent programs and 
community improvements designed to eradicate slum and blight and enhance the quality 
of life of area residents.  Additionally, the inclusion of undeveloped lands in the CRA and 

- 21 - 



the Community Redevelopment Plan (CRP) will likely streamline land improvements and 
appreciate land values to be captured by the Community Redevelopment Agency.  

As shown in the previous image, a large contingent of undeveloped land is wetlands, 
including much City of Oviedo owned land. Any additional incentives to develop land 
that the current market deems not-developable due to environmental constraints would be 
a great benefit to the City of Oviedo and the Oviedo Community Redevelopment Agency. 

6. Future Redevelopment Goals & Objectives 

The redevelopment goals and objectives of the CRA are dependent upon the inclusion of 
the undeveloped lands.  The City of Oviedo’s official goals and objectives for 
development in the CRA are outlined in this Community Redevelopment Plan (CRP).  
Overall goals and objectives center on urban design concepts and urban planning and 
policy approaches that are dependent upon the inclusion of current undeveloped land. 

The goals and objectives of the CRA are founded on the principals first stated in the 
Downtown Master Plan adopted by the City of Oviedo in October, 2002 and amended in 
July, 2003.  The Downtown Master Plan not only covered the new downtown area now 
named Oviedo on the Park (identified in the Master Plan as Oviedo Place); it also 
included the old downtown and surrounding neighborhoods, commercial areas, parks and 
conservation areas.  

As stated in the Downtown Master Plan:  “The Synergy between Oviedo Place and the 
New Downtown and between the New Downtown and the Study Area (including the Old 
Downtown [and surrounding neighborhoods]), is expected to created a positive 
environment for private investment in high quality infill development and redevelopment 
projects within the study area.  Indeed, the public investment in the new downtown will, 
over time, likely have a tremendous catalytic effect in terms of revitalization of the City’s 
declining Old Downtown area.” 

Inclusion of undeveloped lands in the CRA will allow for the full “synergy” to create the 
catalytic effect in revitalizing the community and raising the overall quality of life for 
residents.

Goals and objectives include, but are not limited to: 

a) Promotion of pedestrian traffic with increased walkways and bike 
lanes.  Promotion of pedestrian traffic – including walkways and bike 
lanes, and increasing accessibility between the new downtown 
development area Oviedo on the Park and the downtown redevelopment 
area to the north – is an integral part of the future vision of the City of 
Oviedo and the CRA.  A boardwalk or greenbelt path has been discussed 
connecting the Cross Seminole Trail and Oviedo on the Park, this 
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boardwalk or greenbelt path would traverse through several pieces of what 
is currently undeveloped land along the wetland conservation areas 
between Old Downtown area and Oviedo on the Park.  The inclusion of 
undeveloped lands in the CRA will allow for the potential funding of 
walkways and bike lanes that will promote public health and enhance the 
quality of life for area residents.  A graphical representation of walkways 
and bike lanes is shown.

b) Increase accessibility between the new 
downtown development area Oviedo on 
the Park and the downtown 
redevelopment area to the north.  The 
promotion of pedestrian traffic and the 
greater network of walkways and bike 
lanes will improve accessibility between 
the new downtown development area 
Oviedo on the Park and the downtown 
redevelopment area to the north and 
inevitably reduce vehicular traffic; thus 
lowering vehicular emissions and 
provide easier accessibility to jobs in and 
around the city center to area residents 
without automobiles.  The new 
downtown development area Oviedo on 
the Park will be described in further 
detail in the proceeding sub-section of 
this document.   

c) Adopt smart growth planning 
concepts that focus on development in 
city core.  The adoption of smart growth 
planning concepts that focus on 
development in the city core and the 
promotion of mixed-use development is 
part of the foundation of future 
redevelopment planning efforts and 
require the inclusion of current vacant land.  As mentioned previously, 
undeveloped land falls squarely in the middle of the City of Oviedo and 
the City of Oviedo CRA.  Development within the city’s core – 
particularly in the case of mixed-use development – allows for the optimal 
use of community resources and land by using existing public utilities and 
fighting urban sprawl by creating residential and commercial nodes in 
proximity to one another.  To leave a large portion of the center of the City 
of Oviedo undeveloped or out of the major redevelopment effort is 
counterintuitive to the City’s foundation of the CRP.  In addition, new 
development and the increase in impervious surface will require the need 

     FIGURE 6 
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for comprehensive stormwater management planning, as stated in the 
Downtown Master Plan.  A portion of undeveloped lands are optimal 
locations for stormwater retention and treatment.       

d & e) (4) New mixed-use development in city core that promotes vitality and 
creates jobs for area residents; and (5) Accommodate target business 
sectors in future development in support of economic development 
initiatives and endeavors.  The CRP promotes mixed-use development 
and the accommodation of target business clusters.  These two goals and 
objectives will serve the purpose of creating desirable development and 
spurring economic development.   Mixed-use development will create 
more jobs within the City of Oviedo and the CRA, and jobs within easy 
access to residents living in the CRA.  The new downtown development 
area Oviedo on the Park (see section below) is a testament to the City’s 
desire to have mixed-use projects that create vibrancy from a live, work 
and play environment.  The accommodation of target business sectors in 
future CRA mixed-use and commercial developments will bring about job 
growth by providing development opportunities for those business sectors 
outlined in the Target Cluster Analysis in the City of Oviedo Strategic 
Economic Development Plan.  Attracting the target business sectors of 
finance & insurance and professional, scientific & technical services, 
based on BBPC research, will provide the greatest return to the City of 
Oviedo in the form of job creation and high paying and highly skilled jobs.
These business sectors will be attracted to the City of Oviedo based on the 
area-wide clustering of like-businesses and skilled employees.   

7. Conclusion: Undeveloped Lands 

The inclusion of undeveloped lands in the City of Oviedo CRA is fully supported by 
Florida Statutes and the benefits to the community and future redevelopment goals and 
objectives.

Florida Statutes support a total of five justifications in three categories for the inclusion 
of undeveloped lands in the City of Oviedo CRA.  In review, they are: 1) necessary to 
prevent the spread of slum and blight; 2) necessary to maximize opportunity for 
redevelopment in the CRA; and 3) by law right due to undeveloped land in the CRA 
being: a) essential to the redevelopment program, b) necessary to facilitate proper growth,  
and c) characterized by economic disuse and unsuitable topography.   

The City and its residents wish to have the most successful and effective community 
redevelopment plan that can be supported by a CRA; this desire is dependent upon a 
CRA boundary that encapsulates the heart of the City and the immediate abutting slum 
and blight properties and areas. Inclusion of undeveloped lands will provide realized 
benefits to the community; meet redevelopment future goals and objectives, including 
smart growth planning and economic development; and assist in both public and private 
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development endeavors in the new downtown area Oviedo on the Park.  Without 
undeveloped lands, a large “piece of the puzzle” would be missing from the City of 
Oviedo CRA.

V. Washington Heights and Lone Pines Neighborhoods 

BBPC recommends the inclusion of the Washington Heights and Lone Pines 
neighborhoods lands into the City of Oviedo CRA based on its analysis of Florida 
Statutes Chapter 163 definitions of findings of necessity.  The recommendation is based 
on documented findings of necessity, as defined in Chapter 163, Florida Statutes.  Part of 
the Washington Heights and Lone Pines neighborhoods recommended for inclusion into 
the City of Oviedo CRA falls under the jurisdiction of Seminole County and are bordered 
by Geneva Drive to the north, 6th Avenue to the east, Wilson Avenue to the West, and the 
Denise Street and Pineview Drive block to the south.

Florida Statutes Used to Determine Findings of Necessity in Washington Heights 

BBP followed procedures set forth in Chapter 163, Florida Statutes in determining 
findings of necessity in the Washington Heights neighborhood.  If finding of necessity, as 
defined in Florida Statutes, is determined to be in a neighborhood then it would constitute 
the right to be considered for inclusion into a CRA.  In its review, BBPC focused on slum 
and blight conditions s.163.340(7.c) and s.163.340 (8.e).  These two (2) definitions of 
slum and blight were used due to the apparent evidence observed by BBPC during its 
physical survey of parcels located in the Washington Heights neighborhood.   

Florida Statutes 163.340(7.c) and s.163.340(8.e) are defined as:

1.  Conditions used to determine findings of necessity: 
163.340(7) Slum Area Conditions: 
c) The existence of conditions that endanger life or property by fire or other 
causes.

2. 163.340(8) Blight Area Conditions:                  
e) Deterioration of site or other improvements; 

Methodologies Employed to Apply Criteria

The survey of physical conditions was conducted by BBPC to identify properties that 
would qualify the surrounding neighborhood as having findings of necessity, or 
conditions of slum and blight.  As mentioned, the physical conditions that meet the 
definition of findings of necessity are either 1) endanger life or property by fire or other 
causes or 2) have deterioration of site or other improvements.  Due to the general 
conclusion that most, if not all, properties within the Washington Heights and Lone Pines 
neighborhoods that endanger life or property by fire or other causes have, to a degree, 
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deterioration of site and other improvements, BBPC documented properties with 
deterioration of site or other improvements.  Properties that endanger life or property by 
fire or other causes can be further determined by the appropriate professionals with the 
information provided by BBPC in this findings of necessity report.   

The physical survey was conducted by BBPC by driving and walking through the 
Washington Heights neighborhood block-by-block.  Each parcel of property with 
improvements was reviewed by BBP to determine noticeable signs of deterioration of site 
and other improvements.  Properties meeting conditions for findings of necessity were 
photographed to the greatest extent possible. Figure 8 shows the location of these 
properties with their assigned photograph numbers.  In a few cases, due to respect for 
residents being outside of their residence at the time of the physical survey, pictures were 
not taken of properties with physical deterioration.  These properties are marked with an 
asterisk (*) on the above mentioned map.       

VI.  Documented Conditions and Recommended CRA 

BBPC, with assistance from the City of Oviedo, has established a recommended CRA for 
the City of Oviedo based on the criteria set forth by the State of Florida.  The 
recommended CRA, as stated earlier in the report, will encompass the land area and 
properties to be part of the Redevelopment Plan.  In total, 24 of 37 subareas in the study 
area contain findings of necessity to be included in the CRA.  These 25 subareas are 
either entirely or partially included in the CRA.   

Areas included in the CRA were determined based on concentrations of findings of 
necessity based on the criteria set forth in Florida Statutes 163.340(7), 163.340(8) & 
163.360(8).  BBPC gave special consideration to contiguous land areas with findings of 
necessity when creating the recommended CRA.  Portions of the study area with 
concentrations of findings of necessity were excluded from the CRA based on BBPC’s 
and the City’s desire to have one contiguous land area as part of the CRA.

In summary, the CRA consists of all or part of the following subareas: 

1, 2, 7*, 8, 11*, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20*, 21, 23, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31*, 35, 36, 
37
* denotes subareas with properties and acreage not included in the CRA.  

Figure 7 and Table 3 show a break-out of findings of necessity by subarea. Figure 8
documents individual properties demonstrating characteristics of slum and/or blight. The 
numbers on this map correspond to the pictures on pages 29-38. Beginning on page 39 
Figure 9 and an additional set of pictures documents conditions in subarea 37, the 
Washington Heights and Lone Pines neighborhoods.
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Findings of Necessity, by Subarea

Subarea CRA #1 #2 #3 #4 #5 #6 #7 #8 #9 #10 #11
1 CRA
2 CRA
3
4
5
6
7 CRA
8 CRA
9

10
11 CRA
12 CRA
13 CRA
14 CRA
15 CRA
16 CRA
17 CRA
18 CRA
19 CRA
20 CRA
21 CRA
22
23 CRA
24
25 CRA
26
27 CRA
28 CRA
29 CRA
30 CRA
31 CRA
32
33
34
35 CRA
36 CRA
37 CRA

Findings of Necessity Conditions:
Slum (1 factor required )
#1:  The existence of conditions that endanger life or property by fire or other causes

Blight (2 or more factors required)
#2:  Predominance of defective street layout, parking facilities, or roadways.
#3:  Faulty lot layout in relation to size, adequacy, accessibility, or usefullness
#4:  Unsanitary or unsafe conditions
#5:  Deterioration of site or other improvements
#6:  Inadequate and outdated building density patterns
#7:  Residential and commercial vacancy rates higher than in the remainder of the City.
#8:  A greater number of violations of the Florida Building Code in the area.

Undeveloped / Open Land (At least one factor)
#9: Essential to City Redevelopment Program
#10: Deterioration of Site
#11: Economic Disuse

Slum & Blight Conditions
Undeveloped / 

Open Land

TABLE 3
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FIGURE 8 

Corresponding photographs can be found on the following pages
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Redevelopment Plan Objectives

This Redevelopment Plan has been prepared after reviewing the Oviedo Comprehensive 
Plan, Stormwater Master Plan, Water and Wastewater Master Plan, Parks and Pedestrian 
System Master Plan and current zoning districts throughout the CRA. This Plan does not 
call for any sweeping changes to any of the mentioned plans and is consistent with the 
goals of the Comprehensive Plan, which states “[T]he City adopts this plan update in 
order to protect and maintain its natural resources, to preserve its community character, 
and to direct growth and development to those areas best suited for various land uses.” 

The overarching goal of this redevelopment plan and the redevelopment efforts of the 
CRA is to provide a greater quality of life for all Oviedo residents, but most specifically 
the residents of the CRA. This plan proposes achieving this goal by: 

Providing for the improvement of housing stock and residential neighborhoods 

Conducting projects that stimulate non-residential redevelopment such as 
Broadway Street (SR 426/CR 419) road improvements, streetscape 
improvements, downtown planning and the creation of a master stormwater 
system. 

Providing public amenities such as a public library, improved public spaces and 
greenways

It is important to note that approximately 50 percent of the CRA is composed of 
residential uses. It is therefore important to include measures for residential rehabilitation 
and neighborhood improvement in all phases of redevelopment efforts. It is also 
important to attempt to include all property groups in redevelopment efforts.  

However, participation by all property groups will not always be possible and this 
objective should not supersede the primary objective of the CRA, to efficiently allocate 
CRA resources for the stimulation of appropriate redevelopment.
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Redevelopment Issues

1. Need for Public Amenities in the Oviedo Core

Commercial properties near the center of Oviedo have suffered because of large retail 
developments outside the Oviedo CRA. As in many downtowns across the Country, 
competing with big box development is difficult and is best done by capitalizing on 
unique public amenities and developing a unique shopping experience. In Oviedo these 
amenities can be in both the new and old downtowns. Public amenities can include 
sufficient parking, public space and public transportation.  

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Deterioration of site or 
other improvements and vacancy rates higher in the area. 

2. Deteriorating Residential Properties 

Residential properties in the CRA, and particularly in the Avenue B and Reed Avenue 
Neighborhoods, present unsightly and potentially unsafe conditions. This directly affects 
the quality of life, property values and commitment to reinvest in these neighborhoods. 
Additional disinvestment will cause further deterioration and ultimately the loss of this 
housing stock and these neighborhoods. Appropriate reinvestment will result in the 
maintenance and restoration of important affordable housing in the City of Oviedo. 

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Deterioration of site or 
other improvements and unsanitary or unsafe conditions. 

3. Current lack of infrastructure in Residential Neighborhoods 

Residential neighborhoods throughout the CRA lack basic infrastructure such as well 
maintained roadways, sidewalks, street lighting and other street improvements. Not all of 
these improvements are necessary in every neighborhood. However, every residential 
neighborhood included in the CRA would benefit from some public improvements. 
Additionally, many neighborhoods in the CRA are not connected to public sewer either 
because of a lack of public infrastructure and/or an unwillingness to pay connection fees 
and labor costs to connect to the system. 

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Predominance of defective 
street layout, parking facilities, roadways, bridges, or public transportation facilities and 
unsanitary or unsafe conditions. 
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4. Lack of Sufficient Businesses Downtown to Create a Draw 

The Old Downtown does not currently have a sufficient number of businesses to draw 
people into downtown and the current road and sidewalk network does not promote a 
pedestrian oriented shopping experience. For these reasons, the Old Downtown cannot 
compete with newer, typically-suburban shopping. The City of Oviedo Downtown 
Master Plan recommends the Old Downtown should include a mix of retail, restaurant, 
residential, recreational and cultural uses and should “contain a regionally significant 
destination as an anchor.” Further, the plan recommends “the scale of activity should be 
geared primarily to the community’s primary market area (residents within 5 miles), with 
the occasional regional event.” 

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Deterioration of site or 
other improvements and possible higher vacancy rates.  

5. Downtown Street System 

The current downtown street system with its numerous irregular intersections and lack of 
discernable grid pattern does not promote appropriate commercial development. The 
planned widening of Broadway Street (SR 426/CR 419) will further upset the 
functionality of downtown in the short-term, but will also provide a great opportunity to 
upgrade the downtown street system.  

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Predominance of defective 
street layout, parking facilities, roadways, bridges or public transportation facilities. This 
issue also addresses deterioration of site or other improvements downtown by providing 
necessary public investment to support private reinvestment.  

6. Stormwater 

The stormwater plan that will accommodate runoff from the New Downtown is a well-
designed solution that will accommodate future demand. However, this system will tie 
into the existing Old Downtown system and the wetland features and overall stormwater 
system in the Old Downtown must be reevaluated and, where necessary, upgraded to 
provide a consistent level of quality throughout the total stormwater system. By 
developing a master stormwater system and implementing the improvements 
recommended in the Stormwater Master Plan then the redevelopment of the Old 
Downtown becomes much more feasible because stormwater can be handled off-site, 
allowing for higher, more appropriate densities required to address issues 1, 4, and 7. It is 
only with this public investment that the Old Downtown can create the critical mass of 
new businesses required to create a draw.
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This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Unsanitary or unsafe 
conditions, deterioration of site or other improvements, and potentially higher than 
average vacancy rates.

7. Deteriorating Properties Downtown 

As with residential areas in the CRA, commercial areas in the Old Downtown have some 
well-maintained and some deteriorating properties. Exterior improvements to any 
deteriorating commercial properties is essential for maintaining a viable commercial 
district. Some properties will ideally be replaced. However, a mechanism for stimulating 
the reinvestment in commercial properties in the CRA is important. Strategies will need 
to be able to address pecific issues, such as the possibility of small remnant properties 
caused by the SR 426 / CR 419 project.

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Deterioration of site or 
other improvements and potentially higher than average vacancy rates. 

8. Parking

Current parking arrangements in the Old Downtown will be insufficient for new 
commercial development. Adequate parking is essential for remaining competitive with 
suburban shopping. Other uses downtown, such as churches, will also require additional 
parking as they expand. Shared parking and structured parking are options.

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Predominance of defective 
street layouts, parking facilities, roadways, bridges, or public transportation facilities.

9. Pedestrian Friendly Downtown 

A pedestrian friendly downtown is necessary as a catalyst for new development and for 
the downtown to be competitive with other retail venues. The character of downtown 
must be developed to entice people to make the transition from highway business, auto-
oriented shopping to downtown, pedestrian-oriented shopping. Key design components 
include human-scaled architectural and streetscape elements, shade provided by building 
overhangs and trees, and an infill of new retail uses to afford people the option of 
conducting shopping on foot and to provide a more aesthetically pleasing experience.

This issue addresses the following findings of necessity items: Predominance or defective 
street layout, parking facilities, roadways, bridges, or public transportation facilities,
deterioration of site or other improvements and potentially higher than average vacancy 
rates.
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Redevelopment Program / Use of Funds

In order to most effectively distribute available funds and ensure an equitable distribution 
of funds, the following general distribution categories will guide the use of CRA funds. 
However, the amount of funding for the CRA is unknown at this time and is dependent 
upon the level of participation of the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners. 
In view of this uncertainty, budgeting becomes problematic.  

33% of CRA funds will be used for residential neighborhood improvement, which can 
include capital improvements, incentive programs, and land acquisition and 
public/private development. 

33% of CRA funds will be used for commercial neighborhood improvement, which 
can include capital improvements, incentive programs, and land acquisition and 
public/private development. 

25% of CRA funds will be used for community amenities 

9% of CRA funds will be used for administrative purposes

It is not necessary that the disbursement of funds in any given year must match the 
distribution above. However, a compelling argument must be made for deviating from 
this basic distribution formula and an effort will be made to realize this distribution over 
the life of the CRA. Each of the specific redevelopment strategies listed below has been 
tied to a specific redevelopment issue and distribution category.

Strategy 1 – Develop a Residential Improvement Grant Program 
Category: Residential Neighborhood Improvement
Addresses Redevelopment Issue 2 

A grant program will be developed to encourage improvements to both residential and 
commercial properties. There will be three types of grants available: 

1) 100% grant (no matching funds required) for residential properties only. This 
grant will be available for exterior improvements only, and will only be available 
for owner-occupied units where household income does not exceed an established 
threshold (e.g. 50% of area median income). The maximum award amount will be 
$5,000 with final approval resting with the CRA Board.  

The CRA Board will have the right to refuse an application or to approve an 
amount less than that requested. The award will be made as a line of credit against 
which the property owner can charge project costs. Funds will not be released 
directly to property owners.

2) 50% matching grant for residential properties only. This grant will require the 
property owner to match CRA money, dollar for dollar and there will be no 
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income restrictions for this grant. Additionally, this grant will be available for 
both exterior and interior improvements to residential structures. Interior 
improvements will be limited to structural improvements, fixing unsafe or 
unhealthy conditions (such as unsafe wiring, leaky plumbing, or unhealthy HVAC 
systems), painting, and replacing worn or damaged wall to wall carpet, hardwood, 
or other permanent floor material.  The maximum grant amount will be $10,000.   

A Grant Program document outlining allowable uses, administration of the program, and 
procedures for disbursement of funds will be assembled. The CRA Board needs to adopt 
the Grant Program document as a program separate from the Redevelopment Plan.  

Implementation: Funding for the Grant program will be established annually on or 
before September 30 as part of the CRA’s annual budget.

Strategy 2 – Develop a Commercial Improvement Grant Program 
Category: Commercial Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issue 7 

This will be a 25% matching grant for commercial properties. This grant will require the 
property owner to provide 75% of funding for the project and will be limited to façade 
improvements and possibly other exterior improvements to the commercial structure. The 
maximum award amount will be $5,000.  

A Grant Program document outlining allowable uses, administration of the program, and 
procedures for disbursement of funds will be assembled. The CRA Board needs to adopt 
the Grant Program document as a program separate from the Redevelopment Plan.  

Implementation: Funding for the Grant program will be established annually on or 
before September 30 as part of the CRA’s annual budget. 

Strategy 3 – Create a Redevelopment Loan Incentive Program 
Categories: Commercial Neighborhood Improvement and Residential 
Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 2 and 7 

The CRA will explore the merits of an improvement incentive program based on 
rehabilitation projects funded by debt. The incentive would be a percentage of debt 
incurred to complete a project and would be available for both residential and 
commercial projects in the CRA. Once an approved project is completed, the CRA would 
provide a percentage of the project costs funded by debt to the property owner in the form 
of a grant. This is a way of increasing the leverage of CRA funds and providing 
incentives for larger projects. Incentives would likely be in the 10 to 20 percent range and 
could accommodate projects of as little as $5,000 and as much as $100,000. 
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Implementation: The CRA will explore the feasibility of such a program within its first 
year. If the CRA board approves such a program, it will be funded annually with a 
budget established on or before September 30 as part of the CRA’s annual budget. 

Strategy 4 – Provide Funds for a New County Library in the New Downtown 
Category: Community Amenities
Addresses Redevelopment Issue 1 

The construction of a new Seminole County Library at Oviedo on the Park will be a key 
opportunity to draw people to the core of Oviedo and will compliment the other public 
amenities proposed within the Oviedo on the Park development and throughout the 
Oviedo CRA. Negotiations are currently underway with Broad Street Partners, 
developers of Oviedo on the Park, who have agreed that the Library is a project worth 
pursuing. However, public funds will be required to make the project financially feasible.  

Specifically, construction of the 40,000 square foot public library is currently estimated 
to cost approximately $9.5 million and an additional $2.7 million will be required for 
structured parking, bringing the total cost to the CRA of $12.2 million. As part of a 
previous tax assessment district analysis, BBPC evaluated the ability of the Oviedo on the 
Park development to generate enough tax increment financing revenue to support the 
Library project. BBPC determined that the Library project could be supported solely with 
additional revenue generated by Oviedo on the Park.

In addition to providing a key public amenity, this project also meets the needs of 
Seminole County, an important factor considering the County’s participation in the CRA.  

Implementation: The CRA will explore the use of CRA funds for this project as soon as 
possible.

Strategy 5 – Fund Road Improvements in the Old Downtown 
Category: Commercial Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 4 and 5 

The CRA will attempt to fund the overall improvement of street conditions in the Old 
Downtown, including local street realignment, SR 426 / CR 419 improvements, 
streetscape items and planning studies. It is envisioned that the CRA will primarily fund 
items not directly related to roadwork, such as streetscape items (lighting, seating, etc.) 
and preliminary costs such as planning and engineering studies for the Downtown area.

Implementation:  The CRA will explore the use of CRA funds for this project as soon as 
possible.
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Strategy 6 – Fund Sewer Connections for Low-Income Residents 
Category: Residential Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issue 3 

Providing public sewer to neighborhoods in the CRA is a redevelopment item that may 
be funded by CRA funds (see “fund additional residential neighborhood improvements” 
below). However, some households are not able to afford the connection fee, impact fee, 
or labor costs, or necessary costs associated with annexation required to connect to the 
public sewer system. The CRA will explore implementing a program to partially or 
completely offset these expenses for low income families in the CRA.  

Implementation: The feasibility of this program will be assessed during the first year of 
the CRA. If adopted, this program will be funded annually with a budget established on 
or before September 30. 

Strategy 7 – Explore Public/Private Redevelopment Projects
Category: Commercial Neighborhood Improvement and Residential Neighborhood 
Improvement
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 4, 7, 8, 9 

In addition to public improvements, it is possible for the City of Oviedo CRA to 
participate in public/private redevelopment projects where the CRA may use funds for 
land assemblage, specific public improvements, or other uses within their powers to 
stimulate the development of a specific project. Several opportunity sites and a market 
justification for their selection are presented elsewhere in this Plan.  

In all cases where a public/private partnership is used to stimulate development, the goal 
must always be the development of a specific, predetermined project to be completed in a 
timely fashion. 

Implementation: The CRA will continually explore possible Public/Private 
redevelopment options. Ongoing communication with landowners and developers is 
essential.

Strategy 8 – Fund Additional Community Amenities 
Category: Community Amenities 
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 1, 8, 9 

Additional community amenities that may be funded by the CRA include, but are not 
limited to: 

Public park improvements, such as improvements to Round Lake Park called for 
in the City of Oviedo Parks & Pedestrian System Master Plan 
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Public greenways including completion of the Cross Seminole Trail 
Pedestrian connections between Oviedo on the Park and the Old Downtown 
Bus shelters 
Public Transportation shuttle circulator between Oviedo on the Park and Old 
Downtown

Implementation: The CRA will periodically evaluate deserving community amenities 
projects

Strategy 9 – Fund Additional Residential Neighborhood Improvement 
Category: Residential Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 2, 3, 6 

Additional neighborhood improvements that may be funded include, but are not limited 
to:

Lighting
Street trees 
Streetscape improvements 
Public sewer system improvements 
Curbs and gutters 
Sidewalks
Stormwater management 
Potable Water system improvements 
Reuse Water system improvements 
Bus Shelters (School and Transit) 

Neighborhood improvements should be undertaken to meet minimum standards for 
infrastructure availability and appearance available in a typical Oviedo neighborhood 
outside the CRA.

Implementation: The CRA will periodically evaluate deserving residential neighborhood 
improvement projects 

Strategy 10 – Fund Additional Commercial Neighborhood Improvement 
Category: Commercial Neighborhood Improvement 
Addresses Redevelopment Issues 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 6 

Additional commercial neighborhood improvements that may be funded include, but are 
not limited to: 

Lighting
Street trees 
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Streetscape improvements 
Public sewer system improvements 
Curbs and gutters 
Sidewalks
Parking
Street networks 
Stormwater management 
Public Transportation 
Reuse Water system improvement 

Implementation: The CRA will periodically evaluate deserving residential neighborhood 
improvement projects 

The map on the following pages illustrates general areas where each of the development 
strategies listed above will likely be implemented. This map is not intended to provide 
specific locations for any development strategy, but rather to illustrate the general 
distribution of across the CRA.
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Conformity with Existing Plans

This plan does not directly propose any changes to the City’s current planning 
documents. Any changes that will occur will not be a direct result of this plan, but rather 
a result of subsequent planning efforts proposed in this plan.

This plan does provide opportunities for strategies identified by City planning documents 
to be implemented. Specifically, the following capital projects support strategies 
recommended by current planning documents: 

1) Connections for area wide hiking and bicycling trails are recommended in the 
Parks and Pedestrian System Master Plan 

2) Creating a master stormwater system for retention on an area-wide basis is 
consistent with the Stormwater Master Plan and the Downtown Master Plan 

3) Creating shared or structured parking facilities is recommended by the Downtown 
Master Plan 
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Neighborhood Impact / Housing

A significant amount of moderately priced housing exists in the Oviedo CRA. 
Additionally, this housing stock represents much of the affordable housing available in 
the entire City. Therefore, the preservation of existing affordable housing stock in the 
CRA is of the utmost importance. Residential neighborhood improvements suggested in 
this plan are intended to improve the housing stock without gentrifying affordable areas 
to the point of eliminating affordable housing. It is not anticipated that any project 
proposed in this plan will negatively impact the affordable housing scenario in Oviedo. 
However, any project that is funded in part or full by CRA funds (such as a public private 
partnership development) that may displace individuals living in affordable housing must 
replace lost affordable units either at the site of the project or provide for construction of 
new units elsewhere in the community.
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Time Certain for all Redevelopment Activities

All redevelopment activities, including repayment of financing, must be complete within 
30 years of plan adoption, the maximum amount of time provided by Florida Statute. 
However, the actual timeframe for completion of redevelopment activities is dependent 
on an agreement between the City of Oviedo and Seminole County.  
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Appendix – Legal Description

The boundary of the Community Redevelopment Area is as follows: 

Starting at the intersection of West Mitchell Hammock Road and the southwest 
portion of parcel 15-21-31-300-057E-0000 

Continuing north along the western portions of the following parcels in Section 15 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 057E-0000, 0570-0000, 0550-0000 

Continuing east along the northern portions of the following lots in Section 15 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 0550-0000, 0560-0000, 0580-0000, 
054A-0000, 054B-0000 

Continuing north along the centerline of Central Avenue (SR 434) 

At the intersection of Central Avenue (SR 434) & Railroad Street, continuing 
northeast through Section 10 Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300 Block 0950 

Continuing north along the center line of Lake Jessup Avenue 

Continuing east along the northern portions of the following lots in Section 10 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 503 Block 0000: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15 

Continuing north along the centerline of Central Avenue (SR 434) 

Continuing east along the northern portions of the following lots in Section 10 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 507 Block 0000 Lots: 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33 

Continuing east along the northern portions of the following Blocks in Section 10 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300 Blocks: 0400, 0410, 0420 & the 
following lots of Section 10 Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 510: 48, 17, 16 

Continuing south along the eastern portion of Section 10 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0420 

Continuing northeast along the centerline of Geneva Drive (CR 426) 

Continuing south on the centerline of Lloyd Drive 

Continuing north along the northern portion of Section 10 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0930 

- 56 - 



Continuing south along the eastern portion of Section 10 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0930 

Continuing east along the northern portions of the following Blocks in Section 11 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 0140, 019C, 0160, 016A, 0240, 0250 

Continuing north along the western portion of Section 11 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 012B. Continuing east along the northern portion of the 
same parcel 

Continuing north along the western portion of Lots in Section 11 Township 21 
Range 31 Subdivision 503 Block 0000: 0730, 0740, 0750, 0760, 0770, 0780, 
0790, 0800, 0810, 0820, 0830, 0840, 0850 

Continuing east along the northern portion of Section 11 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 503 Block 0000 Lot 0730 

Continuing north along the centerline of Reed Avenue 

Continuing east along the centerline of Washington Street 

Continuing south along the centerline of 6th Street 

Continuing south along the eastern portion of Section 11 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0410 

Continuing west along the southern portions of the following blocks in Section 11 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 0410, 0400, 0390 

Continuing west along the southern portions of the following lots in Section 11 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 507 Block 0000: 0010, 0410, 0400 

Continuing north along the centerline of Denise Street 

Continuing west along the northern portion of the following Lots in Section 11 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 515 Block 0000: 0010, 0020, 0030, 0040, 
0050, 0060, 0070, 0080, 0090 

Continuing west along the northern portion of Section 11 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0360 

Continuing south along the western portions of the following Blocks in Section 11 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 0360, 0370 
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Continuing west along the northern portion of Section 11 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0010 

Continuing south along the centerline of Reed Avenue 

Continuing west along the centerline of E Broadway Street (SR 426 / CR 419) 

Continuing south along the centerline of Academy Avenue  

Continuing west along the centerline of Boston Avenue 

Continuing south through Section 15 Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300 
Block 0010, then head east along the southern portion 

Continuing east along the centerline of Academy Place 

Continuing south along the centerline of Doctors Drive 

Continuing south along the western portion of the following Blocks in Section 15 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 300: 0020, 0040 

Continuing west along the southern portion of Section 15 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 300 Block 0040 & Section 15 Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 
501 Block 0000 Lots 0120, 0110, 0080 

Continuing south along the centerline of Oviedo Boulevard 

Continuing west along the centerline of Mitchell Hammock Road 

Continuing north along the eastern portion of the following Lots in Section 15 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 524 Block 0000: 0030, 0040 

Continuing west along the northern portion of Section 15 Township 21 Range 31 
Subdivision 524 Block 0000 Lot 0040, then continuing south along the western 
portion of aforementioned parcel 

Continuing west along the northern portion of the following Lots in Section 15 
Township 21 Range 31 Subdivision 524 Block 0000: 0020, 001B 

Continuing south along the centerline of S Central Avenue (SR 434) 

Continuing west along the center line of Mitchell Hammock Road 

Ending at the intersection of West Mitchell Hammock Road and the southwest 
portion of parcel 15-21-31-300-057E-0000 
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The following is a general legal description of the properties located within the 
Community Redevelopment Area for Oviedo, FL. 

Section 10, Township 21, Range 31

Subdivision 300 
o Blocks 6, 8, 10, 25C, 30, 30A, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 41, 41A, 

42A, 43, 43A, 44, 45, 45A, 46, 46A, 46B, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 53A, 
54, 54A, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 65A, 65B, 65C, 65D, 
66, 68, 69, 70, 73B, 75, 75A, 75B, 75C, 77, 77A, 79, 80, 81, 81A, 83, 
83A, 83B, 83C, 84, 85, 85A, 86, 86A, 86B, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 91A, 91B, 
92, 92A, 93, 93B, 94, 94C, 95, 95A 

Subdivision 503 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 4, 6, 11, 13, 16, 19, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 35, 36, 38, 38A, 

40, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 57, 59, 61, 62, 64, 65, 
66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73 

Subdivision 505 
o Block 0A00 
o Lots 1, 2 

o Block 0B00 
o Lots 1, 2, 2A, 3, 6, 7, 10, 10A, 12, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21 

Subdivision 505 
o Block 0C00 
o Lots 1, 7, 8, 10, 11, 11A, 13, 14, 15, 15A, 16 

Subdivision 506 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 

Subdivision 507 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 15, 16, 17, 19, 19A, 20, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 34, 35, 38, 39 

Subdivision 508 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 

Subdivision 509 
o Block 0000 
o Lots A, B, D, E, F, F1, G 
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Subdivision 510 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8A, 9, 11, 12, 12A, 13, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25, 26, 26A, 27, 

27A, 29, 29A, 33, 33A, 34, 34A, 35, 36, 36A, 37, 41, 42, 43, 45, 47 

Subdivision 511 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 9, A, B, C, D, E, 11, 13, 15, 17, 20, 22, 25, 27, 28, 29, 

31, 32, 35, 35, 39 

Subdivision 512 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 2A, 3, 3A, 3B, 4, 4A, 4B, 4C, 5, 12, 12A, 13, 13A, 13B, 13D, 

13E, 13F, 14 

Subdivision 513 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 21, 23, 27, 28, 29, 31, 33, 

35, 37 

Subdivision 514 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 11, 13, 19, 21, 24, 25, 27, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 36, 38, 41, 

43, 45, 47, 51, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 89, 60, 61, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 75, 77, 79 

Subdivision 515 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 4, 6, 7, 8, 11, 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 23, 25, 27, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 

40, 41, 42, 44, 47 

Subdivision 516 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 8B, 9 

Subdivision 519 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 20, 21 

Subdivision 523 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 

o Block 0100, 0200, 0300, 0400 

Subdivision 525 
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o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 

Subdivision 528 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 3 

o Block 0A00 

Section 11, Township 21, Range 31

Subdivision 300 
o Blocks 1, 1A, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12B, 14, 15, 16, 16A, 17, 18, 19, 19A, 19B, 19C, 

20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 24A, 24B, 24C, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 29A, 29B, 29C, 30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 41, 45A 

Subdivision 503 
o Block 0000 
o 1, 1A, 1B, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 13A, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 

22, 23, 24, 25A, 25B, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 37A, 39, 
40, 40A, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 49A, 49B, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 
56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 77, 79, 81, 83, 
84, 86, 87A, 87B 

Subdivision 504 
o Block 0A00 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 , 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 

22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44 

o Block 0B00 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 

o Block 0C00 
o Lots 1, 1A, 2, 2A, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 

o Block 0D00 
o Lots 1, 1A, 2, 5A, 7, 7A, 8 

o Block 0L00 

Subdivision 505
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 3, 6, 8, 11, 19, 20 

o Block 0L00 
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Subdivision 507 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 

22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 

Subdivision 508 
o Block 0100 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 

o Block 0200 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 

o Block 0300 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 

o Block 0400 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 

o Block 0500 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 

o Block 0600 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 

o Block 0700 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 

o Block 0800 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 

o Block 0900 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 

o Block 1000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 

o Block 1100 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 

o Block 0P00 

Subdivision 510 
o Block 0B00 
o Lots 13, 14 

o Block 0B0A 
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Subdivision 511 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 

Subdivision 514 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 

Section 14, Township 21, Range 31
Subdivision 300 

o Blocks 1B, 4 

Subdivision 501 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 16, 18, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28 

Subdivision 504 
o Block 0C00 

Subdivision 5MC 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 337, 338, 339 

Section 15, Township 21, Range 31

Subdivision 300 
o Blocks 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8A, 9, 10, 10A, 11, 11A, 11B, 11C, 11E, 12, 

12B, 13, 13A, 14, 15, 15A, 16, 17, 17A, 17B, 17C, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
23A, 24, 25, 26, 26A, 26B, 26D, 27, 27A, 28, 28A, 29, 29A, 30, 30A, 31, 
32, 33, 33A, 33B, 35, 52, 52A, 52B, 53, 54A, 54B, 55, 56, 57, 57A, 57B, 
57C, 57D, 57E, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 63A, 65, 66, 69, 69A, 69B, 69C, 
69D, 69E, 69F, 69G, 69H, 69J, 69K, 69L, 70, 74, 74A, 74B, 74C, 76, 
76B, 77A, 82A, 84, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91 

Subdivision 501 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 3A, 3B, 5, 5A, 6, 6A, 6B, 7, 8, 8A, 8B, 9, 9A, 9B, 9C, A, H, 

H1, H2, 12, 12A, 12B, 13, 14 

Subdivision 502 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 3 

Subdivision 504 
o Block 0000 

- 63 - 



o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 5A, 6, 7, 11, 15 

Subdivision 506 
o Block 0A00 
o Lot 1 

o Block 0B00 

o 0E00
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 11, 12, 15, 19 

o 0F00
o Lot 1 

Subdivision 511 
o Block 0A00 
o Lots 1, 2, 4, 5 

o Block 0B00 
o Lots 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 11 

o Block 0C00 
o Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11 

o Block 0D00 
o Lots 1, 7 

Subdivision 512 
o Block 0A00 
o Lots 1, 4, 6, 11 

o Block 0B00 
o Lots 1, 7, 11, 14, 17 

o Block 0C00 

o Lots 1, 4, 7, 11, 14, 17 

o Block 0D00 
o Lots 1 

Subdivision 513 
o Block 0A00 
o Lots 1, 5, 5A, 7 

o Block 0B00 
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o Lots 1, 3, 6, 8 

o Block 0C00 
o Lots 1, 3, 6, 8 

o Block 0D00 
o Lots 1, 6, 8 

Subdivision 515 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 5A, 6, 6A, 7, 8, 9, 10 

Subdivision 516 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 

Subdivision 517 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 

Subdivision 521 
o Block 0C00 

Subdivision 522 
o Block 0000 
o Lot 1 

Subdivision 523 
o Block A, B, C 

Subdivision 524 
o Block 0000 
o Lots 1B, 2, 3, 3A, 4, 4A, 4B 

Subdivision 525 
o Block 0A00 

Subdivision 526 
o Block 0000 
o Lots A, B, C, D 

Subdivision 5KU 
o Block 0000 
o Lot 33 

- 65 - 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Informational briefing. No action required.

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 status report of all budget amendments approved (under the administrative 
authority granted) for the five month period ended February 29, 2008. Project contingencies 
established under the authority of this code during this timeframe are also attached.

 Briefing 3/25/2008 Item # 42

 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2007/08 for the Five Months ended 
February 29, 2008

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



ATTACHMENTS:

1. DFS Report
2. 11500 Project Contigency Report
3. 11541 Project Contigency Report

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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Infrastructure Sales Tax (1991)
Project Contingency

Beginning Balance -         

BAR/BCR # Project # Project Name
BCR 08-16 00229201 I-4 Pedestrian Bridge Lighting 230,936

Ending Balance 230,936

Note: Reductions in Project Contingency equates to an increase in the
project budget.  Increases in Project Contingency equates to a transfer
of the remaining funds from a completed project.



Infrastructure Sale Tax (2001)
Project Contigency

Beginning Balance -           

BAR/BCR # Project # Project Name
BCR 08-10 00192588 Geneva Area Sidewalk 70,000
DFS 08-28 00205302 SR 434 (Montgomery to I-4) (10,000)

Ending Balance 60,000

Note: Reductions in Project Contingency equates to an increase in the
project budget.  Increases in Project Contingency equates to a transfer
of the remaining funds from a completed project.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of conceptual plan for the Heroes Memorial and authorization to proceed with final 
design.

BACKGROUND:

In July 2000, the Seminole County Sheriff's Office and Seminole County staff began working 
on developing plans for the Eugene Gregory Law Enforcement Memorial Park. In 2006, the 
potential site for the memorial and the concept changed to include Public Safety employees as 
well.  In 2007, the concept changed yet again to also include veterans.  

On May 22, 2007, the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) approved establishing a 501(c)3 
non-profit corporation.  The Seminole County Heroes Memorial Association, Inc. received 
incorporation from the State of Florida on August 1, 2007. Additionally, the BCC authorized 
Commissioner Van Der Weide to act as the liaison between County staff, Seminole County 
Heroes Memorial Association, Inc. and the BCC.

On December 11, 2007, PS-2685-07/DRS, Architectural and Engineering Services for 
Seminole County Fallen Heroes Memorial, was awarded to Herbert-Halback, Inc (HHI). On 
February 11, 2008, the "kick-off" meeting was conducted.  Attendees included members of the 
Sheriff's Office, Public Safety, Veteran's Services, Seminole County Heroes Memorial 
Association, Inc., and County staff.  

On March 10, 2008, the second meeting of this group occurred. Several different schemes 
were displayed and discussed.  The group recommended scheme "C', which is attached. 
Comm. Van Der Weide met with Sheriff Eslinger to discuss safety/security issues.  As a result 
of this meeting, scheme "C" will alter slightly.

At future meetings, decisions will be made regarding the type of materials utilized, types of 
monument dedications, lighting, landscaping, etc. When these decisions are finalized, a firm 
estimate on the total project cost will be available, which will allow a target goal for fund 
raising.

 

 Briefing 3/25/2008 Item # 43

 
SUBJECT: Heroes Memorial Update

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Support Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Meloney Lung EXT: 5256

County-wide Meloney Lung



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff is seeking approval of preliminary conceptual plan for the Heroes Memorial and 
authorization to proceed with design of final conceptual plans to be used in the fund raising
effort.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. New Site Plan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Deny the PUD Major Amendment, Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum # 3 to the 
ETOR PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Denial Development Order, for 6.75 + acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet 
west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd, based on staff findings (Robert Horian, applicant); or

2. Approve the PUD Major Amendment, Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum # 3 to the 
ETOR PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, and authorize the Chairman to execute the
aforementioned documents, for 6.75 + acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet 
west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd (Robert Horian, applicant); or

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The ETOR PUD (Planned Unit Development) was originally approved in 1994 as a multi-use 
Office, Retail and Multi-Family development. In 1994 Tract “C” was approved for 12.41 acres 
of Office.  At this time, the applicant, Robert Horian, is requesting to amend the approved uses 
of Tract “C” from Office to Multi-Family and increase the density within Tract ‘C”. 

Tract “C” is approved for 5.47 acres of Office, 3.00 acres of Neighborhood Commercial and 
3.94 acres of attached single-family residential.  The applicant is proposing to reduce the office 
uses allowed from the approved 5.47 acres to the existing-built 2.53 acres of office and allow 
for a seven story (six floors of residential on top of one floor of parking) 80 dwelling unit 
condominium development to be constructed on the remaining 2.94 acres. The proposed 
seven (7) story condominium will be located on the north side of S. Sun Drive and is labeled 
Tract C-2 on the Revised Final Master Plan.  

In 2004, Tract C-4 was approved for 39 individually platted townhomes at a net density of 
12.22 dwelling units per net buildable acre. The applicant is also requesting to change the 
3.94 acres approved for townhomes to condominiums and increase the number of approved
dwelling units from 39 to 108. This tract is on the south side of S. Sun Drive and is labeled 
Tract C-4 on the Revised Final Master Plan. 

The applicant’s request would increase the net density for Tract C-4 from 12.26 dwelling units 
per net buildable acre to 33.96 dwelling units per net buildable acre and change Tract C-2 
from office to residential condominiums, with a net density of 34.04 dwelling units per net 

 Public Hearing 3/25/2008 Item # 44

 
SUBJECT: ETOR PUD (Planned Unit Development) Major Amendment

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Austin Watkins



buildable acre.  

Section 30.451(d) of the Seminole County Land Development Code limits building height to 
35, unless otherwise approved by the Board of County Commissioners. The current PUD 
Agreement limits the maximum building height of residential development adjacent to Tract 
“F” (retention pond to the south) to two stories and all other residential development to 35’ and 
three stories.  The applicant is requesting to amend the maximum building height to 75’ (seven 
stories) for Tract C-2 and 45’ (four stories) for Tract C-4 (adjacent to Tract “F”).    

Additionally, the applicant is proposing to amend the setbacks for residential development per 
the table below: 

 

The applicant is proposing to provide the required 25% common open space for Tract C-2 
through the creation of a dogwalk and a residential rooftop amenity.  The common open space 
for Tract C-4 would include a club house, recreation area and pool with spa.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on February 6, 2008 and voted 5 to 0 to 
recommend denial of the requested PUD Major Amendment and Revised Final Master Plan, 
for 6.75 + acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood Lakes 
Blvd.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board deny the PUD Major Amendment, Revised Final Master Plan and 
Addendum # 3 to the ETOR PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, for 6.75 + acres, 
located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd, based on staff
findings.

Zoning Requirement Existing Zoning Proposed 
AmendmentTract C-2

Proposed 
AmendmentTract C-
4

Front Yard Setback 25 feet (C-2)

35 feet (C-4) 

25 feet 25 feet/one-story

45 feet/four-story  
Side Yard Setback 0 feet (C-2)

35 feet (C-4) 

10 feet 15 feet adjacent to 
retail or office 25 
feet adjacent to 
multi-family 

(Street) Side Yard 
Setback

25 feet (C-2)

35 feet (C-4) 

25 feet 25 feet/one-story

45 feet/four-story  
Rear Yard Setback 10 feet (C-2)

35 feet (C-4) 

10 feet 0 feet  



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff Analysis
2. Location Map
3. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
4. Surrounding Densities and Maximum Building Heights Map
5. Revised Final Master Plan
6. Denial Development Order
7. Addendum 3 to the DCA
8. Developer's Commitment Agreement
9. February PZ Minutes

10. School Impact Analysis

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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ETOR PUD Major Amendment

APPLICANT Robert Horian, Suncor Properties

PROPERTY OWNER Suncor Properties, Regal Point Park North and Rivera
Townhome Association

REQUEST
Major Amendment to the ETOR PUD to allow for an
increase in the maximum building height, modification of
internal setbacks, increased residential densities and
amending office to residential uses.

PROPERTY SIZE 6.75 ± acres
HEARING DATE (S) P&Z: February 6, 2008 BCC: March 25, 2008
PARCEL ID 18-20-30-520-0A00-0000; 18-20-30-521-0A00-0000

LOCATION S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood
Lakes Blvd

FUTURE LAND USE PD (Planned Development)
ZONING PUD (Planned Unit Development)
FILE NUMBER Z2006-78
COMMISSION DISTRICT #4 – Henley

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW:

ZONING REQUEST

DISTRICT
REGULATIONS

Existing Zoning
(PUD)

Proposed Zoning
(PUD)

Minimum Lot Size N/A N/A
Minimum House Size N/A N/A
Front Yard Setback 35 feet (C-4)

25 feet (C-2)
25 feet/one-story (C-4)
45 feet/four-story (C-4)
25 feet (C-2)

Side Yard Setback 35 feet (C-4)
0 feet (C-2)

15 feet adjacent to retail
or office (C-4)
25 feet adjacent to multi-
family (C-4)
10 feet (C-2)

(Street) Side Yard Setback 35 feet (C-4)
25 feet (C-2)

25 feet/one-story (C-4)
45 feet/four-story (C-4)
25 feet (C-2)

Rear Yard Setback 35 feet (C-4)
10 feet (C-2)

0 feet (C-4)
10 feet (C-2)

Maximum Building Height 35 feet (C-4)
35 feet (C-2)

45 feet/four-story (C-4)
75 feet/seven-story (C-2)
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PERMITTED & SPECIAL EXCEPTION USES

The following table depicts the permitted and special exception uses within the existing
and proposed zoning districts:

Zoning
District

Permitted
Uses

Special
Exception

PUD
(existing)

Tract C-4, individually-owned townhouses on fee-simple
lots.

Tract C-2, Dental and medical clinics, dental and
medical laboratories. General office buildings.
Insurance, real estate, architects, engineering,
attorneys, and other professional business services.
Accounting, auditing and bookkeeping services,
finance offices. Telephone business offices and
exchanges, post offices, public parks, public, private
and parochial schools, playgrounds, fire stations, and
administrative public buildings. Churches and
attendant educational buildings. Day care facilities,
kindergartens. Public and private elementary schools,
middle schools and high schools. Adult living facilities
and community residential homes (group homes and
foster care facilities) housing more than six (6)
permanent unrelated residents.

Tract C-2, Single-family dwelling unit in
connection with a permitted use provided
said use is occupied only by the owner or
operator of the business. When permitted,
the residence shall be either above the
office or attached to the rear; no detached
residence shall be permitted and no
residence shall occupy ground-floor
frontage. Accessory parking for
passenger vehicles when intended for a
permitted adjacent commercial use. A
parking lot operated as a commercial
enterprise shall not be permitted. Public
utility and service structures. Banks,
savings and loan and similar financial
institutions, and drive-in teller facilities,
when located on a roadway having a
right-of-way width of not less than eighty
(80) feet. Private vocational, business,
and professional schools which do not
have an industrial character. Location on
a roadway having a right-of-way width of
not less than eighty (80) feet shall be
required. Hospitals and nursing homes.
Location on a roadway having a right-of-
way width of not less than eighty (80) feet
shall be required. Nonresidential,
nonprofit clubs, lodges and fraternal
organizations when located on a roadway
having a right-of-way width of not less
than eighty (80) feet. Funeral homes
when located on a roadway having a
right-of-way width of not less than eighty
(80) feet. Communication towers.

PUD
(proposed)

Multiple-story apartments and their customary
accessory and personal service uses, apartment
dwellings having no commercial business connected
therewith, but may be equipped to serve meals to their
tenants, general office buildings, motels when located
on officially designed State or Federal highway and
public and private elementary schools.

Any special exception permitted in the R-4
zoning district. Public and private middle
and high schools, churches, water and
sewer treatment plants, adult living and
group homes, hospitals, sanitariums,
convalescents, groups homes,
communication towers and private
recreational facilities constructed as an
accessory use to civic, fraternal or social
organizations.
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COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES

The surrounding property within the ETOR PUD includes commercial (C-1 and CN
uses), multi-family and professional office uses. The property to the north and east of
the subject property is approved for commercial and professional office uses. South of
the subject properties are a retention pond (Tract F), single-family and multi-family
developments within the Greenwoods Lakes PUD and ETOR PUD. Tract E of the
ETOR PUD is located south of Tract C-2 and abuts Tract C-4 on the western property
boundary. Tract E is approved for multi-family residential and has a maximum building
height of 35’ and a net buildable density of 17.6 dwelling units per acre.

The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, Vision 2020 Policy FLU 2.11 provides a
methodology for determining compatibility in the Planned Unit Development (PUD)
Zoning Classification. The policy states that, “compatibility may be achieved by
application of development standards such as, but not limited to, lot size, setbacks,
buffering, landscaping, hours of operation, lighting and building heights.”

Staff has reviewed the request for compatibility with surrounding properties and has
identified density and building height as two major concerns that have resulted in our
recommendation of denial. Staff’s concerns are addressed in detail below and a map
depicting the approved building heights and densities for the surrounding area is
attached.

Density

Tract C-2 is 2.94 acres and is currently approved for office uses. The requested Major
Amendment would allow 80 condominium units in a seven story building. The proposed
net density for Tract C-2 is 34.04 dwelling units per net buildable acre and the
requested maximum building height is 75 feet. The maximum densities within a ½ mile
radius from the site range from 3.0 to 17.6 dwelling units per acre. Tract E, immediately
south of Tract C-2 across Sun Drive, contains a 3-story apartment complex with a net
density of 17.6 dwelling units per acre. The proposed Major Amendment represents an
increase in net density from 17.6 dwelling units per net acre on Tract E to 34.04
dwelling units per acre on Tract C-2, which is an almost 100% increase. At the same
time, the applicant is also requesting to reduce the required setback adjacent to Sun
Drive, across from Tract E, from 35’ to 25’, with a 10’ landscape buffer.

Tract C-4 is 3.94 acres and in 2004, it was approved for 39 individually platted
townhomes at a net density of 12.22 dwelling units per net buildable acre. The
requested Major Amendment is for 108 condominiums with a net density of 33.9
dwelling units per net buildable acre and a maximum building height of 45’. The
proposed amendment represents a nearly 100% increase from the established density
of 17.6 dwelling units per acre in Tract E, which is adjacent to Tract C-4 on the western
property line. At the same time, the applicant is also requesting to reduce the required
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setback adjacent to Tract E (west), from 35’ to 25’ and the setback adjacent to Tract F
(south) from 35’ to 0’.

Building Height

The area surrounding the subject property has a maximum building height of 35’ within
unincorporated Seminole County. The surrounding properties in the City of Lake Mary
have a maximum building height of 40’ to 55’6 “. The tallest building within a ½ mile
radius of the subject property is the Sandefur Professional Office Building, located at
740 North Sun Drive. The Sandefur building is approved for a maximum building height
of four stories, not to exceed 55 feet and 6 inches and was approved as a conditional
use by the City of Lake Mary.

The proposed Major Amendment is for a 75’ building on Tract C-2 and a 45’ building on
Tract C-4. The proposed 75’ constitutes an increase of 20’ and three stories above the
maximum building height approved for the Sandefur building. Additionally, the proposed
amendment would result in an increase in the maximum allowable building height from
35’ on Tract E to 75’ on Tract C-2. The increase in maximum allowable building height
for Tract C-2 versus Tract E represents over a 100% increase in maximum allowable
building height. It would also allow 45’, four story buildings adjacent to Tract F, with a 0’
setback. All development adjacent to Tract F is currently limited to a maximum of two
stories, with a 35’ setback.

The proposed setbacks are also not consistent with surrounding properties. The
Sandefur building has a setback of 80’ from Sun Drive and has a maximum building
height of 4-stories or 55 feet and 6 inches. Tract E of the ETOR PUD has a 45’ setback
from Sun Drive and has a maximum allowable building height of 35’.

Staff Conclusions

Staff has determined that the proposed increases in density and building height,
coupled with the proposed setback reductions, do not provide an appropriate transition
to adjacent properties and are not compatible with surrounding development patterns.
The proposal constitutes nearly a 100% increase in net density for both Tract C-2 and
C-4 versus any currently approved developments within a ½ mile radius of the site.
The proposed building heights are also not consistent with the surrounding one-story
retail developments to the north and east and three-story residential development to the
south and west.
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SITE ANALYSIS:

PUBLIC FACILITY IMPACTS

Transportation / Traffic:

The property proposes access on to Sun Drive, which is classified as a local road. Sun
Drive is currently operating at a level-of-service “A” and does not have improvements
programmed in the County 5-year Capital Improvement Program.

School Impacts:

The School Capacity Analysis is attached for reference.

Buffers and Sidewalks:

The applicant is providing a 10’ average buffer for the internal property lines and a 10’
buffer adjacent to Sun Drive. There is an existing 5-foot sidewalk on Sun Drive.

APPLICABLE POLICIES:

Fiscal Impact Analysis

This project does not warrant the running of the County Fiscal Impact Analysis Model.

Special Districts

The site is not located within any special or restrictive overlay districts.

Comprehensive Plan (Vision 2020)

The County’s Comprehensive Plan is designed to preserve and enhance the public health,
safety and welfare through the management of growth, provision of adequate public
services and the protection of natural resources.

The proposed project is consistent with the following list of policies (there may be other
provisions of the Comprehensive Plan that apply that are not included in this list):

Policy FLU 2.11: Determination of Compatibility in the PUD Zoning Classification
Policy FLU 5.2: Mixed Commercial/Residential Use Development
Policy FLU 12.4: Relationship of Land Use to Zoning Classifications
Policy FLU 12.5: Evaluation Criteria of Property Rights Assertions
Policy POT 4.5: Extension of Service to New Development
Policy SAN 4.4: Extension of Service to New Development
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION:

Intergovernmental notices were sent to the Seminole County School Board and the City of
Lake Mary on December 31, 2007.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION:

Staff has not received any letters of concern.
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FUTURE LAND USE

ZONING

SITE

SITE

Applicant:

Gross Acres:
Existing Use:

Physical STR:
BCC District:

Special Notes:

Robert Horian
18-20-30
16.29 +/- 4 ·FLU

Zoning

Amend/
Rezone# From To

--
Z2006-078

--
PUD

--
PUD

PUD

PD

A-1

Site MunicipalityLDR PDCOM

C-1 PUDA-1

CONS

FP-1 W-1

G
R
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N

W
O

O
D

B
LV

D

LDR

The presence of any wetlands and or flood-prone areas is determined on a site by site basis. Boundary
adjustments may be made based upon more definitive on-site information obtained/during the development
review process. Wetland information, based on SJRWMD's update of National Wetland Inventory Maps,
and 100 yr floodprone area information, based on Flood Insurance Rate Maps provided by FEMA.

COM

City of Lake Mary
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13.0 du/ac 35 ft.

Site - "Tract "C-2"

Site - Tract "C-4"

ETOR PUD Major Amendment
Surrounding Densities and Maximum Allowable Heights

-

Legend 0 1,100 2,200550 Feet

AMW 1/22/08

Residential less than 4 du/ac and 35' maximum building height

Residential more than 10 du/ac and 35' maximum building height

Non-Residential, 35' maximum building height

Non-Residential, 40' maximum building height

Non-Residential, 45' maximum building height

Non-Residential, 56' maximum building height

Residential between 4 du/ac and 10 du/ac and 35' maximum building height











FILE NO.: Z2006-78 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 06 217000009

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On March 25, 2008, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order
relating to and touching and concerning the following property described in the attached
legal description as Exhibit “A”.

Property Owner(s): Suncor Properties, Inc., Regal Pointe Park North Condominium
Association, Inc. and Riviera Townhome Owner’s Association, Inc.

Project Name: ETOR PUD Major Amendment

Requested Development Approval: The applicant is requesting a Major Amendment
to the ETOR PUD for 6.75 + acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west
of Greenwood Lakes Blvd.

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the requested Major
Amendment to the ETOR is not compatible with the surrounding area and could not be
supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “ETOR PUD Major Amendment” and all
evidence submitted at the public hearing on March 25, 2008, regarding this matter the
Board of County Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the
requested Major Amendment to the ETOR PUD should be denied.

ORDER

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:
The aforementioned application for development approval is DENIED.
Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By: ________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman



Z2006-78 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 06-21700009

2

EXHIBIT “A”
Legal Description

EXISTING TRACT “A”
TRACT “A”, TOGETHER WITH TOWNHOME LOTS 1 THRU 39, RIVIERA, A REPLAT
OF LOT 4, GREENWOOD AT LAKE MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK
70, PAGES 87 – 90, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
CONTAINING 2.94 ACRES.

DESCRIPTION: LOT 1A
FROM THE MOST NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 3, GREENWOOD AT LAKE
MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 54, PAGES 48 THROUGH 51, OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, RUN ALONG THE
BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES:
N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 489.96 FEET; THENCE S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF
20.30 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 255.50 FEET; THENCE
S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 81.19 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF
145.32 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE DEPARTING THE
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 RUN S00°11'33"E A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET; THENCE S04°50'50"W A DISTANCE OF 24.09 FEET; THENCE S00°11'33"E A
DISTANCE OF 26.27 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 96.22 FEET;
THENCE S40°47'39"W A DISTANCE OF 11.56 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A
DISTANCE OF 19.60 FEET; THENCE S02°40'25"W A DISTANCE OF 68.03 FEET;
THENCE S25°24'33"W A DISTANCE OF 14.14 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W ON A
NON-RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 32.05 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF
A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 250.00 FEET;
THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S03°39'51"W RUN SOUTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 05°32'03" A
DISTANCE OF 24.15 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE
S06°25'52"W A DISTANCE OF 65.48 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; SAID POINT OF INTERSECTION
BEING ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A
RADIUS OF 372.50 FEET; THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S86°01'23"E
RUN SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG THE
SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
08°20'20" A DISTANCE OF 54.21 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN
THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 498.39 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING THE
SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3 RUN N00°11'36"W A DISTANCE OF 38.00 FEET;
THENCE N08°46'55"E A DISTANCE OF 37.06 FEET; THENCE N00°33'32"W A
DISTANCE OF 70.39 FEET TO THE P.C. OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHWEST
AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 62.00 FEET; RUN THENCE NORTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 79°16'46" A
DISTANCE OF 85.79 FEET: THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S40°11'55"E
RUN N10°09'42"E ON A RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 43.72 FEET TO AN
INTERSECTION WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3; RUN THENCE
ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND
DISTANCES; S89°48'30"W A DISTANCE OF 270.43 FEET; THENCE N56°21'48"W A
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DISTANCE OF 27.24 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 44.94 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 2.75 ACRES

DESCRIPTION: LOT 1B
FROM THE MOST NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 3, GREENWOOD AT LAKE
MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 54, PAGES 48 THROUGH 51, OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS A POINT OF
BEGINNING, RUN ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING
COURSES AND DISTANCES: N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 489.96 FEET; THENCE
S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 20.30 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF
255.50 FEET; THENCE S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 81.19 FEET; THENCE
N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 145.32 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING THE
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 RUN S00°11'33"E A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET; THENCE S04°50'50"W A DISTANCE OF 24.09 FEET; THENCE S00°11'33"E A
DISTANCE OF 26.27 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 96.22 FEET;
THENCE S40°47'39"W A DISTANCE OF 11.56 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A
DISTANCE OF 19.60 FEET; THENCE S02°40'25"W A DISTANCE OF 68.03 FEET;
THENCE S25°24'33"W A DISTANCE OF 14.14 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W ON A
NON-RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 32.05 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF
A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 250.00 FEET;
THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S03°39'51"W RUN SOUTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 05°32'03" A
DISTANCE OF 24.15 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE
S06°25'52"W A DISTANCE OF 65.48 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; SAID POINT OF INTERSECTION
BEING ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A
RADIUS OF 372.50 FEET; THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF N62°23'00"W
RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG THE
SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
38°56'25" A DISTANCE OF 253.16 FEET TO THE P.R.C. WITH A CURVE BEING
CONCAVE SOUTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 477.50 FEET RUN THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 47°26'20" A DISTANCE OF 395.35 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE;
RUN THENCE S89°38'52"W A DISTANCE OF 198.97 FEET TO THE P.C. OF A
CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; RUN
THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00'00" A DISTANCE OF 39.27 FEET TO THE P.T. OF
SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE N00°21'08"W A DISTANCE OF 26.06 FEET TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 2.81 ACRES
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ETOR PROPERTIES
Planned Unit Development

Commitments, Classifications and District Description

ADDENDUM #3

On March 25, 2008, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County issued this
Addendum to the “ETOR Planned Unit Development Commitments, Classifications and District
Description” (the “PUD”) amending such PUD. Any aspects of that PUD not specifically
amended herein or by Addendum #1 or Addendum #2 shall remain in effect as set forth in that
PUD.
(for your references, underlines are additions, strikethroughs are deletions)

II. STATEMENT OF BASIC FACTS
Commercial Area 34.99 acres 34.74 acres
Office Area 5.47 acres 2.53 acres
Residential Area 21.02 acres 23.83 acres
Mixed Office and Commercial Area 2.59 acres
Retention, Recreation & Open Space 19.81 acres
Right-of-way 6.32 acres 6.70 acres
Total Area 90.20 acres
Residential Density (Tract C) 9.9 D.U.A. (gross density)

12.4 (net density)
Residential Density (Tract “C2” - North) 34.1 D.U.A. (Net)
Residential Density (Tract “C4” - South) 33.9 D.U.A. (Net)
Residential Density (Tract E) 17.6 D.U.A.

III. TRACT SUMMARY

TRACT
DESIGNATION

LAND USE AREA % OF SITE

A Commercial 2.08 acres 2%
2.3%

B Office, Commercial 2.59 acres 3%
3.2%

C
C (North)

Office
Office

5.47 acres
1.32 acres

6%
1.5%

C
C C1 (North)

Neighborhood
Commercial

3.00 acres
2.75 acres

3.0%
3.0%
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C2 (North) Residential - 80 units 2.81 acres 3.1%

C C3 (South) Office 1.21 acres 1.2%

C
C4 (South)

Residential – 39 units
Residential – 108 units

3.94 acres 4%
4.4%

D Commercial 29.91 acres 33%
33.2%

E Residential - 300 units 17.08 acres 18.9%
19%

F Recreation, Open Space,
Retention

19.81 acres 22%

R.O.W. Public Streets 6.32 acres
6.70 acres

7%
7.2%

Total 90.20 Acres 100%
*The Owner shall provide a six-foot high fence wall along the south property line which
shall be constructed of split-face block. The Owner shall also provide a row of canopy
trees along the south property line
.

IV. SPECIFIC USES

Residential (Tract C) (Tracts “C2” – North and “C4” – South):

Shall be limited to individually-owned townhouses on fee-simple lots, together with
recreational and open space amenities consistent with Seminole County usable common
open space requirements. The Developer shall establish a mandatory homeowners
association for the townhouse development in Tract C.

Shall comply with the Seminole County R-4 zoning classification (permitted uses only).

V. OPEN SPACE

Tract “F” Recreation/Retention/Open Space 19.81 acres
Use of area is limited to the residents of ETOR Properties and their guests.

20% of Tract “E” (17.08 Acres) 3.42 acres
Use of area is limited to the residents of Tract “E.”

25% of the residential portion of Tract “C” (3.94 acres,
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to be evaluated at Final Engineering) 0.99 acres

25% of Tract “C2” – North (2.81 Acres, to be evaluated
at Final Engineering) 0.70 acres

25% of Tract “C4” - South (3.94 acres,
to be evaluated at Final Engineering) 0.98 acres

TOTAL OPEN SPACE 24.22 acres
24.91 acres

VI. BUILDING RESTRICTIONS

Residential
(Tract “C2” – North) Building Height: 75 feet maximum

Number of Stories: 7-story maximum
No accessory structures shall be permitted.

Residential (Tract “C”)
Building Height: 35 feet maximum
Number of Stories: 2-story maximum
Minimum Lot Size: 900 square feet
Minimum Lot Width: 20 feet
No accessory structures shall be permitted

Residential
(Tract “C4” – South) Building Height: 50 feet maximum

Number of Stories: 4-story maximum
Accessory Building Height: 35 feet maximum
Accessory Number of Stories: 1 story maximum

BUILDING SETBACKS

Residential (Tract “C”) Min. setback from site boundary: 35 feet
Min. distance between buildings: 20 feet

Residential (Tract “C2” – North): Front (7-Story Maximum) 25 feet
Side (Adjacent to Retail or Office) 10 feet
Rear (Adjacent to Retail or Office) 10 feet

Residential (Tract “C4” – South): Front (1-Story Maximum) 25 feet
Front (4-Story Maximum) 45 feet
Side (Adjacent to Retail or Office) 15 feet
Side (adjacent to Multi-Family Residential) 25 feet
Rear 0 feet
Minimum distance between buildings: 50 feet
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VII. VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC

h. The Developer shall install an eastbound left turn lane on South Sun Drive at the
proposed west entrance to Tract “C2” – North, a Multi-Family Residential Tract.

X. OTHER COMMITMENT

m. The development shall comply with the Final Master Plan attached hereto as Exhibit
“B”, except that minor extensions, alterations or modifications of the Plan shall be
permitted upon approval of the Planning Manager of Seminole County pursuant to the
Land Development Code.

XIII. INTERPRETATION: RELATIONSHIP TO FINAL MASTER PLAN AND
DEVELOPER’S COMMITMENT AGREEMENT

a. This Developer’s Commitment Agreement is intended to summarize material provisions
of the Final Master Plan of the Property approved concurrently herewith by the Board of
County Commissioners of Seminole County. In the event of an inconsistency between
this Developer’s Commitment Agreement and the Final Master Plan, the terms and
conditions of the Developers Commitment Agreement shall control.

Done and Ordered this _____ day of ___________, 2008.

By:____________________________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman Board of County Commissioners
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Suncor Properties, on behalf of itself and its heirs,

successors, assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and consents to, agrees with and

covenants to perform and fully abide by the provisions, terms, conditions and commitments set

forth in this Developer’s Commitment Agreement.

_________________________________ ______________________________
Witness Robert Horian, President

_________________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Robert Horian who is
personally known to me or who has produced ___________________________________ as
identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ____
day of _________________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Rivera Townhome Owner’s Association, Inc., on behalf of

itself and its heirs, successors, assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and consents to,

agrees with and covenants to perform and fully abide by the provisions, terms, conditions and

commitments set forth in this Developer’s Commitment Agreement.

_________________________________ ______________________________
Witness Ron Semans, President

_________________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Ron Semans who is
personally known to me or who has produced ___________________________________ as
identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ____
day of _________________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Regal Pointe park North Condominium Association, Inc., on

behalf of itself and its heirs, successors, assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and

consents to, agrees with and covenants to perform and fully abide by the provisions, terms,

conditions and commitments set forth in this Developer’s Commitment Agreement.

_________________________________ ______________________________
Witness Ron Semans, President

_________________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Ron Semans who is
personally known to me or who has produced ___________________________________ as
identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ____
day of _________________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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Exhibit “A”
Legal Description

EXISTING TRACT “A”
TRACT “A”, TOGETHER WITH TOWNHOME LOTS 1 THRU 39, RIVIERA, A REPLAT
OF LOT 4, GREENWOOD AT LAKE MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK
70, PAGES 87 – 90, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
CONTAINING 2.94 ACRES.

DESCRIPTION: LOT 1A
FROM THE MOST NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 3, GREENWOOD AT LAKE
MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 54, PAGES 48 THROUGH 51, OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, RUN ALONG THE
BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES:
N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 489.96 FEET; THENCE S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF
20.30 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 255.50 FEET; THENCE
S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 81.19 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF
145.32 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE DEPARTING THE
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 RUN S00°11'33"E A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET; THENCE S04°50'50"W A DISTANCE OF 24.09 FEET; THENCE S00°11'33"E A
DISTANCE OF 26.27 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 96.22 FEET;
THENCE S40°47'39"W A DISTANCE OF 11.56 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A
DISTANCE OF 19.60 FEET; THENCE S02°40'25"W A DISTANCE OF 68.03 FEET;
THENCE S25°24'33"W A DISTANCE OF 14.14 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W ON A
NON-RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 32.05 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF
A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 250.00 FEET;
THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S03°39'51"W RUN SOUTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 05°32'03" A
DISTANCE OF 24.15 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE
S06°25'52"W A DISTANCE OF 65.48 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; SAID POINT OF INTERSECTION
BEING ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A
RADIUS OF 372.50 FEET; THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S86°01'23"E
RUN SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG THE
SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
08°20'20" A DISTANCE OF 54.21 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN
THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 498.39 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING THE
SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3 RUN N00°11'36"W A DISTANCE OF 38.00 FEET;
THENCE N08°46'55"E A DISTANCE OF 37.06 FEET; THENCE N00°33'32"W A
DISTANCE OF 70.39 FEET TO THE P.C. OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHWEST
AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 62.00 FEET; RUN THENCE NORTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 79°16'46" A
DISTANCE OF 85.79 FEET: THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S40°11'55"E
RUN N10°09'42"E ON A RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 43.72 FEET TO AN
INTERSECTION WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3; RUN THENCE
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ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND
DISTANCES; S89°48'30"W A DISTANCE OF 270.43 FEET; THENCE N56°21'48"W A
DISTANCE OF 27.24 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 44.94 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 2.75 ACRES

DESCRIPTION: LOT 1B
FROM THE MOST NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 3, GREENWOOD AT LAKE
MARY PHASE 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 54, PAGES 48 THROUGH 51, OF
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS A POINT OF
BEGINNING, RUN ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 THE FOLLOWING
COURSES AND DISTANCES: N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 489.96 FEET; THENCE
S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 20.30 FEET; THENCE N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF
255.50 FEET; THENCE S53°57'05"E A DISTANCE OF 81.19 FEET; THENCE
N89°48'27"E A DISTANCE OF 145.32 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING THE
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3 RUN S00°11'33"E A DISTANCE OF 30.00
FEET; THENCE S04°50'50"W A DISTANCE OF 24.09 FEET; THENCE S00°11'33"E A
DISTANCE OF 26.27 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A DISTANCE OF 96.22 FEET;
THENCE S40°47'39"W A DISTANCE OF 11.56 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W A
DISTANCE OF 19.60 FEET; THENCE S02°40'25"W A DISTANCE OF 68.03 FEET;
THENCE S25°24'33"W A DISTANCE OF 14.14 FEET; THENCE S89°48'27"W ON A
NON-RADIAL BEARING A DISTANCE OF 32.05 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF
A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 250.00 FEET;
THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF S03°39'51"W RUN SOUTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 05°32'03" A
DISTANCE OF 24.15 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE
S06°25'52"W A DISTANCE OF 65.48 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; SAID POINT OF INTERSECTION
BEING ON THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A
RADIUS OF 372.50 FEET; THENCE FROM A CHORD BEARING OF N62°23'00"W
RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND ALONG THE
SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 3; THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
38°56'25" A DISTANCE OF 253.16 FEET TO THE P.R.C. WITH A CURVE BEING
CONCAVE SOUTHWEST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 477.50 FEET RUN THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 47°26'20" A DISTANCE OF 395.35 FEET TO THE P.T. OF SAID CURVE;
RUN THENCE S89°38'52"W A DISTANCE OF 198.97 FEET TO THE P.C. OF A
CURVE CONCAVE NORTHEAST AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET; RUN
THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00'00" A DISTANCE OF 39.27 FEET TO THE P.T. OF
SAID CURVE; RUN THENCE N00°21'08"W A DISTANCE OF 26.06 FEET TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 2.81 ACRES
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Exhibit “B”
Revised Final Master Plan
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

FEBRUARY 6, 2008

Members present: Matthew Brown, Ben Tucker, Melanie Chase, Dudley Bates
and Kim Day.

Members absent: Walt Eismann and Rob Wolf

Also present: Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning Manager; Austin Watkins,
Senior Planner; Tony Walter, Principal Planner; Cynthia Sweet, Senior Planner;
Tony Nelson, Senior Engineer; Kathy Furey – Tran, Assistant County Attorney;
Dori DeBord, Director of Planning and Development; and Candace Lindlaw-
Hudson, Clerk to the Commission.

Etor PUD Major Amendment; Robert Horian, Suncor Properties Inc., applicant;
16.29 + acres; PUD (Planned Unit Development) Major Amendment for a change
of use from Office to Multi-Family and Revised Final Master Plan; located on S.
Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd; (Z2006-78)

Commissioner Henley – District 4
Austin Watkins, Senior Planner

Mr. Watkins introduced the ETOR PUD (Planned Unit Development) Major
Amendment for 6.75 ± acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet
west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd.

Mr. Watkins stated that the PUD was originally approved in 1994 as a multi-use
Office, Retail and Multi-Family PUD.

Tract “C” is approved for 5.47 acres of Office, 3.00 acres of Neighborhood
Commercial and 3.94 acres of attached single-family dwellings. The applicant
proposes to change the uses for Tract “C” from Office and attached single-family
to multi-family and increase the maximum allowable building height and
densities.

There are two separate tracts. A 7-story condo is proposed on Tract C-2, which
is the northern tract, and a 4-story unit on Tract C-4 to the south.

The applicant is proposing to reduce the office uses allowed from the approved
5.47 acres to the existing-built 2.53 acres of office and allow for a seven-story
(six floors of residential on top of one floor of parking) 80 dwelling unit
condominium development to be constructed on the remaining 2.94 acres of
Tract C-2. The net density is 34.04 dwelling units per net buildable acre and
maximum building height is 7-stories or 75 feet.
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In 2004, Tract C-4 was approved for 39 individually platted townhomes at a net
density of 12.22 dwelling units per net buildable acre. The applicant is also
requesting to change the 3.94 acres approved for townhomes to condominiums
and increase the number of approved dwelling units from 39 to 108 and
maximum building height to 4-stories or 45 feet.

The PUD limits the maximum building height of residential development adjacent
to Tract “F” (retention pond to the south) to two stories and all other residential
development to 35 feet and three stories.

The surrounding property within the ETOR PUD includes commercial (C-1 and
CN uses), multi-family and professional office uses. The property to the north and
east of the subject property is approved for commercial and professional office
uses. South of the subject properties are a retention pond (Tract F), single-family
and multi-family developments within the Greenwoods Lakes PUD and ETOR
PUD. Tract E of the ETOR PUD is located south of Tract C-2 and abuts Tract C-
4 on the western property boundary. Tract E is approved for multi-family
residential and has a maximum building height of 35 feet and a net buildable
density of 17.6 dwelling units per acre.

The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, Vision 2020 Policy FLU 2.11
provides a methodology for determining compatibility in the Planned Unit
Development (PUD) Zoning Classification. The policy states that, “compatibility
may be achieved by application of development standards such as, but not
limited to, lot size, setbacks, buffering, landscaping, hours of operation, lighting
and building heights.”

In addressing the density within the proposal Mr. Watkins stated that Tract C-2 is
2.94 acres and is currently approved for office uses. The requested Major
Amendment would allow 80 condominium units in a seven - story building. The
proposed net density for Tract C-2 is 34.04 dwelling units per net buildable acre
and the requested maximum building height is 75 feet. The maximum densities
within a ½ mile radius from the site range from 3.0 to 17.6 dwelling units per
acre. Tract E, immediately south of Tract C-2 across Sun Drive, contains a 3-
story apartment complex with a net density of 17.6 dwelling units per acre. The
proposed Major Amendment represents an increase in net density from 17.6
dwelling units per net acre on Tract E to 34.04 dwelling units per acre on Tract C-
2, which is an almost 100% increase. At the same time, the applicant is also
requesting to reduce the required setback adjacent to Sun Drive, across from
Tract E, from 35 feet to 25 feet, with a 10-foot landscape buffer.

Tract C-4 is 3.94 acres and in 2004, it was approved for 39 individually platted
townhomes at a net density of 12.22 dwelling units per net buildable acre. The
requested Major Amendment is for 108 condominiums with a net density of 33.9
dwelling units per net buildable acre and a maximum building height of 45 feet.
The proposed amendment represents a nearly 100% increase from the
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established density of 17.6 dwelling units per acre in Tract E, which is adjacent to
Tract C-4 on the western property line. At the same time, the applicant is also
requesting to reduce the required setback adjacent to Tract E (west), from 35
feet to 25 feet and the setback adjacent to Tract F (south) from 35 feet to 0 feet.

In addressing the building height in the area surrounding the subject property,
Mr. Watkins pointed to a maximum building height of 35-feet within
unincorporated Seminole County. The surrounding properties in the City of Lake
Mary have a maximum building height of 40 feet to 55 feet 6 inches. The tallest
building within a ½ mile radius of the subject property is the Sandefur
Professional Office Building, located at 740 North Sun Drive. The Sandefur
building is approved for a maximum building height of four stories, not to exceed
55 feet and 6 inches and was approved as a conditional use by the City of Lake
Mary.

The proposed Major Amendment is for a 75-foot building on Tract C-2 and a 45-
foot tall building on Tract C-4. The proposed 75 feet height constitutes an
increase of 20 feet and four stories above the maximum building height approved
for the Sandefur building. Additionally, the proposed amendment would result in
an increase in the maximum allowable building height from 35 feet on Tract E to
75 feet on Tract C-2. The increase in maximum allowable building height for
Tract C-2 versus Tract E represents over a 100% increase in maximum allowable
building height. It would also allow 45 feet, four story buildings adjacent to Tract
F, with a 0-foot setback. All development adjacent to Tract F is currently limited
to a maximum of two stories, with a 35-foot setback.

The proposed setbacks are also not consistent with surrounding properties. The
Sandefur building has a setback of 80 feet from Sun Drive and has a maximum
building height of 4-stories or 55 feet and 6 inches. Tract E of the ETOR PUD
has a 45-foot setback from Sun Drive and has a maximum allowable building
height of 35 feet.

Mr. Watkins stated that staff has determined that the proposed increases in
density and building height, coupled with the proposed setback reductions, do
not provide an appropriate transition to adjacent properties and are not
compatible with surrounding development patterns. The proposal constitutes
nearly a 100% increase in net density for Tract C-2 and C-4, as well as building
height, versus any currently approved developments within a ½-mile radius of the
site. The proposed building heights are also not consistent with the surrounding
one-story retail developments to the north and east and three-story residential
development to the south and west.

Staff recommendation is for denial of the PUD Major Amendment, Revised Final
Master Plan and Addendum # 3 to the ETOR PUD Developer’s Commitment
Agreement, for 6.75+ acres, located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west
of Greenwood Lakes Boulevard.
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Ronald Henson with Design Services Group is the project engineer. Mr. Henson
stated that there are density increases in the two areas under examination, but
the net density of the PUD as a whole has not increased. The PUD is a multi-
use development. Mr. Horian has been developing the commercial aspects of
the PUD. Mr. Henson demonstrated on an overhead map the developed areas
of the PUD and surrounding areas. He stated that Mr. Horian would like to
change the nature of two small undeveloped areas of the PUD, which already
have the infrastructure in place. The changes being made tonight will not change
the vested trips. The two office buildings that are not going to be built were to be
a three-story medical building and a single story office building. Tract C-4 had 36
townhomes which will be replaced with two four-story free standing structures.
This will reduced the floor space occupied and increase the open space. Open
space will be amenitized with interconnecting drives and pedestrian ways. A
variety of uses will be available to the residents of the area. Such high intensity
uses are recommended by the County in the areas of high use. Mr. Henson
stated that the proposed developments would be well screened from the
residential areas to the south and to Lake Mary Boulevard. He showed pictures
with projected views of the proposed buildings. Mr. Henson stated that the
buildings will not stand out. The seven-story building has the first floor as parking
garage topped by a health spa and swimming pool area. The roof will have some
resident amenities. We are trading medical office use for residential use. This
PUD is almost 20 years old, and times change. This is more appropriate for the
needs now. There is an abundance of townhomes. Mr. Henson said that the
East Central Florida Regional Planning Council recommends less urban sprawl,
less building area coverage, more preservation of green areas, and traffic
contained in areas which accommodate the flow. This will be a good component
to the existing PUD. The unit sizes range from 1,800 square feet to 2,500 square
feet.

Bob Horian said that this is the last of the 40-acre tract he is developing. It is the
center of the area, with 5 banks and 20 restaurants. Townhomes with two or
three stories of staircases do not seem to be in vogue today. They are not
selling. Subdivisions are sitting dormant. People want flats today. People like
things one level with elevators servicing the building instead of stairs. There are
two levels of development between the buildings. The tower will be luxury living
with concierge service. The other building will be smaller, more affordable units.
There projects are highly amenitized, which is what the County wants. The East
Central Florida Regional Planning Group did a study of the area and this
development comes out of that study.

No one spoke from the audience.

Commissioner Chase stated that this development is very large.
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Commissioner Day asked if there were emergency vehicles that could service
seven-story buildings in the area.

Mr. Watkins did not know what height the emergency vehicles could access.

Commissioner Day stated that the trucks that serve a seven-story building are
different from those that service a three-story building.

Commissioner Brown said that by taking out office building uses we are “eating
our seed corn.” Office buildings have less demands on our infrastructure than
residential uses. We are looking at a negative here. The density of going from 39
units to 108 units is a concern.

Commissioner Tucker said that there is a classic argument about smart growth
with infill projects differing from established existing uses in character. This does
not appear to be the type density that was anticipated in the area.

Commissioner Bates concurred with Commissioner Tucker. This has redeeming
qualities, but it is too intense for the area.

Commissioner Bates made a motion to deny of the PUD Major Amendment,
Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum # 3 to the ETOR PUD Developer’s
Commitment Agreement, for 6.75 + acres, located on S. Sun Drive
approximately 900 feet west of Greenwood Lakes Blvd, based on staff
findings.

Commissioner Chase seconded the motion.

The motion passed 5 – 0.
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To: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners

From: George Kosmac, Deputy Superintendent, Seminole County Public
Schools

Date: January 18, 2008

RE: ETOR PUD Major Amendment

Seminole County Public Schools (SCPS), in reviewing the above future rezone request,
has determined that if approved, the new zoning designation/PUD amendment would
have the effect of increasing residential density, and as a result generate additional
school age children.

Description – Two parcels located on S. Sun Drive approximately 900 feet west of
Greenwood Lakes Blvd. The applicant is requesting a major amendment to the existing
PUD zoning approval. The applicant is proposing Conversion of a Retail Tract to High
Density Residential (80 units) and increase of allowed density of another Tract from 39
units to 108 units. Parcel ID #: 18-20-30-520-0100-0000+; 18-20-30-521-0A00-0000.

Based on information received from Seminole County Planning and from the staff report
for the request, SCPS staff has summarized the potential school enrollment impacts in
the following table:

Comments:
The students generated at the three CSA levels would at this point be able to be
accommodated without exceeding the adopted levels of service (LOS) for each school
type. The planned expansions/additions in the current five-year capital plan would
provide additional student capacity to relieve the affected schools.

Review and evaluations performed on proposed future land use changes and rezones
do not guarantee that the developments subject to this declaration are exempt from the
school concurrency requirement, which is effective as of January 1, 2008. Any newly
platted developments and any subsequent approvals may affect the provision of
concurrent school facilities at the point of final subdivision approval, including the
potential of not meeting statutory concurrency requirements based on future conditions.

Seminole County Public Schools
School Impact Analysis

School Capacity Determination

Type
Concurrency
Service Area Enrollment Capacity

Students
Generated
by Project

Programmed 3
Year Additions

Reserved
Capacity

Remaining
Capacity

Elementary E-9 5015 4999 20 1003 0 967

Middle M-1 3739 3950 10 0 0 201

High H-1 6377 6685 12 0 0 296
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Terms and Definitions:

Capacity: The number of students that can be satisfactorily accommodated in a room at
any given time and which, is typically a lesser percentage of the total number of student
stations. That percentage factor is typically referred to as the “Utilization Factor”. The
capacity of a campus is therefore determined by multiplying the total number of student
stations by the utilization factor (percentage). NOTE: Capacity is ONLY a measure of
space, not of enrollment.

Class Size Reduction (CSR): Article IX of the Florida Constitution requires the
legislature to “make adequate provision” to ensure that by the beginning of the 2010
school year, there will be a sufficient number of classrooms for a public school in core
related curricula so that:

i) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for pre-kindergarten through grade 3
does not exceed 18 students;

ii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 4 through 8 does not exceed
22 students; and

iii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 9 through 12 does not
exceed 25 students

Concurrency Service Area (CSA): A geographic unit promulgated by the School Board
and adopted by local governments within which the level of service is measured when
an application for residential development is reviewed for school concurrency purposes.

Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH): The numbering and data collection
system developed and assigned through the Department of Education for land parcels,
buildings, and rooms in public educational facilities. Based upon district data entry,
FISH generates the student station counts and report data for school spaces throughout
the districts and the State.

Full Time Equivalent (FTE): A calculation of student enrollment conducted by The
Florida Department of Education (FDOE) authorized under Section 1011.62, Florida
Statutes to determine a maximum total weighted full-time equivalent student enrollment
for each public school district for the K-12 Florida Educational Funding Program (FEFP).

Level of Service Standard (LOS): A standard or condition established to measure
utilization within a concurrency service area. Current Level of Service is determined by
the sum of the FTE student count at the same type of schools within a concurrency
service area, divided by the sum of the permanent FISH capacity of the same type of
schools within a concurrency service area. Projected or future Level of Service is
determined by the sum of the projected COFTE enrollments at the same type of schools
within a concurrency service area, divided by the sum of the planned permanent FISH
capacity of the same type of schools within a concurrency service area."



Seminole County Public Schools, Facilities Planning Dept. Printed 2/13/2008

C:\Documents and Settings\awatkins\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKB6\SIA_review_ETOR_PUD.doc

Projected Number of Additional Students: is determined by applying the current
SCPS student generation rate (calculated by using US Census data analysis) to the
number and type of units proposed. The number of units is determined using
information provided by the County and/or from the applicant’s request. If no actual unit
count is provided the unit count is then estimated based on the maximum allowable
density under the existing/proposed future land use designation.

Reserved Capacity: School capacity that is assigned to a proposed project once it has
received a final development approval for the project’s development application.

School Size: For planning purposes, each public school district must determine the
maximum size of future elementary, middle and high schools. Existing school size is
determined solely through FISH data. Seminole County Public Schools has established
the sizes of future schools (with the exception of special centers and magnet schools) as
follows:

i) Elementary: 780 student stations
ii) Middle: 1500 student stations
iii) High: 2,800 student stations

Students Resulting from Recently Approved Developments is the sum of students
generated from residential developments receiving plats or final approved site plans
since the January 1, 2008 implantation date for school concurrency. Student enrollment
changes due to existing housing are excluded from these totals.

Student Stations: The actual number or count of spaces contained within a room that
can physically accommodate a student. By State Board Rule, the student station count
is developed at the individual room level. Prior to Class Size Reduction (CSR), the
number of student stations assigned to a room was dependent upon the room size and
the particular the instructional program assigned to the room. This is no longer the case
for core curricula spaces (see e. below). The total number of student stations at a
campus is determined by the cumulative student station count total of the rooms at the
campus that are assigned student station counts.

Utilization: A State Board Rule prescribed percentage of student stations that a room
(and proportionately, a school and school district) can satisfactorily accommodate at any
given time. From a school/campus analysis perspective, “utilization” is determined as
the percentage of school enrollment to capacity. Current DOE established K-12
utilization factors are as follows:
Elementary 100%, Middle 90%, High 95%



 
45



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

1. Approve the requested PUD Major Amendment, rezone ordinance from PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), Revised Preliminary Master Plan and 
Revised and Restated Development Order for 22.3 + acres, located approximately 230 feet 
west of the intersection of Orange Blvd. and Dunbar Ave., based on staff findings (KBC
Development, applicant); or

2. Deny the requested PUD Major Amendment for 22.3 + acres, located approximately 230 
feet west of the intersection of Orange Blvd. and Dunbar Ave., (KBC Development, applicant); 
or

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

On November 15, 2005 the Board of County Commissioners rezoned the subject property 
from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development). The Orange Blvd Property PUD 
allows for C-1, C-2 and M-1 uses and Special Exceptions within those zoning districts, 
however, the   approved Development Order prohibits outdoor advertising signs.  

At this time, the applicant is requesting to remove outdoor advertising signs as a prohibited 
use and enter into a voluntary billboard agreement with the County, pursuant to Section
30.1253 of the Seminole County Land Development Code to allow for the erection of one 
billboard on the KBC property in exchange for the removal of two legal non-conforming 
billboards on the KBC property and one legal non-conforming billboard on an adjacent piece of 
property (Featherlite property). 
 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on February 6, 2008 and voted 3 to 2 to
recommend approval of the requested PUD Major Amendment, rezoning ordinance from PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), Revised Preliminary Master 
Plan and Revised and Restated Development Order for 22.3 + acres, located approximately 
230 feet west of the intersection of Orange Blvd. and Dunbar Ave.

 Public Hearing 3/25/2008 Item # 45

 
SUBJECT: Orange Blvd. PUD Major Amendment

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 5 Brenda Carey Austin Watkins



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve the requested PUD Major Amendment, rezone 
ordinance from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), 
Revised Preliminary Master Plan and Revised and Restated Development Order for 22.3 +
acres, located approximately 230 feet west of the intersection of Orange Blvd. and Dunbar 
Ave.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Revised Preliminary Master Plan
5. Revised & Restated Development Order
6. Rezone Ordinance
7. 2005 Development Order
8. Planning and Zoning Minutes

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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FILE # Z2007-38 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #07 21700007

REVISED AND RESTATED
ORANGE BOULEVARD PROPERTY PUD

DEVELOPMENT ORDER

The Orange Boulevard Property PUD Development Order dated November 15,
2005 is hereby revised on March 25, 2008 to read as follows:

Legal description attached as Exhibit A.

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the owner of
the aforedescribed property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: KBC Development, Inc.

Project Name: Orange Boulevard Property PUD Major Amendment

Requested Development Approval: Rezone from PUD to PUD

The Development Approval sought is consistent with the Seminole County

Comprehensive Plan and will be developed consistent with and in compliance to applicable

land development regulations and all other applicable regulations and ordinances.

The owner of the property has expressly agreed to be bound by and subject to the

development conditions and commitments stated below and has covenanted and agreed to

have such conditions and commitments run with, follow and perpetually burden the

aforedescribed property.

Prepared by: Austin Watkins, Senior Planner
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in effect in

Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made as to

this development approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to by the owner

of the property are as follows (strikethroughs are deletions, underlines are additions):

a. Except as provided in paragraph (c) below, permitted uses throughout the
development shall be in accordance with the provisions of the C-1 and C-2 districts,
including special exception uses, with the following additional uses:

mechanical garage
lumber yard
construction company with outdoor storage screened from off-site view
highway striping company
paint and body shop
office showroom with no assembly or manufacturing
service stations with gas pumps as an accessory use

b. Except as provided in paragraph (c) below, permitted uses within the area of the
development designated as Industrial per the Future Land Use Map shall be in
accordance with the provisions of the M-1A district, including special exception
uses.

c. Communications towers shall be allowed by right in the Commercial area of the site
where listed as a permitted use in C-1 and C-2. Communications towers shall be
allowed by right in the Industrial area of the site where listed as a permitted use in
M-1A. Any communications tower which exceeds the limitations established by the
Code for permitted uses shall require a major amendment to the PUD.

d. The following uses shall be prohibited within the development:
adult entertainment establishments
alcoholic beverage establishments
drive-in theatres
multi-family housing
outdoor advertising signs

e. Development in the Industrial portion of the site shall be subject to a maximum
floor area ratio (FAR) of 0.65. Other areas shall be limited to a maximum FAR of
0.35.

f. Outdoor storage of parts, supplies, or materials shall be limited to the area of the
site designated Industrial on the Vision 2020 Plan, as amended by this request.
Outdoor storage areas shall be screened from view from any road or adjoining
parcel inside or outside of the development. Screening shall consist of walls,
fences, and/or landscaping, and shall be opaque to a height of at least 8 feet.
Such areas shall be located a minimum of 150 feet from the west boundary of the
subject property.
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g. The area between the internal access road and the west site boundary shall have

a 25-foot buffer containing 4 canopy trees per 100 feet and a 6-foot high brick or
masonry wall.

h. Building height shall be limited to 35 feet. Setbacks from the west property line
shall be as follows:

50 feet for 1-story buildings
100 feet for 2-story buildings
120 feet for 3-story buildings

i. Retention areas to be counted toward the minimum 25% open space
requirement shall be landscaped, sodded and amenitized in accordance with the
Land Development Code (Section 30.1344).

j. Retention ponds shall be designed such that they are not required to be fenced.
k. Dumpsters shall be screened so they are not visible from Orange Boulevard or

nearby single family properties.
l. All mechanical equipment, ground or roof mounted, shall be screened from off-

site view.
m. Parking of mobile CT-scan trucks or semi-tractor trailers shall be prohibited

within 120 feet of the west property line. Where permitted, such vehicles shall
be screened from off-site view.

n. All parking spaces shall be a minimum of 10 feet x 20 feet as required by the Land
Development Code.

o. Outdoor lighting adjacent to the west property line will be limited to decorative
lighting affixed to the front facades of buildings. Security lighting with motion
sensors shall be permitted on any part of the site.

p. All development shall comply with the Preliminary Master Plan, attached as Exhibit
B.

(4) This Development Order touches and concerns the aforedescribed property

and the conditions, commitments and provisions of this Development Order shall perpetually

burden, run with and follow the said property and be a servitude upon and binding upon said

property unless released in whole or part by action of Seminole County by virtue of a

document of equal dignity herewith. The owner of the said property has expressly

covenanted and agreed to this provision and all other terms and provisions of this

Development Order.
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(5) The terms and provisions of this Order are not severable and in the event any

portion of this Order shall be found to be invalid or illegal then the entire order shall be null

and void.

Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

By: _______________________________
Brenda Carey
Chairman, Board of County Commissioners
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, KBC DEVELOPMENT INC., on behalf of itself and its successors,

assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and consents to, agrees with and covenants

to perform and fully abide by the provisions, terms, conditions and commitments set forth in

this Development Order.

_____________________
Witness

_____________________ __________________________
Print Name Michael J. Good
_____________________ Chief Executive Officer
Witness

_____________________
Print Name

STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Michael J. Good,
and is personally known to me or who has produced
___________________________________ as identification and who acknowledged and
executed the foregoing instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ______
day of _____________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:



6

FILE # Z2007-38 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #07 21700007

EXHIBIT A
Legal Description

PARCEL 1: THE WEST 125 FEET OF LOT 6 AND THE EAST 75 FEET OF LOT 7
AND THE EAST 150 FEET OF LOT 10 AND THE WEST 50 FEET OF LOT 11, BELL’S
SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT
BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 2: LOT 4 (LESS THE EAST 104.41 FEET); ALL OF LOT 5 AND LOT 6
(LESS THE WEST 125 FEET) AND THE EAST 125 FEET OF LOT 11 AND LOT 12
(LESS THE EAST 87.7 FEET), BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 3: LOT 8 AND THE WEST 65 FEET OF LOT 7, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 4: LOT 9 AND THE WEST 25 FEET OF LOT 10, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 5: LOT 29 (LESS THAT PART WITHIN THE RIGHT OF WAY OF
INTERSTATE HIGHWAY #4), ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 6: LOT 28, ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA.

ALSO:BELL ROAD LYING SOUTH OF LOTS 9, 10, 11 AND 12 (LESS THE EAST 87.7
FEET), AND LYING WEST OF LOTS 8 AND 9, BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING
TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC
RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.
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EXHIBIT B

Revised Preliminary Master Plan
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ORDINANCE NO. 2008- SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING, PURSUANT TO THE LAND
DEVELOPMENT CODE OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, THE ZONING
CLASSIFICATIONS ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED
IN SEMINOLE COUNTY (LENGTHY LEGAL DESCRIPTION
ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT); ASSIGNING CERTAIN PROPERTY
CURRENTLY ASSIGNED THE PUD (PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT) ZONING CLASSIFICATION THE PUD (PLANNED
UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING CLASSIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR
LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS.

(a) The Board of County Commissioners hereby adopts and incorporates into this

Ordinance as legislative findings the contents of the documents titled Orange Blvd Property

PUD Major Amendment, dated March 25, 2008.

(b) The Board hereby determines that the economic impact statement referred to

by the Seminole County Home Rule Charter is unnecessary and waived as to this Ordinance.

Section 2. REZONINGS. The zoning classification assigned to the following

described property is changed from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to (Planned Unit

Development):

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A

Section 3. EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION. It is the intention of the Board of

County Commissioners that the provisions of this Ordinance shall not be codified.
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Section 4. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application

thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, it is the intent of the Board of County

Commissioners that the invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications of this

Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this

end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared severable.

Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. A certified copy of this Ordinance shall be provided to

the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners in

accordance with Section 125.66, Florida Statutes, and this Ordinance shall be effective on

the recording date of the Development Order # 07 21700007 in the Official Land Records of

Seminole County.

ENACTED this 25th day of March 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PARCEL 1: THE WEST 125 FEET OF LOT 6 AND THE EAST 75 FEET OF LOT 7 AND
THE EAST 150 FEET OF LOT 10 AND THE WEST 50 FEET OF LOT 11, BELL’S
SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6,
PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 2: LOT 4 (LESS THE EAST 104.41 FEET); ALL OF LOT 5 AND LOT 6 (LESS
THE WEST 125 FEET) AND THE EAST 125 FEET OF LOT 11 AND LOT 12 (LESS THE
EAST 87.7 FEET), BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA.

PARCEL 3: LOT 8 AND THE WEST 65 FEET OF LOT 7, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 4: LOT 9 AND THE WEST 25 FEET OF LOT 10, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 5: LOT 29 (LESS THAT PART WITHIN THE RIGHT OF WAY OF INTERSTATE
HIGHWAY #4), ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN
PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 6: LOT 28, ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA.

ALSO:BELL ROAD LYING SOUTH OF LOTS 9, 10, 11 AND 12 (LESS THE EAST 87.7
FEET), AND LYING WEST OF LOTS 8 AND 9, BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO
THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

















MINUTES FOR THE
SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2008

Members present: Matthew Brown, Ben Tucker, Melanie Chase, Dudley Bates
and Kim Day.

Members absent: Walt Eismann and Rob Wolf

Also present: Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning Manager; Austin Watkins,
Senior Planner; Tony Walter, Principal Planner; Cynthia Sweet, Senior Planner;
Tony Nelson, Senior Engineer; Kathy Furey – Tran, Assistant County Attorney;
Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Dori DeBord, Director of Planning and
Development; and Candace Lindlaw-Hudson, Clerk to the Commission.

E. Orange Blvd Property PUD Major Amendment; Michael Good, KBC
Development Inc., applicant; approximately 22.3 + acres; Major Amendment to
the PUD to allow for Outdoor Advertising Signs; located on the south side of
Orange Blvd approximately 230 feet east of the intersection of Orange Blvd and
Dunbar Ave.
(Z2007-38)

Commissioner Carey – District 5
Austin Watkins, Senior Planner

Austin Watkins presented the Orange Blvd Property PUD Major Amendment for
22.3 + acres, located approximately 230 feet west of the intersection of Orange
Boulevard and Dunbar Avenue.

Mr. Watkins stated that on November 15, 2005 the Board of County
Commissioners rezoned the subject property from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development). The Orange Boulevard Property PUD allows for C-
1, C-2 and M-1 uses and Special Exceptions within those zoning districts. The
PUD does prohibit certain uses. The approved Development Order prohibits
outdoor advertising signs.

At this time, the applicant is requesting to remove outdoor advertising signs as a
prohibited use. If approved, the applicant will enter into a voluntary billboard
agreement with the County, pursuant to Section 30.1253 of the Seminole County
Land Development Code to allow for the erection of one billboard on the KBC
property in exchange for the removal of two legal non-conforming billboards on
the KBC property and one legal non-conforming billboard on an adjacent piece of
property (Featherlite property).



Staff recommends approval of the requested PUD Major Amendment, rezone
ordinance from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit
Development), Revised Preliminary Master Plan and Revised and Restated
Development Order for 22.3 + acres, located approximately 230 feet west of the
intersection of Orange Boulevard and Dunbar Avenue, based on staff findings.

Commissioner Brown asked how the County could put into effect a development
order which would effect a piece of property not in this application?

Mr. Watkins stated that if this application is approved by the Board of County
Commissioners, the County will enter into a voluntary billboard agreement, which
will remove 4 existing sign faces in exchange for one new, conforming sign.

Chairman Brown asked how a sign on another person’s property can be
committed to this potential agreement?

Mr. Watkins stated that the signs were owned by one company who would enter
into a voluntary billboard agreement covering signs it has placed on various
properties.

Lou Musica, of Clear Channel Outdoor, was present and stated that he agreed
with the staff report.

No one spoke about this item from the audience.

Commissioner Tucker said that in 2005 this property had been discussed and a
provision was clearly stated allowing no billboards. The condition of the present
billboards is poor. These billboards should be allowed to go out naturally. We
would be using this agreement to perpetuate something that should not be there.
He understood the County was going to be decreasing billboard faces along I-4.
We have gone through a long, hard process to eliminate billboards. We are not
enforcing our codes. We should look to limit the size and height at least to what
is there. Some structural stipulation should be put on it. This PUD was approved
without billboards. He is opposed to this and will vote against it.

Commissioner Chase asked about the size limitations.

Ms. Williamson said that according to the Code, the size of the sign shall not
exceed gross area of 672 square feet and the height shall not exceed 30 feet
above the crown of the road which the sign is designed to serve.

Commissioner Chase said that this would go strictly by the Code.

Tina Williamson said that unless other restrictions were given, the agreement
would follow what is in the Land Development Code.



Commissioner Tucker asked for the square footage and height of the existing
signs.

Mr. Watkins stated that he did not have that information.

Chairman Brown asked Kathy Furey-Tran if there were federal regulations on the
signage along the interstate highways. Is there a stipulation that billboards can
be built along interstate highways?

Kathy Furey-Tran said that she is not aware of the exact federal legislation as
such, but that there can be no outright prohibition on billboards. There has to be
some place in the County for them. Most people have decided along the
highway is the best place.

Commissioner Brown asked if the Board would assume that the billboard faces
would be 14 by 30 feet.

Commissioner Tucker said that the billboard could be addressed by whatever it is
now in height and dimension.

Tina Williamson said that the applicant may have the size of the existing sign.

Lou Musica said that the existing signs are all the same standard industry size:
14 feet high by 48 feet long, for 672 square feet.

Commissioner Brown asked the height of the structure holding the signs.

Mr. Musica said that they were a maximum of 30 – 40 feet high.

Commissioner Brown said that the pole height is contingent on the height of the
crown in the road that it serves.

Commissioner Chase asked for clarification of how the other signs would enter
into this agreement.

Chairman Brown said that the applicant has control of the other signs and would
have an economic benefit from this new sign.

There was a brief discussion of sign faces and interval of exposure to the road
before changing sign faces.

Commissioner Tucker said that if the Code were enforced, the County would be
dealing with one sign with two faces. This is a PUD where it was stipulated
specifically that there would be no billboards. The intent of the Code is to have
the non-conforming uses eventually phase out. This is not phasing them out; we
are trading them off.



Commissioner Brown asked if non-conforming signs can be repaired.

Ms. Williamson said that non-conforming signs can be repaired or replaced,
except where they are non-conforming due to zoning.

Commissioner Tucker stated that the two signs were non-conforming as per the
PUD.

Commissioner Tucker made a motion to deny the request.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

The vote was 2 – 3. The motion failed. Commissioners Brown, Chase, and
Day voted “no.”

Commissioner Chase made a motion to recommend approval of the
requested PUD Major Amendment, rezone ordinance from PUD (Planned
Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), Revised
Preliminary Master Plan and Revised and Restated Development Order for
22.3 + acres, located approximately 230 feet west of the intersection of
Orange Blvd. and Dunbar Ave., based on staff findings.

Commissioner Day seconded the motion.

Commissioner Bates asked if the standards have to be restated.

Mr. Watkins stated that the 672 square feet and the 30 feet above the crown of
the road would apply to the agreement.

The vote was 3 – 2. The motion passed. Commissioners Tucker and Bates
voted “no.”



 
46



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the Voluntary Billboard Agreement between and among Seminole County and 
Clear Channel Outdoor, located west of I-4 approximately 1400 feet southeast of the 
intersection of Orange Blvd and Dunbar Ave. (Clear Channel Outdoor, applicant); or

2. Deny the Voluntary Billboard Agreement between and among Seminole County and Clear 
Channel Outdoor, located west of I-4 approximately 1400 feet southeast of the intersection of
Orange Blvd and Dunbar Ave. (Clear Channel Outdoor, applicant); or

3. Continue this item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

This item is a companion item for the PUD Major Amendment to the Orange Blvd Property
PUD, which allows for outdoor advertising signs.  Currently, there are two legal non-
conforming billboards on the subject property, referred to as the "KBC property" and one on 
the adjacent property, referred to as the "Featherlite property".  Clear Channel Outdoor owns 
one existing dual-faced billboard on the KBC property, KBC leases one dual-faced sign on the 
KBC property and Clear Channel owns one single-faced billboard on the Featherlite property.  

Pursuant to the Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.1253, Clear Channel 
Outdoor desires to enter into a voluntary billboard agreement with Seminole County to allow 
for the construction of one conforming dual-faced billboard on the KBC property. Section 
30.1253 allows for the construction of one (1) billboard if at least four (4) faces or billboards 
are removed as a part of this agreement. The applicant is proposing to remove five (5) faces 
in exchange for the construction of one dual-faced billboard on the KBC property. The
proposed agreement will result in the permanent reduction of two (2) billboards or three (3) 
faces.  Section 30.1253 of the Land Development Code allows the Board of County 
Commissioners to enter into an outdoor advertising sign agreement at an alternative sign-
removal-to-sign-replacement ratio if such alternate ratio is determined to be in the best interest 
of the public. 

Florida Statutes require that the property the billboard is proposed to be placed on must have
Industrial or Commercial Future Land Use; however, Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT) staff has determined the Planned Development Future Land Use designation to be an 
acceptable alternative. The subject property is assigned the Planned Development Future 
Land Use designation and is approved for a mixture of industrial and commercial uses.  Clear 
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Channel is proposing a dual faced steel monopole billboard with an overall height of thirty-five 
feet (35') and two (2) 14'x48' (672 square feet) faces. The sign will have upward lighting and
shall be setback 25' from I-4 and 5' from the Featherlite property line. The applicant is 
requesting to install a traditional, static or electronic/digital faces.  If an electronic or digital face
is installed there will be a minimum of a six (6) second static display time for each message.

The voluntary billboard agreement includes a written waiver and release by the sign owner, 
the property owner, and any sign lessees, to any claim against the County for further 
compensation or reimbursement regarding removal of specified outdoor advertising signs as
required by Section 30.1253 of the Land Development Code. The attached agreement
contains a separate written waiver and release for the adjacent Featherlite property to prevent 
any claim against the County for further compensation or reimbursement regarding removal of 
the specified outdoor advertising sign since Featherlite is not a party to the voluntary billboard 
agreement but a sign is proposed to be removed from the Featherlite property. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the Voluntary Billboard Agreement between and 
among Seminole County and Clear Channel Outdoor, located west of I-4 approximately 1400 
feet southeast of the intersection of Orange Blvd and Dunbar Ave.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Revised Preliminary Master Plan
5. Revised & Restated Development Order
6. Voluntary Billboard Agreement
7. New Billboard Specifications

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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FILE # Z2007-38 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #07 21700007

REVISED AND RESTATED
ORANGE BOULEVARD PROPERTY PUD

DEVELOPMENT ORDER

The Orange Boulevard Property PUD Development Order dated November 15,
2005 is hereby revised on March 25, 2008 to read as follows:

Legal description attached as Exhibit A.

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the owner of
the aforedescribed property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: KBC Development, Inc.

Project Name: Orange Boulevard Property PUD Major Amendment

Requested Development Approval: Rezone from PUD to PUD

The Development Approval sought is consistent with the Seminole County

Comprehensive Plan and will be developed consistent with and in compliance to applicable

land development regulations and all other applicable regulations and ordinances.

The owner of the property has expressly agreed to be bound by and subject to the

development conditions and commitments stated below and has covenanted and agreed to

have such conditions and commitments run with, follow and perpetually burden the

aforedescribed property.

Prepared by: Austin Watkins, Senior Planner
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in effect in

Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made as to

this development approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to by the owner

of the property are as follows (strikethroughs are deletions, underlines are additions):

a. Except as provided in paragraph (c) below, permitted uses throughout the
development shall be in accordance with the provisions of the C-1 and C-2 districts,
including special exception uses, with the following additional uses:

mechanical garage
lumber yard
construction company with outdoor storage screened from off-site view
highway striping company
paint and body shop
office showroom with no assembly or manufacturing
service stations with gas pumps as an accessory use

b. Except as provided in paragraph (c) below, permitted uses within the area of the
development designated as Industrial per the Future Land Use Map shall be in
accordance with the provisions of the M-1A district, including special exception
uses.

c. Communications towers shall be allowed by right in the Commercial area of the site
where listed as a permitted use in C-1 and C-2. Communications towers shall be
allowed by right in the Industrial area of the site where listed as a permitted use in
M-1A. Any communications tower which exceeds the limitations established by the
Code for permitted uses shall require a major amendment to the PUD.

d. The following uses shall be prohibited within the development:
adult entertainment establishments
alcoholic beverage establishments
drive-in theatres
multi-family housing
outdoor advertising signs

e. Development in the Industrial portion of the site shall be subject to a maximum
floor area ratio (FAR) of 0.65. Other areas shall be limited to a maximum FAR of
0.35.

f. Outdoor storage of parts, supplies, or materials shall be limited to the area of the
site designated Industrial on the Vision 2020 Plan, as amended by this request.
Outdoor storage areas shall be screened from view from any road or adjoining
parcel inside or outside of the development. Screening shall consist of walls,
fences, and/or landscaping, and shall be opaque to a height of at least 8 feet.
Such areas shall be located a minimum of 150 feet from the west boundary of the
subject property.
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g. The area between the internal access road and the west site boundary shall have

a 25-foot buffer containing 4 canopy trees per 100 feet and a 6-foot high brick or
masonry wall.

h. Building height shall be limited to 35 feet. Setbacks from the west property line
shall be as follows:

50 feet for 1-story buildings
100 feet for 2-story buildings
120 feet for 3-story buildings

i. Retention areas to be counted toward the minimum 25% open space
requirement shall be landscaped, sodded and amenitized in accordance with the
Land Development Code (Section 30.1344).

j. Retention ponds shall be designed such that they are not required to be fenced.
k. Dumpsters shall be screened so they are not visible from Orange Boulevard or

nearby single family properties.
l. All mechanical equipment, ground or roof mounted, shall be screened from off-

site view.
m. Parking of mobile CT-scan trucks or semi-tractor trailers shall be prohibited

within 120 feet of the west property line. Where permitted, such vehicles shall
be screened from off-site view.

n. All parking spaces shall be a minimum of 10 feet x 20 feet as required by the Land
Development Code.

o. Outdoor lighting adjacent to the west property line will be limited to decorative
lighting affixed to the front facades of buildings. Security lighting with motion
sensors shall be permitted on any part of the site.

p. All development shall comply with the Preliminary Master Plan, attached as Exhibit
B.

(4) This Development Order touches and concerns the aforedescribed property

and the conditions, commitments and provisions of this Development Order shall perpetually

burden, run with and follow the said property and be a servitude upon and binding upon said

property unless released in whole or part by action of Seminole County by virtue of a

document of equal dignity herewith. The owner of the said property has expressly

covenanted and agreed to this provision and all other terms and provisions of this

Development Order.
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(5) The terms and provisions of this Order are not severable and in the event any

portion of this Order shall be found to be invalid or illegal then the entire order shall be null

and void.

Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

By: _______________________________
Brenda Carey
Chairman, Board of County Commissioners
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, KBC DEVELOPMENT INC., on behalf of itself and its successors,

assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and consents to, agrees with and covenants

to perform and fully abide by the provisions, terms, conditions and commitments set forth in

this Development Order.

_____________________
Witness

_____________________ __________________________
Print Name Michael J. Good
_____________________ Chief Executive Officer
Witness

_____________________
Print Name

STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Michael J. Good,
and is personally known to me or who has produced
___________________________________ as identification and who acknowledged and
executed the foregoing instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ______
day of _____________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT A
Legal Description

PARCEL 1: THE WEST 125 FEET OF LOT 6 AND THE EAST 75 FEET OF LOT 7
AND THE EAST 150 FEET OF LOT 10 AND THE WEST 50 FEET OF LOT 11, BELL’S
SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT
BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 2: LOT 4 (LESS THE EAST 104.41 FEET); ALL OF LOT 5 AND LOT 6
(LESS THE WEST 125 FEET) AND THE EAST 125 FEET OF LOT 11 AND LOT 12
(LESS THE EAST 87.7 FEET), BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 3: LOT 8 AND THE WEST 65 FEET OF LOT 7, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 4: LOT 9 AND THE WEST 25 FEET OF LOT 10, BELL’S SUBDIVISION,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47,
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 5: LOT 29 (LESS THAT PART WITHIN THE RIGHT OF WAY OF
INTERSTATE HIGHWAY #4), ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PARCEL 6: LOT 28, ST. JOSEPH’S, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 114, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA.

ALSO:BELL ROAD LYING SOUTH OF LOTS 9, 10, 11 AND 12 (LESS THE EAST 87.7
FEET), AND LYING WEST OF LOTS 8 AND 9, BELL’S SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING
TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6, PAGE 47, PUBLIC
RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.
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EXHIBIT B

Revised Preliminary Master Plan





VOLUNTARY BILLBOARD AGREEMENT

This Voluntary Billboard Agreement is made this 25th day of March, 2008, between

and among CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR, INC., a Delaware corporation whose address

is 5333 Old Winter Garden Road, Orlando, FL 32811 (hereafter “OUTDOOR”), KBC

DEVELOPMENT, INC., a Florida corporation whose address is 1590 Bobby Lee Point,

Sanford, Florida 32771 (hereafter “KBC”), and Seminole County, a political subdivision of

the State of Florida whose address is 1101 East First Street, Sanford, Florida 32771

(hereafter "County").

Recitals

WHEREAS, OUTDOOR is the owner of outdoor advertising signs located in

Seminole County, one (1) is located upon property owned by KBC on the KBC removal

property, parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0290, located in Seminole County, and one (1) is

located on property owned by FEATHERLITE COACHES, INC (hereafter “FEATHERLITE”)

located at Parcel # 21-19-30-503-0000-0010 (the “Existing Signs”); and

WHEREAS, KBC leases one (1) additional outdoor advertising sign located on the

KBC removal property, parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0290, located in Seminole County,

owned by another outdoor advertising company (the “Existing Signs”); and

WHEREAS, the Existing Signs, in one respect or another, do not conform to current

standards for outdoor advertising signs, however, are legally existing and allowed to remain

in use as non-conforming signs under the County’s Land Development Code (the “LDC”);

and

WHEREAS, OUTDOOR proposes to construct a new outdoor advertising sign in

exchange for the removal of the three (3) Existing Signs; and
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WHEREAS, Florida law and Ordinance 2003-20 authorize agreements of this type;

and

WHEREAS, KBC and FEATHERLITE join in this agreement in order to waive and

release any claims they may have against the County as a result of the removal of the

Existing Signs; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) finds and determines that

the provisions of this agreement are in the public interest and that the sign removal to

replacement ratio is appropriate under the circumstances involved in this agreement.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and other good and valuable

consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are acknowledged by the parties, the

parties agree to the following provisions:

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals express the intent of the parties and are

incorporated herein.

2. The Existing Signs. OUTDOOR is the owner of two (2) outdoor

advertising signs which are located on property owned by KBC (parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-

0000-0290, west of US 17-92 on the north side of I-4), the KBC removal property, and

FEATHERLITE (parcel ID# 21-19-30-503-0000-0010, west of US 17-92 on the north side

of I-4). The legal description of each parcel is contained in the attached Exhibit “A”. Each

Existing Sign does not comply with the terms of the LDC in one or more respects. Within

one (1) year after execution and approval of this agreement by all parties OUTDOOR shall

apply for demolition permits for its two (2) Existing Signs and, within a reasonable time

thereafter, demolish them, remove all debris from the properties and dispose of same in

accordance with applicable regulations.
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A. KBC leases and controls one (1) outdoor advertising signs located on the

KBC removal property, owned by KBC (parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0290, west of US

17-92 on the north side of I-4), The legal description of each parcel is contained in the

attached Exhibit “A”. This Existing Sign does not comply with the terms of the LDC in one

or more respects. Within four (4) months after execution and approval of this agreement

by all parties KBC shall either itself apply or cause the owner of the additional outdoor

advertising sign located on the subject property to apply for demolition permits for its

Existing Sign and, within a reasonable time thereafter, demolish it, remove all debris from

the properties and dispose of same in accordance with applicable regulations.

3. In all events, demolition of the Existing Signs shall be completed before a

permit is issued by the COUNTY authorizing construction of the new sign as detailed in

paragraph 4 C.

4. The New outdoor advertising sign structure.

A. The Location. The new sign is to be located on property owned by KBC

(parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0280, on the north side of I-4, 0.8 miles west of US17-92).

The legal description of the parcel is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”. Two outdoor

advertising signs currently exist on the adjacent parcel. The County hereby finds and

determines that locating a new sign on this parcel and removing the existing signs on the

adjacent parcel, is in the best interest of the public. The applicable zoning classification is

PUD, which does permit outdoor advertising, per Development Order # 07-21700007.

Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc. will build and own the new outdoor advertising sign

structure. All rights and responsibilities, future and current to this sign structure, will remain

with Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc.
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B. Permits and Construction. OUTDOOR shall be responsible for

obtaining all required permits to construct the new sign, including a permit from the Florida

Department of Transportation. Failure to obtain the required permits within one (1) year

after execution and approval of this agreement by all parties shall, unless otherwise agreed

to in writing, render this agreement null and void and each party shall thereafter be

released from all obligations hereunder. In no event shall the COUNTY issue a permit for

the construction of the new sign until all Existing Signs have been demolished, removed

and disposed of. However, the COUNTY shall provide OUTDOOR with (i) a letter indicating

approval of the location of the new sign if required by the State of Florida, and (ii)

completion of any FDOT forms that are required to be completed by local government.

Such a letter shall not be construed to authorize construction of the new sign if the Existing

Signs have not been demolished, removed and properly disposed of.

C. Description. Except as stated in this agreement, the new sign shall

meet all requirements of the LDC and applicable regulations of the State of Florida. In

addition, the new sign shall meet all requirements shown on the attached Exhibit “C” which

is incorporated herein by this reference, shall have two (2) faces, each 14’ x 48’ (plus

embellishments) and shall be supported by a steel monopole. The new sign shall not

exceed an overall height of thirty-five (35) feet tall, unless a variance is granted.

D. Land use. The COUNTY hereby verifies that regarding the property owned

by KBC (parcel ID# 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0280, on the north side of I-4, 0.8 miles west of

US17-92), (i) the Future Land Use designation is Industrial, the zoning designation is PUD,

(ii) the land use and zoning designation on this parcel allow other commercial and industrial
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activities other than outdoor advertising also on the property, according to Development

Order # 07 21700007.

E. Visibility of the new outdoor advertising sign structure. The County

agrees not to: (i) build any structure or, (ii) install any vegetation or, (iii) require the

installation of any vegetation, or (iv) allow the installation of any vegetation, on private

property or within the public rights-of-way within one thousand five hundred feet (1500')

of either side of the faces of the New Sign that would impair the visibility of the New

Sign to traffic traveling on Interstate 4.

5. Waiver and Release of Claims. In accordance with the requirements of

Ordinance 2003-20, OUTDOOR and KBC individually waive and hereby release the

County from and against any and all claims for compensation or other reimbursement

resulting from the demolition, removal and disposal of the Existing Signs. This waiver and

release is intended by each party to forego any and all claims which that party may have as

a result of any provision of Section 70.20, Florida Statutes (2003) or the provisions of any

other statute or the common law. In addition, OUTDOOR and KBC each acknowledge that

their execution of this agreement was a voluntary act and that the County has not offered

any inducements, not made any promises or threats, and has not made any

representations or promises in order to cause any party to enter into this agreement.

6. County Responsibility for the New Sign. OUTDOOR and KBC, jointly

and severally, acknowledge and agree that the County bears no responsibility for the

location, design, construction, operation or maintenance of the New Sign. Further,

OUTDOOR and KBC, jointly and severally, acknowledge and agree that the County has no

control over and bears no responsibility for the content of any advertising which may
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appear on the New Sign. OUTDOOR expressly assumes all responsibility for the location,

design, construction, operation and maintenance of the New Sign as well as the content of

any advertising which may appear on the New Sign.

7. Development Order #07-21700007. Development Order #05-20500008

governing the subject property has been amended by the new Development Order #07-

21700007 to allow one new (1) outdoor advertising sign structure on the property to be

constructed and owned by Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc.

8. Complete Understanding. The parties agree that this agreement embodies

the complete understanding of the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof and

supersedes all previous understandings, discussions and agreements, whether oral,

expressed or implied.

9. Amendment. The parties may amend this Agreement only by a written

instrument signed by each of the parties. There cannot be any variation, modification,

amendment or change to the terms of this agreement except as may be made in writing

and executed by each party hereto. If any party fails to enforce its respective rights under

this Agreement, or fails to insist upon the performance of another party's obligations

hereunder, such failure shall not be construed as a permanent waiver of any rights or

obligations in this agreement.

10. Severability. The parties agree that the terms and provisions of this

agreement are not severable and in the event any portion of this agreement shall be found

to invalid, illegal or in conflict with any applicable federal, state, or local law or regulation,

then this entire agreement shall be null and void and each party shall be released from any

further performance or liability hereunder.
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11. Controlling Law and Venue. This Agreement shall be construed under the

laws of the State of Florida. Venue for any proceeding arising under this agreement shall

be in the Eighteenth Judicial Circuit in and for Seminole County, Florida as to State actions

and in the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida as to Federal

actions.

10. Authority to Execute and Bind. Each party represents and warrants that

all requisite actions have been taken to authorize execution of this agreement by the

person signing on behalf of that party and thereby bind that party to the terms and

conditions of this agreement.

11. Successors and Assigns. The provisions of this agreement shall be

binding upon and inure to the benefit of the successors and assigns of each party. A copy

of this executed Agreement shall be an attachment and referenced in all subsequent

leases of the billboard.

12. Construction. The provisions of this agreement shall not be construed

in favor of or against any particular party as each party has reviewed the terms and

conditions hereof and, by execution of this agreement, acknowledges that said party has

carefully considered the legal ramifications of this instrument, has consulted with

independent legal counsel or has knowingly and willingly chosen not to do so.

13. Recording. This agreement shall be recorded in the public records of

Seminole County and the cost is to be born by OUTDOOR.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County, OUTDOOR, and KBC have caused their duly

authorized representatives to execute this Agreement.
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ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

_______________________________
_______________________ By: Brenda Carey, Chairman
MARYANNE MORSE
Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of Date:
_______________________________
Seminole County, Florida.

For the use and reliance As authorized for execution by
of Seminole County only. the Board of County Commissioners
Approved as to form and at their , 2008, regular meeting.
legal sufficiency

________________________
County Attorney
SPL/la
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Signed, sealed and delivered
in our presence as witnesses CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR, INC.

____________________________
Signature
____ By: ______________________________
Print Name Craig Swygert, President
____ Orlando Division
Signature
____________________________
Print Name

STATE OF______________)
COUNTY OF ____________)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____day of ___________
2008, by Craig Swygert, the President of the Orlando Division of CLEAR CHANNEL
OUTDOOR, INC., a Delaware corporation. He is personally known to me or has produced
___________________________________ as identification.

________________________________
Notary Public
State of Florida at Large.
My Commission Expires:
Serial No.
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Signed, sealed and delivered
in our presence as witnesses KBC DEVELOPMENT, INC.

__________________________
Signature

By: _________________________________
Print Name Michael J. Good, President

Signature
__________________________
Print Name

STATE OF ______________)
COUNTY OF ____________)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____day of ___________
2008, by Michael J. Good, the President of KBC DEVELOPMENT, INC., a Florida
corporation. He is personally known to me or has produced
___________________________________ as identification.

________________________________
Notary Public
State of Florida at Large.
My Commission Expires:
Serial No.
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Waiver and Release of Claims by Featherlite Coaches, Inc.

for Removal of Existing Signs

In accordance with the requirements of Ordinance 2003-20, FEATHERLITE Coaches,

Inc. waives and hereby releases the County from and against any and all claims for

compensation or other reimbursement resulting from the demolition, removal and disposal of

the Existing Sign located on Parcel ID # 21-19-30-503-0000-0010. This waiver and release is

intended by each party to forego any and all claims which that party may have as a result of

any provision of Section 70.20, Florida Statutes (2003) or the provisions of any other statute

or the common law. In addition, FEATHERLITE acknowledges that their execution of this

waiver was a voluntary act and that the County has not offered any inducements, not made

any promises or threats, and has not made any representations or promises in order to cause

any party to execute the same.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in our presence as witnesses

FEATHERLITE COACHES, INC

__________________________
Signature

By: _________________________________
Print Name Conrad Clement, Chairman

Signature
__________________________
Print Name

STATE OF ______________)
COUNTY OF ____________)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____day of ___________
2008, by Conrad Clement, the President of FEATHERLITE COACHES, INC., a Florida
corporation. He is personally known to me or has produced
___________________________________ as identification.

________________________________
Notary Public
State of Florida at Large.
My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS OF EXISTING SIGNS

Parcel ID # 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0290:

THAT PT OF LOT 29 W OF ST RD 400 ST JOSEPHS
PB 1 PG 114

Parcel ID # 21-19-30-503-0000-0010:

LOTS 1 2 3 13 14 & 15 (LESS PT OF LOTS 1 & 15 IN ST RD 400 & PT IN ORANGE AVE
ON N & N 70 FT) & E 104.41 FT OF LOT 4 & E 87.78 FT OF LOT 12 & VACD ST ADJ

ON S & VACD ST ADJ ON E BELLS SUBD PB 6 PG 47 &
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EXHIBIT “B”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF NEW OUTDOOR ADVERTISING SIGN STRUCTURE

Parcel ID # 16-19-30-5AC-0000-0280:

LOT 28 & S ½ OF VACD R/W ADJ ON N ST JOSEPHS
PB 1 PG 114
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EXHIBIT “C”

SPECIFICATIONS FOR NEW SIGN



New Billboard Specifications

One new modern steel monopole with a center mounted support pole.
Overall height will be 35' above the crown of I-4, unless the BOA grants
some alternative.
The sign will contain two 14' x 48' illuminated faces, a square footage of
672 for each face, plus embellishments.
Upward lighting is permitted.
The sign will have a 25' front setback from I-4 and a 5' side setback from
the property line.
The sign will be permitted to contain traditional, static faces,
digital/electronic faces or a combination thereof. These faces may or may
not contain internal illumination.
If the sign has digital/electronic face(s), in accordance with Florida
Statutes Chap 479 and F.A.C. Chap 14-10, the static display time for each
message will be a minimum of 6 (six) seconds.
If acceptable to the landowner, CCO will agree to landscape an area near
the base of the sign, in accordance with sound and generally acceptable
landscape architecture principles. However, any plantings must allow us
full access to the structure and must not obscure the sign face or faces.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the request for a rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) on approximately 4.84±
acres, located on the southeast corner of the intersection of College Drive and Lake Mary 
Boulevard, and approve the attached Revised and Restated Development Order, per staff 
findings; (Matthew Hodge, applicant); or

2. Deny the request for a rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) on approximately 4.84±
acres, located on the south east corner of the intersection of College Drive and Lake Mary 
Boulevard, subject to the attached Denial Development Order; (Matthew Hodge, applicant); or

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

This site was originally rezoned from A-1 (Agriculture) to OP (Office) on July 25, 2006 for the 
purpose of a three-building office complex containing a total of 48,966 square feet.  The 
applicant is requesting a rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) for the purpose of modifying 
the previously approved site plan to add two additional access points onto College Drive.  The 
requested modification will also reduce the total office square footage from 48,966 square feet 
to 45,110 square feet.  

On January 28, 2008, the applicant appeared before the Board of Adjustment to request a 
Special Exception for a bank on the portion of the subject property adjacent to Lake Mary
Boulevard.  The OP zoning district allows banks as a Special Exception use.  The Board of 
Adjustment approved the use of a bank on the subject property, with the following conditions: 

1. The proposed bank will not exceed 4,000 square feet and four (4) drive-in lanes.
2. The proposed bank and drive-in lanes will be located on the northern portion of the 

property adjacent to Lake Mary Boulevard. 
3. The drive-in lanes will not be open prior to 7:00 am and after 7:00 pm.
4. Prior to the issuance of development permits, a site plan that meets the requirements of 

all other applicable code requirements including Chapter 40 of the Land Development 
Code shall be reviewed and approved by the Development Review Committee (DRC). 

Policy TRA 10.10 of the Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan states, “The County shall require 
that access to properties fronting on more than one roadway shall be designed to minimize 
impact to adjacent residential areas.  Access should be permitted on adjacent collector or 

 Public Hearing 3/25/2008 Item # 47

 
SUBJECT: SCC Foundation Rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office)

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 5 Brenda Carey Austin Watkins



arterial roadways and not on the adjacent local or residential streets, however, where 
improved traffic control can be achieved with minimum impact to adjacent residential 
neighborhoods, access may be considered on a local or residential street.”  Based on this
policy, when the previous site plan was reviewed by the Development Review Committee, 
Staff requested that the applicant attempt to obtain a cross access easement with Seminole 
Community College, so that the development could access College Drive instead of West 
Ridge Drive, which is a residential street.  The previous property owner was not successful in
obtaining the easement and, because of that, the project was ultimately approved with one 
access point on West Ridge Drive.   
 
At this time, the project is now associated with the Seminole Community College Foundation 
and the proposed site plan has three access points, which include two on College Drive and 
one on West Ridge Drive. Staff has reviewed the requested modifications and their impacts to 
the residents of West Ridge Drive is recommending approval of the access point on West 
Ridge Drive, with the following conditions: 

1. The access onto W. Ridge Drive shall be right-in, right-out only; and
2. Signage adjacent to or oriented towards West Ridge Drive shall be prohibited.  All 

signage must be oriented towards Lake Mary Boulevard or College Drive. 

Additionally, the applicant is requesting a waiver to Section 30.1232 of the Land Development 
Code to reduce the  Active Buffer required along the west property line adjacent to West Ridge 
Drive from 50’ to 25’.  The previously approved site plan and Development Order had one-
story office buildings fronting on West Ridge Drive, with the majority of the parking oriented 
internal to the site.  The buildings were also required to be designed with a residential 
character.  The proposed site plan has a two-story office building on the west side of the 
property, with the majority of the parking oriented towards West Ridge Drive.  Staff has 
reviewed the request and its impact on the residents of West Ridge Drive and recommends
approval of the Active Buffer reduction from 50’ to 25’, subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The buffer must include at a minimum a 6-foot brick or block wall with a decorative finish, 
eight canopy trees and four sub-canopy trees per one hundred linear feet; and

2. The required landscaping must be planted on the outside of the wall adjacent to West 
Ridge Drive as a visual amenity to the residents. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on February 6, 2008 and voted 5 to 0 to 
recommend approval of the request to rezone 4.84 + acres, located on the southeast corner 
of  West Lake Mary Boulevard and College Drive, from OP (Office Professional) to OP (Office
Professional) and recommended approval of the Revised and Restated Development Order, 
subject to the following condition: 

1. There shall be no access to W. Ridge Drive.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the request for a rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) on 
approximately 4.84± acres, located on the south east corner of the intersection of College 
Drive and Lake Mary Boulevard, and recommends approval of the attached Revised and 
Restated Development Order.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Revised Site Plan
5. Revised and Restated Development Order
6. Rezone Ordinance
7. 2006 Site Plan
8. 2006 Development Order
9. Denial Development Order

10. Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes
11. Ownership Disclosure Form

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY REVISED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On July 25, 2006 March 25, 2008 Seminole County issued this Development
Order relating to and touching and concerning the following described property:

Legal description attached as Exhibit A.

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the
owner of the aforedescribed property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: Dat Le Anvan Property, LLC

Project Name: San Mary Office SSLUA LDR to Office and Rezone A-1 to OP
SCC Foundation Rezone

Requested Development Approval:

The Development Approval sought is consistent with the Seminole County
Comprehensive Plan and will be developed consistent with and in compliance to
applicable land development regulations and all other applicable regulations and
ordinances.

The owners of the property have expressly agreed to be bound by and subject to
the development conditions and commitments stated below and has covenanted and
agreed to have such conditions and commitments run with, follow and perpetually
burden the aforedescribed property.

Prepared by: Tina Williamson
Austin Watkins
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in
effect in Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee
ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made
as to this development’s approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to by
the owner of the property are as follows;

Standard Conditions:

a. All development shall comply with the Development Plan attached as
Exhibit B.

b. The maximum building height shall be two stories, not to exceed 35’.
c. Permitted uses shall be those permitted uses in the OP (Office) district.
d. All landscape buffers and common areas shall be maintained by a

property owners association.
e. In accordance with Section 30.1344 of the Land Development Code, a

minimum of twenty-five (25) percent of the project area must be
designated as open space.

Project Specific Conditions:

a. The project shall be developed with a total of 48,966 44,610 square
feet, as follows:

Building 1 Building 2 Building 3 Total
Square Feet 12,866 sq. ft.

(1-story)
20,000 sq. ft.

(2-stories)
16,100 sq. ft.

(1-story)
48,966 sq. ft.

Building A Building B
(Bank) Building

Total

Square Feet 41,110 sq. ft. 4,000 sq. ft. 45,110 sq. ft.

b. The following landscape buffer and setback standards shall apply:

East: 15’ landscape buffer and 25’ building setback 25’ landscape
buffer and 50’ building setback for one-story buildings and 100’
building setback for two-story buildings. The buffer shall comply
with the following:
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1. The buffer must include at a minimum a 6-foot brick or block
wall with a decorative finish, eight canopy trees and four sub-
canopy trees per one hundred linear feet; and

2. The required landscaping must be planted on the outside of the
wall adjacent to West Ridge Drive as a visual amenity to the
residents.

West: 10’ landscape buffer and 25’ 10’ building setback
North: 15’ landscape buffer and 50’ building setback
South: Landscaped Retention Area 15’ landscape buffer and 10’
building setback

c. The development must comply with Chapter 30 Part 56 of the
Seminole County Land Development Code: Lake Mary Boulevard
Gateway Corridor Overlay Standards.

d. The buildings adjacent to W. Ridge Drive West shall be limited to one-
story and all sides of the building must be designed with a residential
character as determined by the Planning Manager. Architectural
renderings must be provided to the DRC at the time of site plan review.

d. e. All HVAC equipment must be screened from view.
e. f. Light poles along W. Ridge Drive are limited to 15’ in height and must

be downward directed and shielded in accordance with the Seminole
County Land Development Code.

f. g. Wall pack lighting is prohibited.
g. h. The access onto W. Ridge Drive shall be right-in, right-out only.

marked with a No Right Turn sign to discourage traffic from traveling
through the residential neighborhood to the south.

h. i. The Final Engineering Plan shall be brought back to the Board of
County Commissioners as a Regular Agenda item for their review and
approval.

i. An ATM shall be allowed in the drive through, only on the building.
j. There shall be an internal sidewalk system connecting all buildings to

the existing sidewalk on College Drive.
k. There shall be one pedestrian walkway connecting the internal

sidewalk system to West Ridge Drive.
l. Signage adjacent to or oriented towards West Ridge Drive shall be

prohibited. All signage must be oriented towards Lake Mary Boulevard
or College Drive.

(4) This Development Order touches and concerns the aforedescribed property
and the conditions, commitments and provisions of this Development Order shall
perpetually burden, run with and follow the said property and be a servitude upon and
binding upon said property unless released in whole or part by action of Seminole
County by virtue of a document of equal dignity herewith. The owners of the said
property have expressly covenanted and agreed to this provision and all other terms
and provisions of this Development Order.
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(5) The terms and provisions of this Order are not severable and in the event any
portion of this Order shall be found to be invalid or illegal then the entire order shall be
null and void.

Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

Attest: ____________________________ By: ___________________
Maryanne Morse Board of County Commissioners
Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners Brenda Carey, Chairman



File # Z2004-054Z2008-02 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #04-22000006
08-20000001

5 of 7

OWNER'S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Dat Le Anvan Property, LLC, Van M. Le on behalf of
himself and his heirs, successors, assigns or transferees of any nature whatsoever and
consents to, agrees with and covenants to perform and fully abide by the provisions,
terms, conditions and commitments set forth in this Development Order.

___________________________
Witness

___________________________
___________________________

Print Name Dat Le Van M. Le

_________________________
Witness

_________________________
Print Name

STATE OF FLORIDA )
)

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Dat Le Van
M. Le, who is personally known to me or who has produced as identification and who
executed the foregoing instrument and sworn an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this ____day
of _________________, 2008.

___________________________________
Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description

The East 330 feet of the North 660 feet of Block C, Fairlane Estates, according to the
plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 10, Page 19, of the public records of Seminole
County, Florida.
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EXHIBIT B

See attached Site Plan
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ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING, PURSUANT TO THE LAND
DEVELOPMENT CODE OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, THE ZONING
CLASSIFICATIONS ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED
IN SEMINOLE COUNTY (LENGTHY LEGAL DESCRIPTION
ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT); ASSIGNING CERTAIN PROPERTY
CURRENTLY ASSIGNED THE OP (OFFICE) ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THE OP (OFFICE) ZONING CLASSIFICATION;
PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS.

(a) The Board of County Commissioners hereby adopts and incorporates into this

Ordinance as legislative findings the contents of the documents titled “SCC Foundation

Rezone”, dated March 25, 2008.

(b) The Board hereby determines that the economic impact statement referred to

by the Seminole County Home Rule Charter is unnecessary and waived as to this Ordinance.

Section 2. REZONINGS. The zoning classification assigned to the following

described property is changed from OP (Office) to OP (Office):

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A

Section 3. CODIFICATION. It is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners

that the provisions of this Ordinance shall not be codified.

Section 4. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application

thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, it is the intent of the Board of County

Commissioners that the invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications of this

Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this

end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared severable.
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Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. A certified copy of this Ordinance shall be provided to

the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners in

accordance with Section 125.66, Florida Statutes, and this Ordinance shall be effective on

the recording date of the Development Order #08-20000001 in the Official Land Records of

Seminole County.

ENACTED this 25th day of March 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Brenda Carey

Chairman
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description

The East 330 feet of the North 660 feet of Block C, Fairlane Estates, according to the plat
thereof as recorded in Plat Book 10, Page 19, of the public records of Seminole County,
Florida.
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ORDINANCE NO. DEVELOPMENT ORDER #08-20000001
Z2008-02

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On March 25, 2008, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order
relating to and touching and concerning the following property described in the
attached legal description as Exhibit “A”.

Property Owner(s): Anvan Property, LLC

Project Name: SCC Foundation Rezone

Requested Development Approval: Rezone 1.8 + acres, located on the north corner
of the intersection of SR 426 and Camp Road, from M-1A (Very Light Industrial) to C-1
(Retail Commercial).

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the rezone request
from OP (Office) to OP (Office) is not compatible with the surrounding area and could
not be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “SCC Foundation Rezone” and all
evidence submitted at the public hearing on March 25, 2008, regarding this matter the
Board of County Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the
requested rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) should be denied.

ORDER

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:
The aforementioned application for development approval is DENIED.
Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By:________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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Exhibit A

Legal Description

The East 330 feet of the North 660 feet of Block C, Fairlane Estates, according to the
plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 10, Page 19, of the public records of Seminole
County, Florida.
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MINUTES FOR THE
SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2008

Members present: Matthew Brown, Ben Tucker, Melanie Chase, Dudley Bates
and Kim Day.

Members absent: Walt Eismann and Rob Wolf

Also present: Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning Manager; Austin Watkins,
Senior Planner; Tony Walter, Principal Planner; Cynthia Sweet, Senior Planner;
Tony Nelson, Senior Engineer; Kathy Furey – Tran, Assistant County Attorney;
Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Dori DeBord, Director of Planning and
Development; and Candace Lindlaw-Hudson, Clerk to the Commission.

Seminole Community College Foundation OP Rezone; Matthew W. Hodge,
applicant; 4.84 acres; Rezone from OP (Office Professional) to OP (Office
Professional); located on the southeast corner of West Lake Mary Boulevard
and College Drive.
(Z2008-02)

Commissioner Carey – District 5
Austin Watkins, Senior Planner

Mr. Watkins introduced the SCC Foundation Rezone from OP (Office) to OP
(Office) for approximately 4.84± acres, located on the southeast corner of the
intersection of College Drive and Lake Mary Boulevard.

Mr. Watkins reviewed the changes to the project specific conditions to the
Development Order. Item B should read “a 25 foot landscape buffer and a 50
foot building setback for one story buildings and a 100-foot building setback for
two story buildings.”

Mr. Watkins stated that this site was originally rezoned from A-1 (Agriculture) to
OP (Office) on July 25, 2006 for the purpose of a three building office complex
containing a total of 48,966 square feet of office space. The applicant is
requesting a rezone from OP (Office) to OP (Office) for the purpose of modifying
the previously approved site plan to add two additional access points onto
College Drive. The requested modification will also reduce the total office
square footage from 48,966 square feet to 45,110 square feet.

On January 28, 2008, the applicant appeared before the Board of Adjustment to
request a Special Exception for a bank on the portion of the subject property
adjacent to Lake Mary Boulevard. The OP zoning district allows banks as a



MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
FEBRUARY 6, 2008

2

Special Exception use. The Board of Adjustment approved the use of a bank on
the subject property, with conditions.

At this time, the project is now associated with the Seminole Community College
Foundation and the proposed site plan has three access points, which include
two on College Drive and one on West Ridge Drive.

The previous owner was not able to obtain an easement on College Drive and
therefore the project was approved with one access point on West Ridge Drive.

Staff has reviewed the requested modifications and their impacts to the residents
of West Ridge Drive is recommending approval of the access point on West
Ridge Drive, with the following conditions:

1. The access onto W. Ridge Drive shall be right-in, right-out only; and
2. Signage adjacent to or oriented towards West Ridge Drive shall be

prohibited. All signage must be oriented towards Lake Mary Boulevard or
College Drive.

Additionally, the applicant is requesting a waiver to Section 30.1232 of the Land
Development Code to reduce the Active Buffer required along the west property
line adjacent to West Ridge Drive from 50 feet to 25 feet. The previously
approved site plan and Development Order had one-story office buildings
fronting on West Ridge Drive, with the majority of the parking oriented internal to
the site. The buildings were also required to be designed with a residential
character. The proposed site plan has a two-story office building on the west
side of the property, with the majority of the parking oriented towards West Ridge
Drive. Staff has reviewed the request and its impact on the residents of West
Ridge Drive and recommends approval of the Active Buffer reduction from 50
feet to 25 feet, subject to the following conditions:

1. The buffer must include at a minimum a 6-foot brick or block wall with a
decorative finish, eight canopy trees and four sub-canopy trees per one
hundred linear feet of buffer; and

2. The required landscaping must be planted on the outside of the wall
adjacent to West Ridge Drive as a visual amenity to the residents.

Staff recommends approval of the request for a rezone from OP (Office) to OP
(Office) on approximately 4.84± acres, located on the southeast corner of the
intersection of College Drive and Lake Mary Boulevard, and recommends
approval of the attached Revised and Restated Development Order.

Commissioner Tucker asked for the ingress and egress provisions for Ridge
Drive.
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Mr. Watkins stated that there would be a right-in, right-out only access onto W.
Ridge Drive. Signage should be facing Lake Mary Boulevard or College Drive.
Signage facing W. Ridge Drive is prohibited.

Commissioner Tucker said that he could see the right-in only, but why is there no
left-out turn to bring the traffic up to Lake Mary Boulevard?

Alison Stettner stated that the right-in is being designed to allow people to
ingress into the bank. The right-out is being designed so as to encourage people
to use the primary access point from College Drive.

Commissioner Tucker said that this pattern will force people back into the
neighborhood. People will have to make a U-turn if they do not want to go out on
College Drive.

Ms. Stettner stated that there would be a reduced conflict by having this pattern
at that ingress point. It would allow people from the neighborhood to access the
bank.

Matt West introduced Matthew Hodge, the Executive Director of the SCC
Foundation.

Mr. Hodge said that the Foundation is a separate 501C3. The role of the
Foundation is to benefit the college.

Commissioner Tucker asked about the ownership of the property.

Mr. Hodge said that the Foundation is under contract on the property. The
Foundation is close to the college and that is why there is a request for the 2
access points. The college is very concerned about what is being developed
here. The three access points will increase the value. The college will be a
primary tenant.

Commissioner Tucker pointed out that the college had been very opposed to
having access points onto College Drive in the past.

Mr. West said that the property had been rezoned to OP (Office) a year and a
half ago. Prior to that it had been in commercial use. It was a commercial tennis
facility with access to Ridge Drive. It had lighted tennis courts at night. The
current proposal directs traffic away from Ridge Drive. Traffic is directed to exit
onto College Drive. The proposed office building will be for support offices to the
college, not classrooms. Under the prior approval, there was 49,000 feet of
office space, which could have been medical offices, a high traffic generator.
This request also reduces intensity by reducing the square footage. Traffic is
directed to a signalized intersection.
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Commissioner Tucker asked how long it had been since the tennis court usage
was active.

Mr. West said that it had been a few years.

Alison Stettner asked if the commissioners had received the petition from the
neighbors in the area.

Chairman Brown said that the commissioners had seen the petition.

Donald Tise of 124 Lake Minnie Drive said that he has lived there since 1962.
He had a 4 page petition from area neighbors supporting access only through
College Drive. He quoted policy TRA 10.10 (Access Control to protect residential
uses) concerning traffic patterns for the project. Mr. Tise stated that the tennis
courts had been abandoned 20 years ago. West Ridge Drive is a narrow 22.5
foot residential street. There is a 50 foot strip of land on the western boundary
owned by the college adjacent to College Drive. Mr. Tise said that College Drive
has been defined by the County as a Collector Road. Mr. Tise said that he had
spoken to Denny Gibbs in the Planning Department on the morning of January
28. Ms. Gibbs said that the Planning Department was recommending denial of
any access on West Ridge Drive. Following the meeting of the Board of
Adjustment that evening, Mr. Tise and Steve Timmons spoke to Alison Stettner.
She stated that the Planning Department was recommending access only from
College Drive, a Collector Road, and no access via West Ridge, a residential
street. Alison Stettner said that the recommendation was based on TRA 10.10
(Access Control to Protect Residential Uses). A petition drive was started by the
Fairlane Estates homeowners the next day. Mr. Tise said that the
recommendation was changed on February 4 by the Planning Department,
allowing the entrance on W. Ridge Drive. Mr. Tise said that this position of
allowing access on W. Ridge Road, is a violation of the trust Mr. Tise and the
residents built about this facet of the agreement. He requested that the County
honor the initial recommendation by the Planning Staff that the access be from
College Drive, not W. Ridge Drive. There is no light there at W. Ridge Drive. W.
Ridge is a one lane road. Mr. Tise said that he represented 86 Fairlane residents
who approved of the agreement, without access from W. Ridge Drive. He asked
why we have a Code if we do not enforce it. College Drive did not exist 20 years
ago when access was granted to the tennis facility from W. Ridge. College Drive
is there now.

Larry Johnson of 113 W. Ridge Drive lives directly opposite the proposed site.
He said that College Drive has a low volume. Ridge Drive is very narrow and is
used for children playing and people walking. There are school bus stops inside
the neighborhood. There are no sidewalks. There will be serious safety issues if
W. Ridge is used. There is no need for access to W. Ridge.
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Steven Timmons of 171 Lakeside Drive said that the entrance on W. Ridge will
become a primary access road. It will seriously effect 3 houses at the beginning
of the road.

Janie Walker was also opposed to the W. Ridge access.

Matthew West said that the applicant does not have to have the “right – out” onto
Ridge Drive. What is needed for the functioning of the site is the “right – in” off
of Ridge Drive. Mr. West said there is a development order in effect now that
channels all of the traffic for a 40,000 square foot office building onto Ridge
Drive. The policy quoted by Mr. Tise is not mandatory. It is suggestive. The
current plan on this property has all of the traffic going on Ridge Drive. We are
diverting 2/3 of the traffic onto College Drive. Mr. West pointed out that the
access point has been moved from the middle of the site to approximately 200
feet from Lake Mary Boulevard. This is closer to the road, away from the
neighborhood. Mr. West said that the approved 49,000 square feet of medical
offices would generate a higher volume of traffic onto Ridge Drive. The proposed
project has moved the access point and diverted the traffic. At most, the impact
is two a few homes. The college building will be support offices, with lower traffic
volume. Without the right – in access to the bank, people will be doing U-turns
on Lake Mary Boulevard or be cutting through the parking lot. The development
order has restrictions on signage. People will be directed to the College Drive
entrance.

Commissioner Brown asked about College Drive. Is it considered a private
road?

Tony Nelson of Development Review said that College Drive is a collector
roadway.
The road is a private road.

Commissioner Brown asked if the County can require that the project have
access to College Drive.

Mr. Nelson said they the County cannot require that.

Commissioner Bates asked how the 2006 approval take place?

Commissioner Tucker said that there have always been questions as to why
College Drive was private, since it was bought by public funds. The project has
to have access to a public road. That would be Ridge Drive.

Tina Williamson agreed. The property could be developed with access
easements onto College Drive. Without the access easements, the only access
would be onto W. Ridge Drive.
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Commissioner Tucker asked if this would be allowed for other developers to only
access a private road.

Ms. Williamson said that it would be allowed for anyone have the proper access
easements.
Commissioner Brown said that he believed the traffic on W. Ridge Drive would
be about 45% or 50% of the project traffic. He stated that “right-out” will cause
people to be turning around in resident’s driveways.

Commissioner Chase stated that she did not like the “right-in” but that she could
not get past the “right-out” specification.

Commissioner Brown said that if someone comes in on W. Ridge they will be
tempted to go out that way by making an illegal turn.

Commissioner Tucker said that even if the use is a “right-in” only, there would be
need of an improvement to the road from Lake Mary Blvd. to the entrance on W.
Ridge Drive.

Commissioner Day said that the developer of the bank will not go onto the site
without access onto College Drive.

Commissioner Tucker said that was the reason why the site was not developed
earlier. The Board of Adjustment ruling the other night was to allow for a drive-
thru bank use.

Commissioner Day said the site will not move forward without the approval of the
access on College Drive.

Commissioner Tucker said that the other option is to allow ingress only from
College Drive and to not allow a bank.

Commissioner Brown said that then we are back to the feasibility of the site.

Commissioner Day said that the college could sell off the out parcel to the bank.

Commissioner Tucker said that this is now the economics of things, rather than
the planning of the site.

Commissioner Chase said that it was preferable to do U-turns on Lake Mary
Boulevard than to have people turning around in resident’s driveways.

Commissioner Brown said that people driving by the initial entrance will be
driving through the neighborhood or cutting through the parking lot. Some
people would prefer to exit at the light.
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At this time the Commission took a recess.

Upon returning, the Chairman stated that at the current time, West Ridge Road
receives 100% of the traffic into the site. There are homeless persons living on
the site also.

Commissioner Bates said that he is for the project, except for the traffic impacts
on the neighborhood on Ridge Drive.
Commissioner Tucker asked if this is a straight rezone.

Ms. Williamson stated that it is tied to a site specific plan and a development
order.

Commissioner Tucker said that it is not a PUD. It has this site plan with OP
zoning. OP zoning is associated to a development order, similar to a PUD. He
has no problem with the college aspect of the property. The college has held up
the development of this property for years with the lack of access onto College
Drive. Now it is being allowed. He has no problem with the college developing
the property with ingress and egress to College Drive, and having a bank there,
but let it go straight to College Drive.

Commissioner Brown suggested a “right-in” of W. Ridge, but added an island
opposite the entrance, so that one could not cut across.

Commissioner Tucker said that there would have to be some sort of barrier to
keep people from cutting across.

Commissioner Brown said that there could be the island, with the road widened
to the point of the entrance to accommodate traffic.

Commissioner Day said that this would require 20 extra feet for the island, which
would effect the site plan and cause them to take out parking. This would make
the site plan not feasible, or cause them to delete a teller lane. While the island
would help, there is not enough room without effecting the private property
owners in the area. This would have to be done completely on the commercial
property, and there is not enough room there.

Commissioner Brown said that perhaps parking spaces could be removed. He
said that he definitely does not want “right-in” and “right-out” for the project.

Commissioner Day said that the “right-out” is for the bank. She said that there is
a lot of access to the site. She does not want the traffic going back into the
neighborhood.

Commissioner Chase said that she does not want the traffic going back into the
neighborhood either.



MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
FEBRUARY 6, 2008

8

Commissioner Brown said that half the traffic will go there.

Commissioner Bates asked if we want to restrict the access.

Commissioner Brown said that the project could be moved forward with the
recommendation to re-work the plan before going to the BCC. We should keep
in mind that they have a legal access to the road. The property owner does have
rights.

Commissioner Tucker said that if they buy the land they will have access to the
road.

Commissioner Brown said that we are dealing with two entities. The State of
Florida owns Seminole Community College and also the Seminole Community
College Foundation which is not owned by the State of Florida.

Commissioner Tucker made a motion to recommend approval of the
request with the exception of any access to W. Ridge Drive.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

Commissioner Brown said that this may make the Foundation not want to
participate. We cannot look at economics, but we also don’t want to have
something developed that is not economically feasible, because it goes out of
business and becomes a blight on the community.

Commissioner Tucker said that there had been a piece of property at SR 436
and Bear Lake Road that was owned by a church. The church wound up buying
the properties around the site that would be heavily impacted. This will have an
economic impact to the value of adjacent properties. We should minimize the
impact on existing single-family homes that are owner occupied. The
accessibility to College Drive is not impinging on the rights of the owner of the
private road, since the owners are the same. The rights of the single-family
homes exceed the other.

Commissioner Brown stated that he will vote in favor of the motion. He wished
that the other access could be worked out.

The motion carried 5 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the Chairman to execute the proposed Ethics Ordinance amending the Seminole 
County Code.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agenda Memorandum
2. Ordinance

 Public Hearing 3/25/2008 Item # 48

 
SUBJECT: Proposed Ethics Ordinance

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Other

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

County-wide Bob McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Staff to update Board on the legislative activities. 

BACKGROUND:
Staff to update Board on legislative activities including but not limited to the Taxation and 
Budget Reform Commission items. 

 Legislative Update 3/25/2008 Item # 49

 
SUBJECT: Legislative Update

DEPARTMENT: County Manager Office DIVISION:

AUTHORIZED BY: Cindy Coto CONTACT: Sabrina O'Bryan EXT: 7224

County-wide Sabrina O'Bryan

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews


