
SEMINOLE COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA 
TUESDAY, APRIL 28, 2009 

COUNTY SERVICES BUILDING 
BCC CHAMBERS – ROOM 1028 

1101 EAST FIRST STREET 
SANFORD, FLORIDA 

 
Convene BCC Meeting at 9:30 A.M. 
 
Opening Ceremonies 
 
 • Invocation 
 • Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Awards and Presentations 
 
1. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of May 3 through May 9, 2009 as North 

American Occupational Safety and Health Week (NAOSH) and May 6, 2009, as 
Occupational Safety and Health Professional Day. 

  
2. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of May 3 through May 9, 2009 as National County 

Government Week. 
  
3. Resolution - Proclaiming the week of May 6 through May 12, 2009, as National Nurses 

Week, honoring all registered nurses in Seminole County who care for all of us, and 
celebrating registered nursing's accomplishments and efforts to improve our healthcare 
system. 

  
4. Presentation - Innovative Waste Reduction and Recycling Project presented by Dr. 

Martin Wanielista, College of Engineering and Computer Science, University of Central 
Florida. 

  
Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the U.S. 
Highway 17-92 Community Redevelopment Agency. 
  
  
5. CRA and Demetree Chiropractic - US 17-92 CRA Mini-Grant Agreement between the 

CRA and Demetree Chiropractic; and a resolution implementing a Budget Amendment 
Request through the Community Redevelopment Fund in the amount of $2,950.00. 
(John G. Metsopoulos) 

  
  
Adjourn as the U.S. Highway 17-92 Community Redevelopment Agency and 
reconvene as the Board of County Commissioners.
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Consent Agenda 
County Manager’s Consent Agenda (Items No. 5A – 20) 
 
County Manager’s Office 
5A Approval by the Board of County Commissioners to reimburse mileage expenses for 

Commissioner Mike McLean’s trip to Tallahassee to testify at the Transportation and 
Economic Development Committee regarding SunRail. (Cindy Coto) 

  
Administrative Services 
     Purchasing and Contracts 
6. Approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural and 

Engineering Services for Seminole County Fire Stations to C.T. HSU and Associates, 
P.A., of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $500,000.00 over the term of the 
Agreement). (Ray Hooper) 

  
7. Award CC-4259-09/DRR - Reclaimed Retrofit Phase II - Alaqua Lakes in the amount of 

$2,999,560.00 to Cathcart Contracting Company of Winter Springs, Florida. 
(Ray Hooper) 

  
8. Award IFB-600592-09/GMG –Term Contract for Supply & Service of Controllers, 

Cabinets with Ethernet & Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components to Naztec, Inc., 
Sugar Land, Texas (Term Contract). (Ray Hooper) 

  
9. Award RFP-600587-09/BJC - Term Contract for Irrigation System Evaluation Services 

to Clear Water Products and Services, Inc., Winter Springs (Term Contract). 
(Ray Hooper) 

  
Community Services 
     Community Assistance 
10. Authorize the Chairman to execute the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, 

Inc. Assignment of Agreement which permits the Visiting Nurse Association of Central 
Florida, Inc., to assign the Agreement to Seniors First, Inc., due to the entities' merger. 
(Shirley Davis-Boyce) 

  
Environmental Services 
     Business Office 
11. Approve the release of the original Water & Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond with 

Escrow Agreement in the amount of $1,600.00 for the project known as Nolan Rd 
Extension. District 5 - Carey (Bob Briggs) 

  
     Solid Waste Management 
12. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Certificate of Public Convenience 

and Necessity for Great Lakes Electronics / Almet, Inc. (William (Johnny) Edwards) 
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Fiscal Services 
     Administration – Fiscal Services 
13. Approve to submit a grant application to the Substance Abuse and Mental Health 

Services Administration requesting up to $900,000.00 in funding through their Adult 
Treatment Drug Court Program; and authorize the County Manager to execute 
supporting documents as may be required for the application. 
(Jennifer Bero, Michele Saunders) 

  
     Budget 
14. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 

Amendment Request (BAR) #09-42 through the Stormwater Fund and the Public 
Works Grant Funds in the amount of $57,651.00 in order to segregate the funding of 
previously established grant funded projects. (Fredrik Coulter) 

  
15. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 

Amendment Request (BAR) #09-43 through the Natural Lands / Trails Fund and the 
Public Works Grant Fund in the amount of $178,796.00 to establish grant funding and 
to increase the match funding for the Big Tree Park Trailhead project. (Fred Coulter) 

  
16. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 

Amendment Request (BAR) #09-45 through the Natural Lands/Trails Bond fund in the 
amount of $250,923.00 in order to fund the Wilson's Landing Improvement Project.  
(Lin Polk) 

  
17. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget Change Request (BCR) #09-

09 through the Stormwater Fund in the amount of $52,790.00 in order to establish and 
fund the Lake Jesup Water Quality Model project. (Fred Coulter) 

  
     MSBU 
18. Board approve the requested Resolution establishing the 2009 assessment rates for 

each MSBU for which the annual assessment rate varies per budgeted operating cost. 
(Kathy Moore) 

  
Planning and Development 
     Development Review 
19. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the minor plat for Bowles Estates 

Subdivision located west of Bear Lake Road at 5960 Jessica Drive in Section 19, 
Township 21S, Range 29 E. (Bryant & Kimberly Bowles)  District 3 - Van Der Weide 
(Brian Walker) 

  
Public Safety 
     Administration – Public Safety 
20. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement between Seminole 

County, Kids House of Seminole, Inc., and Meals on Wheels, Etc., Inc. to provide 
emergency child care and food service for children of Seminole County employees. 
(Alan Harris) 
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County Attorney’s Consent Agenda (Items No. 21 - 24) 
County Attorney’s Office 
  
     Litigation –  
 
21. Kohler/Lee Property - Approval of a proposed settlement with the property owners, 

Stephen G. Kohler and Douglas C. Lee, and with tenants Turfmaster Lawn & 
Ornamental Care, Inc. and Control Pest Management, LLC, relating to Parcel Numbers 
112/712 and 113/713 on the County Road 15 road improvement project. Mr. Kohler and 
Mr. Lee are co-owners of Turfmaster Lawn & Ornamental Care, Inc., which is a 
commercial landscaping spray business on the site and which claimed business 
damages. The proposed settlement is at $489,812.20 for full settlement, jointly and 
severally, of all claims for compensation from Seminole County including the value of 
the land and improvements taken, severance damages, business damages and other 
damages, statutory interest, attorney fees, and cost reimbursements. Judge Galluzzo. 
District 5 - Carey (Robert A. McMillan) 

  
22. Schweizer Property - Approval of a mediated settlement with the property owner, 

Garth A. Schweizer, individually and as member manager of Monroe Road, LLC, and 
with Anthologia, Inc., d/b/a Garth A. Schweizer, Landscape Architect, relating to Parcel 
Numbers 128/728A/728B/728C on the County Road 15 road improvement project. Mr. 
Schweizer's Trust is the President of Anthologia, Inc., which operates a commercial 
landscape architecture business on the site and claimed business damages. The 
mediated settlement proposed is at $1,189,926.14 for full settlement, jointly and 
severally, of all claims for compensation from Seminole County including the value of 
the land and improvements taken, severance damages, statutory interest, business 
damages, attorney fees and cost reimbursements. Judge Simmons. District 5 - Carey 
(Robert A. McMillan) 

  
23. Southland Construction, Inc. v. State of Florida Department of Transportation v. 

Seminole County and Progress Energy - This litigation arose from a road widening 
and reconstruction project on State Road 434 from McCulloch Road to Mitchell 
Hammock Road. Southland Construction, Inc. was the general contractor on the job. 
Seminole’s involvement arose from its Joint Project Agreement for Utility Work with 
FDOT. Acceptance of the proposed mediated settlement approves Seminole County’s 
payment of $135,000.00 as its fractional share of a total settlement of $350,000.00 to 
settle the breach of contract action that Southland Construction, Inc., filed against the 
State of Florida Department of Transportation. The FDOT, in turn, had filed third-party 
claims against Seminole County and Progress Energy, alleging that Seminole and 
Progress had breached their contractual agreement to "defend and indemnify" FDOT 
as to portions of Southland’s claims that related to their respective utility portions of the 
work. Judge Lauten. District 1 - Dallari (Robert A. McMillan) 

  
     Property Acquisition 
 
24. Execute Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement - Chapman Road 

Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement (Parcel Numbers 104, 107, 123, 145, 145A, 
146, and 823) between Seminole County and Progress Energy Florida, Inc., in 
conjunction with the Chapman Road improvement project. District 1 – Dallari 
(Robert A. McMillan) 
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Constitutional Officers Consent Agenda (Item No. 25) 
Clerk’s Office (Maryanne Morse, Clerk of the Court) 
 
25. Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated March 30 and April 6, 2009; approval of 

Payroll Approval Lists dated April 2, 2009; approval of BCC Minutes dated March 24, 
2009; Clerk’s “Received and Files” – for information only. (Dave Godwin) 

 
 
Regular Agenda 
 
26. Code Enforcement Board Lien - Request for a reduction to the Code Enforcement 

Board lien for Case # 07-81-CEB on the property located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, 
Longwood, and require these costs to be paid within 60 days or the lien will revert to its 
original amount ($47,250.00)  –  Stacy Dudley (previous owner) and U.S. Bank (current 
owner). District 4 - Henley (Tina Williamson) 

  
27. Code Enforcement Board Lien – Request for a reduction to the Code Enforcement 

Board lien for Case # 08-148-CEB on the property located at 1815 Pear Avenue, 
Sanford, and require these costs to be paid within 60 days or the lien will revert to its 
original amount ($16,400.00) - (Gary Williams) District 5 – Carey (Tina Williamson) 

  
28. 2009 Revalidation and Budget Amendment Request - 2009 Revalidation of the 

Water and Sewer Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and associated revalidation 
Budget Amendment Resolution. (Dennis Westrick, Drew Jeter (CH2M Hill)) 

  
  
County Manager’s Briefing 
 
29. Mosquito Control Program - Provide a brief status report regarding the establishment 

and progress of the Seminole County Mosquito Control Program. (Edward Horvath) 
  
30. Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2008/09 - for the period ending March 31, 

2009 – Informational Briefing. (Lin Polk) 
  
  
Legislative Update 
 
31. Brief the Board of County Commissioners on legislative activities. (Sabrina O’Bryan) 
  
  
• Recess BCC Meeting until 1:30 P.M. 
• Reconvene BCC Meeting at 1:30 P.M. 
 
• Public Hearing Agenda 
 
• Accept Proofs of Publication 
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• Chairman’s statement of Public Hearing Rules and Procedures 
  
  
Public Hearings: 
 
32. Deer Run Right-of-Way Island Vacate and Abandonment -  Vacate and abandon the 

unpaved island that lies immediately North of Red Bug Lake Road and in the 
approximate center of Eagle Circle at the entrance to “Deer Run” subdivision and also a 
variance of the Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.1243 (3 & 4) as 
to sign location, as recorded in Plat Book 29, Pages 17 and 18, of the Public Records 
of Seminole County, Florida, in Section 21, Township 21 S, Range 30 E. (Property 
Owners Association #1 (Dorothy Dennis, President)) District 1 – Dallari  (Alan Willis) 

  
33. Buck Creek Plantation Small Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone - From LDR 

(Low Density Residential) to PD (Planned Development) and rezone from A-1 
(Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) on approximately 5.3 acres, located 
on the south side of CR 419 approximately ¼ mile east of the intersection of Willingham 
Road and CR 419. (Dave Axel)  District 1 - Dallari (Ian Sikonia) 

  
34. Mathews Road Storage Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment and Rezone - 

From LDR (Low Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 
(Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial and Wholesale), consisting of approximately 
7.48 acres, located at the southwest corner of the intersection of Oaklando Drive and 
Mathews Road. (Hugh Harling)  District 3 - Van Der Weide (Austin Watkins) 

  
35. Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone - From R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP 

(Residential Professional) district for approximately 0.20 acres, located approximately 
100 feet east from the intersection of S. Ronald Reagan Boulevard and Plumosa 
Avenue. (Nathaniel Weaver/ Thomas McKeon)District 4 – Henley (Joy Williams) 

  
36. Markham Woods Road Rezone - From RC-1(Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) for 

approximately 5 acres, located on the west side of Markham Woods Road, 
approximately ½ mile north of E.E. Williamson Road. (Marjorie Chalfant / Jeffrey 
Hensley)  District 5 - Carey (Joy Williams) 

  
37. Stockbridge PUD Major Amendment - For Tract 7 and a portion of Tract 5, for 

approximately 1.54 acres, located at the intersection of N. Line Drive and Sand Lake 
Road. (Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated / Steve Mellich) 
District 3 - Van Der Weide (Joy Williams) 

  
38. FY 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget Amendment Resolution - FY 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget 

Amendment Resolution. (Lisa Spriggs) 
  
  
Chairman’s Report 
 
District Commissioner’s/Committee Reports – 5, 1, 2, 3 and 4 
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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. 
 



 
1



Resolution No.  2009-R- ________ Seminole County, Florida 
 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY FLORIDA, ON 
THE 28th DAY OF APRIL, 2009. 

 
 WHEREAS, nearly 6000 people die from job-related injuries, never returning home from 
work, and 4.4 million more suffer occupational injuries and illnesses each year in the U.S.; and  

WHEREAS, businesses spend $170 billion a year on costs associated with occupational 
injuries, health care and illnesses – costs that take away from company profits; and 

WHEREAS, every day millions of people go to and return home from work safely due, in 
part, to the efforts of occupational safety, health and environmental professionals -- who work 
day in and day out identifying hazards and implementing safety and health advances in all 
industries and at all workplaces, aimed at eliminating workplace fatalities, injuries and illnesses; 
and  

WHEREAS, it has been found that incorporating safety as a core value in a corporation 
not only increases workplace safety, but leads to major cost savings, projects being completed 
early and often under budget, quality products, and much more; and  

WHEREAS, it is imperative that employers, employees, and the general public be aware 
of the importance of preventing illness and injury in the workplace – wherever that workplace 
may be such as on the road, in the air,  the classroom, the store, the plant or the office; and  

WHEREAS, the more than 32,000 members of the 98-year-old American Society of 
Safety Engineers are occupational safety, health and environmental practitioners committed to 
protecting people, property and the environment; and 

WHEREAS, during the week of May 3 – 9, 2009 North American Occupational Safety 
and Health (NAOSH) Week, American Society of Safety Engineers members and 
corporate/association partners will mobilize countrywide in an effort to increase employers', 
employees' and the public's understanding of the importance of occupational safety and health 
to workers returning home injury and illness free each day to their families; to raise the 
awareness of the role and contribution of safety, health and environmental professionals; 
encouraging safe practices; and 

WHEREAS, the theme of NAOSH Week 2009 is "Safety Means Always Coming Home"; 
5,488 workers lost their lives from on-the-job injuries in 2007 in the U.S. and never returned 
home; we want that number to be 0; and  

WHEREAS, on May 6 occupational safety and health professionals will be recognized 
during the fourth annual Occupational Safety and Health Professional Day for the work they do 
to keep people safe at work, building an effective safety culture at their company, preserving a 
company’s good reputation and employee pride;  

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida do hereby proclaim the week of May 3 through May 9, 2009, as 

North American Occupational Safety and Health Week (NAOSH) and May 6, 2009, as 
Occupational Safety and Health Professional Day 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution be spread upon the Official Minutes 
by the Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida. 

 
 ADOPTED this 28th day of April, 2009. 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
 
ATTEST:      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
       SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 
 
_______________________    By: ______________________________ 
MARYANNE MORSE BOB DALLARI, CHAIRMAN 
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida 
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Resolution No.  2009-R- ________ Seminole County, Florida 
 
 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY FLORIDA, ON 
THE 28th DAY OF APRIL, 2009. 
 

 
 WHEREAS, the nation’s 3,068 counties provide a variety of essential public services to 
communities serving 300 million Americans; and 
 

WHEREAS, Seminole County and all counties take seriously their responsibility to 
protect and enhance the health, welfare and safety of its residents in sensible and cost-effective 
ways; and 
 
 WHEREAS, many county government initiatives and programs involved the protection of 
valuable and vulnerable environmental resources in communities; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the National Association of Counties is the only national organization that 
represents county governments in the United States; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the National Association of Counties created National Government Week in 
1991 to raise public awareness and understanding about the roles and responsibilities of the 
nation’s counties to meet the needs of the community; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the National Association of Counties (NACo) and the County are working 
together to restore the partnership between all levels of government to better serve American 
communities; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida do hereby proclaim the week of May 3 through May 9, 2009, as 
 

NATIONAL COUNTY GOVERNMENT WEEK 
 
and encourage all Seminole County officials, employees, schools and residents to participate in 
county government week activities; and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution be spread upon the Official Minutes 
by the Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida. 
 
 ADOPTED this 28th day of April, 2009. 
 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 
ATTEST:      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
       SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 
 
_______________________    By: ______________________________ 
MARYANNE MORSE BOB DALLARI, CHAIRMAN 
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida 
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Resolution No.  2009-R- ________ 

 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE REGULAR 
MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
SEMINOLE COUNTY FLORIDA, ON THE 28th DAY OF APRIL, 2009. 

 

WHEREAS, 2.9 million registered nurses in the United States comprise our nation’s largest 
healthcare profession; and 

WHEREAS, the depth and breadth of the registered nursing profession is meeting the different 
and emerging healthcare needs of the American population in a wide range of settings; and 

WHEREAS, Registered Nurses’ education and holistic focus promotes restoration and 
maintenance of health in the individual and family; and 

WHEREAS, the American Nurses Association, as the voice for the registered nurses of this 
country, is working to chart a new course for a healthy nation that relies on increasing delivery of primary 
care; and 

WHEREAS, a renewed emphasis on primary and preventative healthcare will require better 
utilization of all of our nation’s registered nursing resources; and 

WHEREAS, professional nursing has been demonstrated to be an indispensable component in 
the safety and quality of care of hospitalized patients; and 

WHEREAS, the demand for registered nursing services will be greater than ever because of the 
aging of the American population, the continuing growth of life-sustaining technology, and the explosive 
growth of home health services; and 

WHEREAS, the more qualified registered nurses will be needed in the future to meet the 
increasingly complex needs of healthcare in this community; and 

WHEREAS, the cost-effective safe and quality healthcare services provided by registered nurses 
will be an even more important component of the U.S. healthcare delivery system in the future; and 

WHEREAS, along with the American Nurses Association, the Florida Nurses Association has 
declared the week of May 6 through 12, as National Nurses Week 2009 with the theme, 

“Building a Healthy America”  

in celebration of the ways in which registered nurses strive to provide safe and high quality patient care 
and map out the way to improve our healthcare system. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Seminole County Board of County 
Commissioners ask that the residents of this community, join us in honoring all registered nurses in 
Seminole County who care for all of us; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the residents of this county celebrate registered nursing’s 
accomplishments and efforts to improve our healthcare system and show our appreciation for the 
nation’s registered nurses, not just during this time, but at every opportunity throughout the year. 

ATTEST: 

 
______________________________             ______________________________ 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the   Bob Dallari, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners   Board of County Commissioners 
in and for the County of Seminole, 
State of Florida           
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PRESENTATION 
 
 
 

INNOVATIVE WASTE REDUCTION AND 
RECYCLING PROJECT  

 
 

Presented by: 
 

Martin Wanielista 
College of Engineering and Computer Science 

University of Central Florida 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the US 17-92 CRA Mini-Grant Agreement 
between the CRA and Demetree Chiropractic; and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
resolution implementing a Budget Amendment Request through the Community 
Redevelopment Fund in the amount of $2,950; or

2. Deny the US 17-92 CRA Mini-Grant Agreement between the CRA and Demetree 
Chiropractic; or

3. Continue to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The request from Demetree Chiropractic is being presented for consideration under the CRA
Mini-Grant Program.

The purpose of the grant is to replace the existing sign with a monument style sign. The 
business is located within the City of Sanford.  The new sign meets all zoning requirements of 
the City.  Originally the applicant was considering a Light Emitting Display (LED) sign as 
reflected in the supporting documentation; however, since submitting the application, 
the applicant has decided not to move forward with the LED component.
TAC RECOMMENDATION:  
At their February 25 meeting, the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) reviewed the proposal 
and recommended approval in the amount of $2,750*.

RPA RECOMMENDATION:

At their March 12 meeting, the RPA reviewed the proposal and voted unanimously to
recommend approval in the amount of $2,750*.

*Subsequent to TAC/RPA approval, the client has asked for an additional $200 in grant funds 
to cover costs of concrete demolition and removal. This request was not included in the 
original grant application submitted to the TAC and RPA for consideration as the client did not 
realize that it was a reimbursable expense .  This brings the grant total from the TAC/RPA-
approved amount of $2,750 to a new total of $2,950.  Staff has reviewed the application and 
attests that it meets all criteria set forth in the program.

 Regular 4/28/2009 Item # 5

 
SUBJECT: Demetree Chiropractic Mini-Grant Application

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Community Redevelopment Agency

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: John G. Metsopoulos EXT: 7133

County-wide John G. Metsopoulos



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the CRA authorize the Chairman to execute the US 17-92 CRA Mini - Grant 
Agreement between the CRA and Demetree Chiropractic; and authorize the Chairman to 
execute a resolution implementing a Budget Amendment Request through the Community
Redevelopment Fund in the amount of $2,950.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Grant Application
2. Project Cost Estimates
3. Taxes & Occupational Liense
4. Rendition & Scope
5. Site Location & Map
6. Services Offered
7. BAR 09-37 Demetree Chiropractic

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Betty Newton, Lisa Spriggs )

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural and Engineering 
Services for Seminole County Fire Stations to C.T. HSU and Associates, P.A., of Orlando, 
Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $500,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

BACKGROUND:

PS-4053-08/RTB will provide architectural and engineering services for the design of Seminole 
County fire stations. These services will include, but not be limited to, architectural, structural,
mechanical, electrical, systems, civil, fire protection, cost engineering, interior design, irrigation 
and landscape design.

On March 10, 2009, the Board approved the ranking and authorized staff to negotiate with 
C.T. HSU and Associates, P.A. of Orlando, Florida. The Award Agreement includes the
negotiated rates from the firm as Exhibit "C", and the term will be for a period of three (3) 
years, with two (2) renewal periods not to exceed one (1) year each. The backup 
documentation includes the Multiplier Computation sheet.

Authorization for the performance of services by the Consultant under this Master Agreement 
shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and executed by the County, and signed by 
the Consultant. The work and dollar amount for each Work Order shall be negotiated on an as-
needed basis for the specific project, and funded within approved budget amounts. Funds are
identified in Fire Station 29 (Account #010577.560650, CIP #0258001).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the negotiated rates and award PS-4053-08/RTB -
Architectural and Engineering Services for Seminole County Fire Stations to C.T. HSU and
Associates, P.A., of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $500,000.00 over the term 
of the Agreement).

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 6

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural and Engineering Services 
for Seminole County Fire Stations

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-4053-08_RTB - Award Agreement (C.T. HSU)
2. PS-4053-08_RTB - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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Board of County Commissioners  WORK ORDER 
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA  Work Order Number:     

 
Master Agreement No.:        Dated:     
Master Agreement Title:             
Project Title:             
 

 
Consultant:      
Address:      
       
       

 
ATTACHMENTS TO THIS WORK ORDER:     METHOD OF COMPENSATION: 
[  ] drawings/plans/specifications     [  ] fixed fee basis 
[  ] scope of services       [  ] time basis-not-to-exceed 
[  ] special conditions       [  ] time basis-limitation of funds 
[  ]          [  ] retainage shall be withheld 
 

 
TIME FOR COMPLETION: The services to be provided by the CONSULTANT shall commence upon execution of 
this Work Order by the parties, and shall be completed within  calendar days from the effective date of this 
Work Order. Failure to meet the completion time shall be grounds for Termination of both the Work Order and 
the Master Agreement for Default.   
 

 
Work Order Amount:         DOLLARS ($  ) 
 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Work Order on this _________ day of 
_____________, 20_____, for the purposes stated herein.                                    
          (THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY THE COUNTY) 

ATTEST:        Consultant 
 
       By:       
            , Secretary             , President 
 
 (CORPORATE SEAL)    Date:       
******************************************************************************************* 
        BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
        SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

OC #

WITNESSES: 
 
 
       By:        
(Procurement Analyst)         , Procurement Supervisor 
 
       Date:         
(Procurement Analyst)       As authorized by Section 8.153 Seminole  
        County Administrative Code. 
 

______ ON #______
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WORK ORDER 
TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 
a) Execution of this Work Order by the COUNTY shall serve as authorization for the CONSULTANT to 

provide, for the stated project, professional services as set out in the Scope of Services attached as 
Exhibit “A” to the Master Agreement cited on the face of this Work Order and as further delineated in 
the attachments listed on this Work Order.   

 
b) Term: This Work Order shall take effect on the date of its execution by the COUNTY and expires upon 

final delivery, inspection, acceptance, and release of the final payments and encumbrances of the last 
approved amount of this Work Order, unless terminated earlier in accordance with the termination 
provisions herein. 

 
c) The CONSULTANT shall provide said services pursuant to this Work Order, its Attachments, and the 

cited Master Agreement (as amended, if applicable) which is incorporated herein by reference as if it 
had been set out in its entirety.   

 
d) Whenever the Work Order conflicts with the cited Master Agreement, the Master Agreement shall 

prevail.   
 

e) METHOD OF COMPENSATION - If the compensation is based on a: 
 
(i) FIXED FEE BASIS, then the Work Order Amount becomes the Fixed Fee Amount and the 

CONSULTANT shall perform all work required by this Work Order for the Fixed Fee Amount. 
The Fixed Fee is an all-inclusive Firm Fixed Price binding the CONSULTANT to complete the 
work for the Fixed Fee Amount regardless of the costs of performance. The work to be 
performed by the CONSULTANT shall be based on the Labor Hour Rates established in the 
Master Agreement that are in effect on the date of the CONSULTANT’S price proposal for 
this project. In no event shall the CONSULTANT be paid more than the Fixed Fee Amount. 
 

(ii) TIME BASIS WITH A NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT, then the Work Order Amount becomes the 
Not-to-Exceed Amount and the CONSULTANT shall perform all the work required by this 
Work Order for a sum not exceeding the Not-to-Exceed Amount. In no event is the 
CONSULTANT authorized to incur expenses exceeding the not-to-exceed amount without 
the express written consent of the COUNTY. Such consent will normally be in the form of 
an Amendment to this Work Order. The CONSULTANT’s compensation shall be based on 
the actual work required by this Work Order and the Labor Hour Rates established in the 
Master Agreement that are in effect on the date of the CONSULTANT’S price proposal for 
this project. 

 
(iii) TIME BASIS WITH A LIMITATION OF FUNDS AMOUNT, then the Work Order Amount 

becomes the Limitation of Funds amount and the CONSULTANT is not authorized to exceed 
the Limitation of Funds amount without prior written approval of the COUNTY. Such 
approval, if given by the COUNTY, shall indicate a new Limitation of Funds amount. The 
CONSULTANT shall advise the COUNTY whenever the CONSULTANT has incurred expenses 
on this Work Order that equals or exceeds eighty percent (80%) of the Limitation of Funds 
amount. The CONSULTANT’s compensation shall be based on the actual work required by 
this Work Order and the Labor Hour Rates established in the Master Agreement. 

 
(iv) The CONSULTANT may utilize labor categories that are not included in the attached 

fee proposal, but that have been approved in the Master Agreement. If a substitution is 
necessary, the work shall be completed within the approved Time Basis (Not-To-Exceed or 
Limitation of Funds) or Fixed Fee Work Order Amount, and in no event shall the Work 
Order Amount be modified as a result of any changes in labor categories. 
The CONSULTANT shall submit a written request to the County for approval of any 
substitution prior to the utilization of any labor category for service, and the County’s 
approval of any substitution must take place prior to submission of the invoice. Any 
approved labor category substitution shall be based on the prevailing labor categories and 
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their associated hourly rates established in the Master Agreement that are in effect on the 
date of the County’s approval for any substitution. 

  
f) Payment to the CONSULTANT shall be made by the COUNTY in strict accordance with the payment 

terms of the referenced Master Agreement. 
 
g) It is expressly understood by the CONSULTANT that this Work Order, until executed by the COUNTY, 

does not authorize the performance of any services by the CONSULTANT and that the COUNTY, prior to 
its execution of the Work Order, reserves the right to authorize a party other than the CONSULTANT to 
perform the services called for under this Work Order; if it is determined that to do so is in the best 
interest of the COUNTY. 

 
h) The CONSULTANT shall sign the Work Order first and the COUNTY second. This Work Order becomes 

effective and binding upon execution by the COUNTY and not until then. A copy of this Work Order will 
be forwarded to the CONSULTANT upon execution by the COUNTY.    
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Revised 4-7-09. BLH Page | 1 

SAMPLE MULTIPLIER COMPUTATION 
(a) Direct Labor Cost   $219,575.00   =             100% 
 
(b) GA & O Cost* 
 Allowable GA & 0 Costs  $285,565.00   =        130.05% 
 Direct Labor Cost   $219,575.00 
 
(c) Fringe Benefit Cost 
 Fringe Benefits Cost   $60,264.00   =          27.45% 
 Direct Labor Cost   $219,575.00 
 
(d) Total of (a), (b), & (c)   Combined Rate  =        257.50% 
 
(e) Profit     10% of 257.50%  =          25.75% 
 
(f) Total Multiplier    (257.50% + 25.75%)/100 =           2.83 M 

 

Multiplier Computation Breakdown Indicated As Percentage of Direct Labor Costs: 
ACTUAL MULTIPLIER COMPUTATION 

FIRM NAME: 
Cost C.T. HSU + Associates, P.A. Function Actual County CAP 

(If Required) 

     (a) Direct Labor Cost 736,857.58 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 

    
  

(b) GA & O Cost *   
  

  
Allowable GA & O Costs 1,565,808.89  divide (/) 212.50% 

 Direct Labor Cost 736,857.58 
  

  

    
  

(c) Fringe Benefit Cost   
  

  
Fringe Benefit Cost  475,432.39 divide (/) 64.52% 

 Direct Labor Cost 736,857.58 
  

  
       MAX 162.00% (b+c) Combined Rate Sub-Total 277.02%           162.00% 

     
     (d) Total of (a) + Sub-Total (c)  Combined Rate sum (+) 377.02% 262.00% 
    

  
  

     (e) Profit (% of d) =  377.02 10.00% 37.72% 28.22% 
       (MAX 11.00%) (d) 

  
(11.00%) 

(f) Total Multiplier Combined Rate sum(+); 
       Total of [(d+e)/100] 

 
divide (/) 4.15 2.90 

     * Based most recent year's audit (2005) 
 
I hereby certify that to the best of my knowledge that the above rates are true and accurate. If the “Total 
Multiplier” submitted by my firm is larger than Seminole County’s maximum allowable multiplier of 2.90, 
then the County’s multiplier of 2.90 will be used under this Agreement. 
 
            
  Name & Title   Date     Enclosure (1) 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award CC-4259-09/DRR - Reclaimed Retrofit Phase II - Alaqua Lakes in the amount of 
$2,999,560.00 to Cathcart Contracting Company of Winter Springs, Florida.

BACKGROUND:

CC-4259-09/DRR will provide all labor, materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services 
and incidentals necessary for the construction of approximately 39,000 linear feet of reclaim 
water main pipelines (4-inch to 20-inch diameter), individual reclaim water services/meters, 
related appurtenances and other related work within private right-of-ways for an existing 
residential neighborhood within the County right-of-way, at the intersection of Lake Mary 
Boulevard and Markham Woods Road.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received thirteen (13) bids, one of which 
was found to be non-responsive. The Review Committee consisting of Carol Hunter, Principal 
Engineer; Mike Harber, Engineer; and Richard Smith, Inspector; all from the Environmental 
Services Department reviewed the responses. Consideration was given to bid price,
qualifications and experience.

The Review Committee recommends award to the lowest priced responsive, responsible 
bidder, Cathcart Contracting Company of Winter Springs, Florida, in the amount of 
$2,999,560.00. The completion time for this project is three hundred and sixty-five (365) 
calendar days to Substantial Completion, and an additional sixty (60) calendar days to Final
Completion, for a total Agreement time of four hundred and twenty-five (425) calendar days 
from the issuance of a Notice-To-Proceed by the County. The backup documentation includes 
the Tabulation Sheet.

The Engineer's estimate for this project was $5,877,300.00. Funds are available in Residential 
Reclaim Retro II (Account #087817.560650, CIP #00217201).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award CC-4259-09/DRR - Reclaimed Retrofit Phase II -
Alaqua Lakes in the amount of $2,999,560.00 to Cathcart Contracting Company of Winter 
Springs, Florida.

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 7

 
SUBJECT: Construction Contract: CC-4259-09/DRR - Reclaimed Retrofit Phase II - Alaqua
Lakes

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Diane Reed EXT: 7120

County-wide Ray Hooper



ATTACHMENTS:

1. CC-4259-09_DRR - Award Agreement (Cathcart)
2. CC-4259-09_DRR - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL 
BID TABULATION SHEET 

 
BID NUMBER:      CC-4259-09/DRR 
PROJECT TITLE:        Reclaimed Retrofit Phase II-Alaqua Lakes 
 
BID OPENING  
DATE:                          March 18, 2009 at 2:00 P.M. Eastern 

ALL BIDS ACCEPTED BY SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE 
SUBJECT TO THE COUNTY'S TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS AND 
CONDITIONS SUBMITTED BY THE BIDDERS ARE 
REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND EFFECT.  
BID DOCUMENTS FROM THE VENDORS LISTED HEREIN 
ARE THE ONLY BIDS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE 
ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME.  ALL OTHER BID 
DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS 
SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE HEREBY REJECTED AS 
LATE. 
 
 
 
 
PAGE: 1 of  3 

 Response #1 Response #2 Response #3 Response #4 

 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

 
 

Mercon Construction Co. 
133 E. Pine Avenue 
Longwood, FL 32750 
 
 
 
Mehrdad Moradi 
(407) 260-6710 (Phone) 
(407) 260-6714 (Fax) 

Cathcart Contracting 
Company 
1056 Willa Springs Drive 
Winter Springs, FL 32708 
 
Matt T. Blanton 
(407) 629-2900 x21 
(Phone) 
(407) 677-4212 (Fax) 

Allstate Paving, Inc 
5284 Patch Rd 
Orlando, FL 32822 
 
 
Dan Phillips 
(407) 277-5247 (Phone) 
(407) 273-7146 (Fax) 

B&B Underground 
Contractors, Inc 
6900 Dwight Road 
West Palm Beach, FL 33411 
 
Austin Oneal Bates 
(561) 682-3310 (Phone) 
(561) 682-3304 (Fax)) 

Total Amount of Bid $2,933,919.00* $2,999,560.00 $3,084,600.00 $3,177,345.00 

Trench Safety Act Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bidder Information Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Non-Collusion Affidavit Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Certification of Non-Segregated 
Facilities Form 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Americans w/Disabilities Act Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Drug-Free Workplace Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Public Entity Crimes Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Experience of Bidder Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bid Bond No Yes Yes Yes 
W-9 Yes Yes No Yes 
Compliance w/ Public Records Yes Yes Yes Yes 



 

B.C.C. – SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL 
BID TABULATION SHEET 

 
BID NUMBER:  CC-4259-09/DRR                Page 2 of 3                                                                                                

 Response #5 Response #6 Response #7 Response #8 

 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

 
 

Danella Utility Construction 
790 NE 48 Street 
Pompano Beach, FL 33364 
 
 
 
John Bass 
(954) 691-1720 (Phone) 
(954) 691-1719 (Fax) 

A&L Underground, Inc 
8375 Melrose Dr 
Lenexa, KS 66214 
 
 
 
Kurt Gowdy 
(913) 438-2981 (Phone) 
(913) 438-3815 (Fax) 

Infratech Corporation 
2036-A Baker Court 
Kennesaw, GA 30144  
 
 
 
Christopher V. Prangley 
(407) 814-8644 (Phone) 
(407) 814-8044 (Fax) 

Volt Information Sciences, Inc 
12700 56th Street North 
Clearwater, FL 33760 
 
Robert Hines 
(727) 571-2268(Phone) 
(727) 571-1990 (Fax) 

Total Amount of Bid $3,328,612.00 $3,351,860.00 $3,435,110.26* $3,445,685.25 

Acknowledge addenda 1-2 Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Trench Safety Act Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bidder Information Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Non-Collusion Affidavit Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Certification of Non-Segregated 
Facilities Form 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Americans w/Disabilities Act Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Drug-Free Workplace Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Public Entity Crimes Form Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Experience of Bidder Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bid Bond Yes Yes No Yes 
W-9 Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Compliance w/ Public Records Yes Yes Yes Yes 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



B.C.C. – SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL 
BID TABULATION SHEET 

 
BID NUMBER:      CC-4259-09/DRR       Page 3 of 3                                                                                

 Response #9 Response #10 Response #11 Response #12 Response #13 

 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

 
 

T B Landmark Construction 
11220 New Berlin Rd 
Jacksonville, FL 32226 
 
 
Robin Thigpin 
(904) 751-1016 (Phone) 
(904) 751-4125 (Fax) 

MasTec North America 
7221 E. Martin Luther  
King Blvd. 
Tampa, FL 33619 
 
Charles Duff 
(813) 621-0881 (Phone) 
(813) 626-3740 (Fax) 

Gregory  Electric Co. Inc 
2124 College St 
Columbia, SC 29205 
 
 
Lisa Phillips 
(803) 748-1122 (Phone) 
(803) 748-1102 (Fax) 

AJC Construction  
8046A Presidents Dr. 
Orlando, FL 32809 
 
 
Alexander Caputo 
407-855-5572-(Phone) 
407-855-4922-(Fax) 

Cornerstone 
Businesses, Inc 
3936 Paul S. Buchman 
Hwy. 
Zephyrhills, FL 33542 
Charles Duff 
(813) 715-0808 (Phone) 
(813) 715-0910 (Fax 

Total Amount of Bid $3,640,318.25 $3,669,190.78* 
 

$3,831,899.42 
 

$4,220,000.00 
 

$4,943,105.50* 

Acknowledge addenda 1-2 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Trench Safety Act Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bidder Information Form Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Non-Collusion Affidavit Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Certification of Non-
Segregated Facilities Form 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Americans w/Disabilities Act Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Drug-Free Workplace Form Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Public Entity Crimes Form Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Experience of Bidder Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Bid Bond Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
W-9  Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Compliance w/ Public Records Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Bid Opening: March 18, 2009 at 2:00 p.m., Purchasing and Contracts Conference Room 3223, 1101 E. First St, Sanford, FL 32771 
*Corrected Total 
Bid Tabulated by Jacqui Perry, Senior Procurement Analyst 
(Posted by Diane Reed on March 20, 2008 @ 10:00 am Eastern) 
 
Recommendation of Award: Cathcart Contracting  Company (updated by D. Reed 4/2/2009 @ 3:00 PM) 

 
BCC Agenda Date: April 28, 2009 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award IFB-600592-09/GMG –Term Contract for Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets with 
Ethernet & Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components to Naztec, Inc., Sugar Land, Texas 
(Term Contract).

BACKGROUND:

IFB-600592-09/GMG will provide for all labor, materials, equipment, coordination, 
transportation and incidentals necessary to furnish and install controllers, cabinets with 
Ethernet and miscellaneous appurtenances and components for Traffic Engineering 
Operations. This project was publicly advertised and the County received one (1) submittal in 
response to the solicitation.  This project was advertised and posted for thirty (30) days.  The 
history for these products and services indicate that Naztec, Inc., is the only company that has 
responded to this type of procurement.  Consideration was given to the responsibility,
responsiveness, price proposal and past performance of the firm. The Review Committee 
comprised of Charles Wetzel, Assistant County Traffic Engineer; and Chad Dickson, ATMS 
Coordinator, reviewed the response.  This company has been providing these products and 
services for Seminole County and surrounding jurisdictions with excellent performance 
tracking for the past years.

 This project is a rebid of IFB-3087-04/GMG, which was awarded by the Board of County 
Commissioners on April 24, 2004, to run for a total period of six (6) years.  Previously, the 
County was piggybacking from the City of Orlando to acquire these items and components 
from Naztec, Inc.  Due to the requirement of highly technical components that were not 
included in the City of Orlando contract, the County determined to competitively bid out this
project, which was publicly advertised, one (1) submittal from Naztec, Inc. was received in 
response to the solicitation.  The prices are comparable with previous pricing schedules and 
are found to be reasonable in the market place for those types of commodities and services.  
The bid tabulation sheet and the Contractor's total bid amount listed on the price schedule
reflects the sum of the unit prices of the 269 bid items, which amounts to $6,285,642.00. This 
amount is not intended as a purchasing authority, but was to be used for comparative 
purposes if other bids were received.

Authorization for delivery of materials and services by the Contractor under this Agreement 
shall be in the form of written Release Orders issued and executed by the County for a fixed 
fee basis, including any and all reimbursable expenses.  The agreement shall take effect on 

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 8

 
SUBJECT: IFB-600592-09/GMG - Term Contract for Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets 
with Ethernet & Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components 

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Gloria Garcia EXT: 7123

County-wide Ray Hooper



the date of its execution by the County and shall run for a period of three (3) years.  At the sole
option of the County, the agreement may be renewed for three (3) successive periods not to 
exceed one (1) year each.   The estimated annual usage of the contract is approximately 
$400,000.00 per year. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board to award IFB-600592-09/GMG - Term Contract for Supply & 
Service of Controllers, Cabinets with Ethernet & Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components 
to Naztec, Inc., Sugar Land, Texas  (Term Contract).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Consensus Form
2. Tabulation Sheet/Status
3. Term Agreement IFB-600592-09

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )





                             Department of Administrative Services 
           Purchasing and Contracts Division 

                 1101 East First Street, Room 3208 
Sanford, FL 32771 

Phone: 407-665-7123; Fax: 407-665-7956 
 

 

 

 
B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL 

TABULATION SHEET 
 

Project:   IFB-600592-09/GMG – Term Contract for Supply & Service of Controllers, 
Cabinets with Ethernet & Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components 

 
 
Date:    March 25, 2009 
 
Time:   2:00 P.M. 
 
 
ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY  SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT TO THE COUNTY'S 
TERMS AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
SUBMITTED BY THE PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND EFFECT. 
RFP DOCUMENTS FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY SUBMITTALS 
RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME.  ALL OTHER DOCUMENTS 
SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE 
 

 
Response 1 

 
ITEM DESCRIPTION 

Naztec, Inc. 
PO Box 765 
Sugar Land, TX  77487 
 
 
 
 
(281) 240-7233 – Phone 
(281) 240-7238– Fax 
Bryan B. Beyer 

 
Estimated Annual Amount of Bid 

 
$6,285,642.00 

 
Tabulated by:  Gloria M. García, Senior Procurement Analyst   Posted: 3/25/2008 at 3:15 PM 
Recommendation of Award: Naztec, Inc. for BCC approval on 4/28/2009.  Posted: 3/30/2009  
at 4:00 PM 



TERM CONTRACT FOR SUPPLY AND SERVICE OF CONTROLLERS, CABINETS WITH 
ETHERNET AND MISCELLANEOUS APPURTENANCES, AND COMPONENTS 

(IFB-600592-09/GMG) 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this day of 

20 ____ , by and between NAZTEC, INC., duly authorized 

to conduct business in the State of Florida, whose address is P.o. Box 

765, Sugar Land, Texas 77487, hereinafter called "CONTRACTOR", and 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose 

address is Seminole County Services Building, 1101 East First Street, 

Sanford, Florida 32771, hereinafter called "COUNTY". 

WIT N E SSE T H: 

WHEREAS, COUNTY desires to retain the services of a competent and 

qualified contractor to supply and service controllers, cabinets with 

Ethernet and miscellaneous appurtenances, and components for Seminole 

County; and ,,~-'''6''',. 
/\1 7\ 

WHEREAS, COUNTY has request,§d;~~fo.d received expressions of interest 

for the retention of services of contractors; and 

WHEREAS, CONTRACTOR is competent and qualified to provide services 

and materials as described above and desires to provide such according 

to the terms and conditions stated herein, 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual understandings and 

covenants set forth herein, COUNTY and CONTRACTOR agree as follows: 

SECTION 1. SERVICES. COUNTY does hereby retain CONTRACTOR to 

furnish services and equipment as further described in the Scope of 

Services attached hereto as Exhibit A and made a part hereof. CONTRACTOR 

shall also be bound by all requirements as contained in the solicitation 

package and all addenda thereto. Required services and equipment shall 

be specifically enumerated, described, and depicted in the Purchase 

Orders authorizing specific services. This Agreement standing alone 

Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets with Ethernet and 
Miscellaneous Appurtenances, and Components 
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does not authorize services or purchases of equipment or require COUNTY 

to place any orders for work. 

SECTION 2. TERM. This Agreement shall take effect on the date of 

its execution by COUNTY and shall run for a period of three (3) years. 

At the sole option of COUNTY, this Agreement may be renewed for three 

(3) successive periods not to exceed one (1) year each. Expiration of 

the term of this Agreement shall have no effect upon Purchase Orders 

issued pursuant to this Agreement and prior to the expiration date. 

Obligations entered therein by both parties shall remain in effect until 

delivery and acceptance of the services and equipment authorized by the 

Purchase Order. The first three (3) months of the initial term shall be 

considered probationary. During the probationary period, COUNTY may 

immediately terminate this Agreement at any time, with or without cause, 

upon written notice to CONTRACTOR . 

SECTION 
. -~~1;,,,-

3 • AUTHORIZATION!\ FOR 
j \ (; i \ 
-<:,,:;) t 'Z:,,:Y 

SERVICES. Authorization for 

provision of services and equipmerit'''by CONTRACTOR under this Agreement 

shall be in the form of written Purchase Orders issued and executed by 

COUNTY and signed by CONTRACTOR. A sample Purchase Order is attached 

hereto as Exhibit B. Each Purchase Order shall describe the services and 

equipment required and shall state the dates for performance of services 

and delivery of equipment and establish the amount and method of 

payment. The Purchase Orders will be issued under and shall incorporate 

the terms of this Agreement. COUNTY makes no covenant or promise as to 

the number of available Purchase Orders or that CONTRACTOR will perform 

any Purchase Order for COUNTY during the life of this Agreement. COUNTY 

reserves the right to contract with other parties for the services and 

equipment contemplated by this Agreement when it is determined by COUNTY 

to be in the best interest of COUNTY to do so. 

Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets with Ethernet and 
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SECTION 4. TIME FOR COMPLETION. The services to be provided by 

CONTRACTOR shall be performed, as specified in such Purchase Orders as 

may be issued hereunder, within the time specified therein. 

SECTION 5. COMPENSATION. COill,TY agrees to compensate CONTRACTOR 

for the professional services called for under this Agreement on a 

"Fixed Fee" basis. When a Purchase Order is issued for a Fixed Fee 

basis, then the applicable Purchase Order Fixed Fee amount shall include 

any and all reimbursable expenses. The total annual compensation paid 

to CONTRACTOR pursuant to this Agreement, including reimbursable 

expenses, shall not exceed the annual amount budgeted by COmJTY for 

supply and service of controllers, cabinets wi th Ethernet and 

miscellaneous appurtenances, and components. 

SECTION 6. PAYMENT AND BILLING. 

(a) CONTRACTOR shall supply all services required by the Purchase 
, .. ~~""(><~ 

Order, but in no event shall CONT~Cf~! be paid more than the negotiated 

Fixed Fee amount stated within each"'~urchase Order. 

(b) For Purchase Orders issued on a Fixed Fee basis, CONTRACTOR 

may invoice the amount due based on the percentage of total Purchase 

Order services actually provided; but in no event shall the invoice 

amount exceed a percentage of the Fixed Fee amount equal to a percentage 

of the total services actually completed. 

(c) Payments shall be made by COmJTY to CONTRACTOR when requested 

as services are furnished but not more than once monthly. Each Purchase 

Order shall be invoiced separately. At the close of each calendar 

month, CONTRACTOR shall render to COmJTY an itemized invoice, properly 

dated, describing any services provided, the cost of the services 

therein, the name and address of CONTRACTOR, Purchase Order Number, 

Contract Number, and any other information required by this Agreement. 

Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets with Ethernet and 
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The original invoice and one (I) copy shall be sent to: 

Director of County Finance 
Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
Post Office Box 8080 
Sanford, Florida 32772 

Two (2) copies of the invoice shall be sent to: 

Public Works/Traffic Engineering 
140 Bush Loop 
Sanford, Florida 32773 

(d) Payment shall be made after review and approval by COUNTY 

within thirty (30) days of receipt of a proper invoice from CONTRACTOR. 

SECTION 7. GENERAL TERMS OF PAYMENT AND BILLING. 

(a) Upon satisfactory performance of services and receipt of 

equipment required hereunder and upon acceptance of the services and 

equipment by COUNTY, CONTRACTOR may invoice COUNTY for the full amount 

of compensation provided for under the terms of this Agreement less any 

amount already paid by COUNTY. pay CONTRACTOR wi thin 

thirty (30) days of receipt of 

(b) COUNTY may perform or have performed an audit of the records 

of CONTRACTOR after final payment to support final payment hereunder. 

This audit would be performed at a time mutually agreeable to CONTRACTOR 

and COUNTY subsequent to the close of the final fiscal period in which 

the last services are provided. Total compensation to CONTRACTOR may be 

determined subsequent to an audit as provided for in subsection (b) of 

this Section, and the total compensation so determined shall be used to 

calculate final payment to CONTRACTOR. Conduct of this audit shall not 

delay final payment as provided by subsection (a) of this Section. 

(c) CONTRACTOR agrees to maintain all books, documents, papers, 

accounting records, and other evidence pertaining to services provided 

under this Agreement in such a manner as will readily conform to the 

terms of this Agreement and to make such services available at 
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CONTRACTOR's office at all reasonable times during the Agreement period 

and for five (5) years from the date of final payment under the contract 

for audit or inspection as provided for in subsection (b) of this 

Section. 

(d) In the event any audit or inspection conducted after final 

payment but within the period provided in paragraph (c) of this Section 

reveals any overpayment by COUNTY under the terms of the Agreement, 

CONTRACTOR shall refund such overpayment to COUNTY within thirty (30) 

days of notice by COUNTY. 

SECTION 8. RESPONSIBILITIES OF CONTRACTOR. Neither COUNTY'S 

review, approval, or acceptance of, nor payment for, any of the services 

or equipment required shall be construed to operate as a waiver of any 

rights under this Agreement or of any cause of action arising out of the 

performance of this Agreement. CONTRACTOR shall be and always remain 

liable to COUNTY in accordance AiliJ\ applicable law for any and all 
~,'~,J,,<,;J . 

damages to COUNTY caused by CONTRACTDR's negllgent or wrongful provision 

of any of the services furnished under this Agreement. 

SECTION 9. TERMINATION. 

(a) COUNTY may, by written notice to CONTRACTOR terminate this 

Agreement or any Purchase Order issued hereunder, in whole or in part, 

at any time, either for COUNTY'S convenience or because of the failure 

of CONTRACTOR to fulfill its Agreement obligations. Upon receipt of 

such notice, CONTRACTOR shall immediately discontinue all services 

affected, unless the notice directs otherwise, and deliver to COUNTY all 

data, drawings, specifications, reports, estimates, summaries, and any 

and all such other information and services of whatever type or nature 

as may have been accumulated by CONTRACTOR in performing this Agreement, 

whether completed or in process. 
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(b) If the termination is for the convenience of COUNTY, 

CONTRACTOR shall be paid compensation for services performed to the date 

of termination. 

(c) If the termination is due to the failure of CONTRACTOR to 

fulfill its Agreement obligations, COUNTY may take over the work and 

prosecute the same to completion by other Agreements or otherwise. In 

such case, CONTRACTOR shall be liable to COUNTY for all reasonable 

additional costs occasioned to COUNTY thereby. CONTRACTOR shall not be 

liable for such additional costs if the failure to perform the Agreement 

arises without any fault or negligence of CONTRACTOR; provided, however, 

that CONTRACTOR shall be responsible and liable for the actions of its 

subcontractors, agents, employees, and persons and entities of a similar 

type or na ture . Such causes may include acts of God or of the public 

enemy, acts of COUNTY in its sovereign or contractual capacity, fires, 

floods, epidemics, quarantine res!f4'~/~ions I strikes I freight embargoes f 

",,0,It,,;.) 
and unusually severe weather; but 'ire every case the failure to perform 

must be beyond the control and without any fault or negligence of 

CONTRACTOR. 

(d) If after notice of termination for failure to fulfill its 

Agreement obligations it is determined that CONTRACTOR had not so 

failed, the termination shall be conclusively deemed to have been 

effected for the convenience of COUNTY. In such event, adjustment in 

the Agreement price shall be made as provided in subsection (b) of this 

Section. 

(e) The rights and remedies of COUNTY provided for in this 

Section are in addition and supplemental to any and all other rights and 

remedies provided by law or under this Agreement. 

SECTION 10. AGREEMENT AND PURCHASE ORDER IN CONFLICT. Whenever 

the terms of this Agreement conflict with any Purchase Order issued 
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pursuant to it, this Agreement shall prevail. 

SECTION 11. EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYMENT. CONTRACTOR agrees that 

it will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for 

employment for work under this Agreement because of race, color, 

religion, sex, age, disability, or national origin and will take steps 

to ensure that applicants are employed and employees are treated during 

employment without regard to race, color, religion, sex, age, 

disability, or national origin. This provision shall include, but not 

be limited to, the following: employment, upgrading, demotion or 

transfer; recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay 

or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including 

apprenticeship. 

SECTION 12. NO CONTINGENT FEES. CONTRACTOR warrants that it has 

not employed or retained any company or person other than a bona fide 

employee working solely 
_"../ft·"~ .. t' 

for COp~~~TOR to solicit 
i.;·-v M (-:-,,) 

not paid~'<5':i"~greed to pay any 

or secure this 

Agreement and that it has person, company, 

corporation, individual, or firm other than a bona fide employee working 

solely for CONTRACTOR, any fee, commission, percentage, gift, or other 

consideration contingent upon or resulting from award or making of this 

Agreement. For the breach or violation of this provision, COUNTY shall 

have the right to terminate the Agreement at its sole discretion, 

without liability and to deduct from the Agreement price or otherwise 

recover the full amount of such fee, commission, percentage, gift, or 

consideration. 

SECTION 13. CONFLICT OF INTEREST. 

(a) CONTRACTOR agrees that it will not contract for or accept 

employment for the performance of any work or service with any 

individual, business, corporation, or government unit that would create 

a conflict of interest in the performance of its obligations pursuant to 
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this Agreement with COUNTY. 

(b) CONTRACTOR agrees that it will neither take any action nor 

engage in any conduct that would cause any COUNTY employee to violate 

the provisions of Chapter 112, Florida Statutes, relating to ethics in 

government. 

(c) In the event that CONTRACTOR causes or in any way promotes or 

encourages a COUNTY officer, employee, or agent to violate Chapter 112, 

Florida Statutes, COUNTY shall have the right to terminate this 

Agreement. 

SECTION 14. ASSIGNMENT. This Agreement, or any interest herein, 

shall not be assigned, transferred, or otherwise encumbered under any 

circumstances by the parties hereto without prior written consent of the 

other party and in such cases only by a document of equal digni ty 

herewith. 

SECTION 15. 
__ ./.J'(t',,~,_, 

SUBCONTRACTORS l\ FY\ the event that CONTRACTOR, during 
;\--.:'~~~~;=>7 

the course of the work under thls Agreement, requires the services of 

subcontractors or other professional associates in connection with 

services covered by this Agreement, CONTRACTOR must first secure the 

prior express written approval of COUNTY. If subcontractors or other 

professional associates are required in connection with the services 

covered by this Agreement, CONTRACTOR shall remain fully responsible for 

the services of subcontractors or other professional associates. 

SECTION 16. INDEMNIFICATION OF COUNTY. CONTRACTOR agrees to hold 

harmless and indemnify COUNTY and its commissioners, officers, em-

ployees, and agents against any and all claims, losses, damages, or 

lawsuits for damages, arising from, allegedly arising from, or related 

to the provision of services hereunder by CONTRACTOR. 
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SECTION 17. INSURANCE. 

(a) GENERAL. CONTRACTOR shall, at its own cost, procure the 

insurance required under this Section. 

(1) Prior to commencement of work pursuant to this 

Agreement, CONTRACTOR shall furnish COUNTY with a Certificate of 

Insurance signed by an authorized representative of the insurer 

evidencing the insurance required by this Section (Workers' 

Compensation/Employer's Liability, Commercial General Liability, and 

Business Auto). COUNTY and its officials, officers, and employees shall 

be named additional insured under the Commercial General Liability 

Policy. The Certificate of Insurance shall provide that COUNTY shall be 

given not less than thirty (30) days written notice prior to the 

cancellation or restriction of coverage. Until such time as the 

insurance is no longer required to be maintained by CONTRACTOR, 

CONTRACTOR shall provide cOUNi¥t~i th 

(l'~'~i~J 
a renewal or replacement 

Certificate of Insurance not than thirty (30) days before 

expiration or replacement of the insurance for which a previous 

certificate has been provided. 

(2) The Certificate shall contain a statement that it is 

being provided in accordance with the Agreement and that the insurance 

is in full compliance with the requirements of the Agreement. In lieu 

of the statement on the Certificate, CONTRACTOR will at the option of 

COUNTY submit a sworn, notarized statement from an authorized 

representative of the insurer that the Certificate is being provided in 

accordance with the Agreement and that the insurance is in full 

compliance with the requirements of the Agreement. 

(3) In addition to providing the Certificate of Insurance, 

if required by COUNTY, CONTRACTOR shall, within thirty (30) days after 

receipt of the request, provide COUNTy with a certified copy of each of 
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the policies of insurance providing the coverage required by this 

Section. 

(4) Neither approval by COUNTY nor failure to disapprove 

the insurance furnished by CONTRACTOR shall relieve CONTRACTOR of its 

full responsibility for performance of any obligation including 

CONTRACTOR indemnification of COUNTY under this Agreement. 

(b) INSURANCE COMPANY REQUIREMENTS. Insurance companies 

providing the insurance under this Agreement must meet the following 

requirements: 

(1) Companies issuing policies other than Workers' 

Compensation must be authorized to conduct business in the State of 

Florida and prove same by maintaining Certificates of Authority issued 

to the companies by the Department of Insurance of the State of Florida. 

Policies for Workers' Compensation may be issued by companies 

authorized as a group sel by Section 624.4621, Florida 

Statutes. 

(2) In addition, such companies other than those authorized 

by Section 624.4621, Florida Statutes, shall have and maintain a Best's 

Rating of "A-" or better and a Financial Size Category of "VII" or 

better according to A.M. Best Company. 

(3) If during the period which an insurance company is 

providing the insurance coverage required by this Agreement, an 

insurance company shall: (i) lose its Certificate of Authority, (ii) no 

longer comply with Section 624.4621, Florida Statutes, or (iii) fail to 

maintain the requisite Best's Rating and Financial Size Category, 

CONTRACTOR shall, as soon as CONTRACTOR has knowledge of any such 

circumstance, immediately notify COUNTY and immediately replace the 

insurance coverage provided by the insurance company with a different 

insurance company meeting the requirements of this Agreement. 
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such time as CONTRACTOR has replaced the unacceptable insurer with an 

insurer acceptable to COUNTY CONTRACTOR shall be deemed to be in default 

of this Agreement. 

(c) SPECIFICATIONS. Without limiting any of the other 

obligations or liability of CONTRACTOR, CONTRACTOR shall, at its sole 

expense, procure, maintain, and keep in force amounts and types of 

insurance conforming to the minimum requirements set forth in this 

subsection. Except as otherwise specified in the Agreement, the 

insurance shall become effective prior to the commencement of work by 

CONTRACTOR and shall be maintained in force until the Agreement 

completion date. The amounts and types of insurance shall conform to 

the following minimum requirements. 

(1) Workers' Compensation/Employer's Liability. 

(A) CONTRACTOR's insurance shall cover CONTRACTOR for 

liability which would be covered !f?~(t1>e latest edition of the standard 
(:;)~t(::-~) 

Workers' Compensation Policy as fiI'"m" for use in Florida by the National 

Council on Compensation Insurance, without restrictive endorsements. 

CONTRACTOR will also be responsible for procuring proper proof of 

coverage from its subcontractors of every tier for liability which is a 

result of a Workers' Compensation injury to the subcontractor's 

employees. The minimum required limits to be provided by both 

CONTRACTOR and its subcontractors are outlined in subsection (c) below. 

In addition to coverage for the Florida Workers' Compensation Act, 

where appropriate, coverage is to be included for the United States 

Longshoremen and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act, Federal Employers' 

Liability Act, and any other applicable Federal or State law. 

(B) Subject to the restrictions of coverage found in 

the standard Workers' Compensation Policy, there shall be no maximum 

limit on the amount of coverage for liability imposed by the Florida 
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Workers' Compensation Act, the United States Longshoremen's and Harbor 

Workers' Compensation Act, or any other coverage customarily insured 

under Part One of the standard Workers' Compensation Policy. 

(C) The minimum amount of coverage under Part Two of 

the standard Workers' Compensation Policy shall be: 

$100,000.00 
$100,000.00 
$100,000.00 

(Each Accident) 
(Disease-Policy Limit) 
(Disease-Each Employee) 

(2) Commercial General Liability. 

(A) CONTRACTOR's insurance shall cover CONTRACTOR for 

those sources of liability which would be covered by the latest edition 

of the standard Commercial General Liability Coverage Form (ISO Form CG 

00 01), as filed for use in the State of Florida by the Insurance 

Services Office, without the attachment of restrictive endorsements 

other than the elimination of Coverage C, Medical Payment and the 

elimination of coverage for Fire D~~~~ Legal Liability. 
(~) ",l (t:~~ 

(B) The minimum nmits to be maintained by CONTRACTOR 

(inclusive of any amounts provided by an Umbrella or Excess policy) 

shall be as follows: 

General Aggregate 

Personal & Advertising 
Injury Limit 
Each Occurrence Limit 

(3) Business Auto Policy. 

LIMITS 

Three (3) Times the 
Each Occurrence Limit 
$300,000.00 

$300,000.00 

(A) CONTRACTOR'S insurance shall cover CONTRACTOR for 

those sources of liability which would be covered by Part IV of the 

latest edition of the standard Business Auto Policy (ISO Form CA 00 01), 

as filed for use in the State of Florida by the Insurance Services 

Office, without the attachment of restrictive endorsements. 

shall include owned, non-owned, and hired autos. 
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(B) The minimum limits to be maintained by CONTRACTOR 

(inclusive of any amounts provided by an Umbrella or Excess policy) 

shall be per-accident, combined single limit for bodily injury liability 

and property damage liability. If the coverage is subject to an 

aggregate, CONTRACTOR shall maintain separate aggregate limits of 

coverage applicable to claims arising out of or in connection with the 

work under this Agreement. The separate aggregate limits to be 

maintained by CONTRACTOR shall be a minimum of three (3) times the per-

accident limit required and shall apply separately to each policy year 

or part thereof. 

(C) The minimum amount of coverage under the Business 

Auto Policy shall be: 

LIMITS 

Each Occurrence Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage 
Liability Combined 

$300,000.00 

(d) COVERAGE. The insurance provided by CONTRACTOR pursuant to 

this Agreement shall apply on a primary basis and any other insurance or 

self-insurance maintained by COUNTY or COUNTY'S officials, officers, or 

employees shall be excess of and not contributing with the insurance 

provided by or on behalf of CONTRACTOR. 

( e) OCCURRENCE BASIS. The Workers' Compensation Policy and the 

Commercial General Liability required by this Agreement shall be 

provided on an occurrence rather than a claims-made basis. 

(f) OBLIGATIONS. Compliance with the foregoing insurance 

requirements shall not relieve CONTRACTOR, its employees, or its agents 

of liability from any obligation under a Section or any other portions 

of this Agreement. It shall also be the responsibility of CONTRACTOR to 

ensure that all of its subcontractors performing services under this 
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Agreement are in compliance with the insurance requirements of this 

Agreement as defined above. 

SECTION 18. DISPUTE RESOLUTION. 

(a) In the event of a dispute related to any performance or 

payment obligation arising under this Agreement, the parties agree to 

exhaust COUNTY dispute resolution procedures prior to filing suit or 

otherwise pursuing legal remedies. COUNTY dispute resolution procedures 

for proper invoice and payment disputes are set forth in Section 22.15, 

"Prompt Payment Procedures," Seminole County Administrati ve Code. 

Contract claims include all controversies, except disputes addressed by 

the "Prompt Payment Procedures," arising under this Agreement within the 

dispute resolution procedures set forth in Section 8.1539, "Contract 

Claims," Seminole County Administrative Code. 

(b) CONTRACTOR agrees that it will file no suit or otherwise 

pursue legal remedies based on fclc't?~'7\or evidentiary services that were 
! \ R ! \ 
G:::;:?' it, (-;.:'::) 

not presented for consideration in'"COUNTY dispute resolution procedures 

set forth in subsection (a) above of which CONTRACTOR had knowledge and 

failed to present during COUNTY dispute resolution procedures. 

(c) In the event that COUNTY dispute resolution procedures are 

exhausted and a suit is filed or legal remedies are otherwise pursued, 

the parties shall exercise best efforts to resolve disputes through 

voluntary mediation. Mediator selection and the procedures to be 

employed in voluntary mediation shall be mutually acceptable to the 

parties. Costs of voluntary mediation shall be shared equally among the 

parties participating in the mediation 

SECTION 19. REPRESENTATIVES OF COUNTY AND CONTRACTOR. 

(a) It is recognized that questions in the day-to-day conduct of 

performance pursuant to this Agreement will arise. COUNTY, upon request 

by CONTRACTOR, will designate and advise CONTRACTOR in writing of one or 
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more of its employees to whom all communications pertaining to the day-

to-day conduct of this Agreement shall be addressed. The designated 

representative shall have the authority to transmit instructions, 

receive information, and interpret and define COUNTY'S policy and 

decisions pertinent to the work covered by this Agreement. 

(b) CONTRACTOR shall at all times during the normal work week 

designate or appoint one or more representatives who are authorized to 

act on behalf of and bind CONTRACTOR regarding all matters involving the 

conduct of the performance pursuant to this Agreement and shall keep 

COUNTY continually and effectively advised of such designation. 

SECTION 20. ALL PRIOR AGREEMENTS SUPERSEDED. This document 

incorporates and includes all prior negotiations, correspondence, 

conversations, agreements, or understandings applicable to the matters 

contained herein and the parties agree that there are no commitments, 
,.''',....\.'r"~.,_ 

agreements, or understandings c9~cI"1~ing the subject matter of this 
(·:.:;;<"l~~~::;? 

Agreement that are not contained"or referred to in this document. 

Accordingly, it is agreed that no deviation from the terms hereof shall 

be predicated upon any prior representations or agreements, whether oral 

or written. 

SECTION 21. MODIFICATIONS, AMENDMENTS, OR ALTERATIONS. No 

modification, amendment, or alteration in the terms or conditions 

contained herein shall be effective unless contained in a written 

document executed with the same formality and of equal dignity herewith. 

SECTION 22. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. It is agreed that nothing 

herein contained is intended or should be construed as in any manner 

creating or establishing a relationship of co-partners between the 

parties, or as constituting CONTRACTOR (including its officers, 

employees, and agents) as an agent, representati ve, or employee of 

COUNTY for any purpose, or in any manner, whatsoever. CONTRACTOR is to 
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be and shall remain forever an independent contractor with respect to 

all services performed under this Agreement. 

SECTION 23. EMPLOYEE STATUS. Persons employed by CONTRACTOR in 

the performance of services and functions pursuant to this Agreement 

shall have no claim to pension, workers' compensation, unemployment com-

pensation, civil service, or other employee rights or privileges granted 

to COUNTY'S officers and employees either by operation of law or by 

COUNTY. 

SECTION 24. SERVICES NOT PROVIDED FOR. No claim for services 

furnished by CONTRACTOR not specifically provided for herein shall be 

honored by COUNTY. 

SECTION 25. PUBLIC RECORDS LAW. CONTRACTOR acknowledges COUNTY'S 

obligations under Article I, Section 24, Florida Constitution, and 

Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, to release public records to members of 

"'~"'"'Q''''-'-". 
the public upon request. CONTRACT9~ r7'~owledges that COUNTY is required 

'<;-~'''"t''"''C:::::>' 
to comply with Article I, Section :2'4~ Florida Constitution, and Chapter 

119, Florida Statutes, in the handling of the services created under 

this Agreement and that said statute controls over the terms of this 

Agreement. 

SECTION 26. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS. In providing 

all services pursuant to this Agreement, CONTRACTOR shall abide by all 

statutes, ordinances, rules, and regulations pertaining to, or 

regulating the provisions of, such services including those now in 

effect and hereafter adopted. Any violation of said statutes, 

ordinances, rules, or regulations shall constitute a material breach of 

this Agreement and shall entitle COUNTY to terminate this Agreement 

immediately upon delivery of written notice of termination to 

CONTRACTOR. 
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SECTION 27. NOTICES. Whenever either party desires to give 

notice unto the other, it must be given by written notice, sent by 

registered or certified United States mail, return receipt requested, 

addressed to the party for whom it is intended at the place last 

specified. The place for giving of notice shall remain such until it 

shall have been changed by written notice in compliance with the 

provisions of this Section. For the present, the parties designate the 

following as the respective places for giving of notice, to-wit: 

For COUNTY: 

Public Works/Traffic Engineering 
140 Bush Loop 
Sanford, Florida 32773 

For CONTRACTOR: 

NAZTEC, Inc. 
P.O. Box 765 
Sugar Land, Texas 77487 

SECTION 28. RIGHTS AT 
,,_/(J"", . .,. 

LAW !~ft3NED. The rights and remedies of 

COUNTY, provided for under thig::>; :l\:greemen t , are in addition 

supplemental to any other rights and remedies provided by law. 

(Signature Page Follows) 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this 

Agreement on the date below written for execution by COUNTY. 

ATTEST: 

, Secretary 

(CORPORATE SEAL) 

ATTEST: 

MARYANNE MORSE 
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida. 

For the use and reliance 
of Seminole County only. 

Approved as to form and 
legal sufficiency. 

County Attorney 

Attachments: 

NAZTEC, INC. 

By: ________________ ~~~~~--
( President 

Date: ____________________________ ___ 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

By: __ ~----------=-~----------
BOB DALLARI, 

Date: __________________________ ___ 

As authorized for execution 
by the Board of County Commissioners 
at their , 20 ____ _ 

meeting. 

Exhibit A - Scope of Services 
Exhibit B - Sample Purchase Order 

AEC/sjs 
3/2/09, 413109 
P: \Users\t.egal secretary CSB\Purchasing 2009\Agreements\IFB-600592~09 .doc 

Supply & Service of Controllers, Cabinets with Ethernet and 
Miscellaneous Appurtenances, and Components 

IFB-600592-09/GMG 
Page 18 of 18 



Section 1 -
Description of Services 

The Contractor shall be responsible for all labor, materials, equipment, coordination, 
transportation and incidentals necessary to furnish and install controllers, cabinets with Ethernet 
and miscellaneous appurtenances and components. 

Authorization for services by the successful Contractor (s) under this Agreement shall be in the 
form of written Release Orders issued and executed by the County on an as needed basis. 
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Section 4-
Price SclJedule 

PROJECT: llFB·600592·09/GMG - Term Contract for Supply & SeD1fice of Controllers, 
Cabinets with Ethernet 8. Miscellaneous Appurtenances & Components 

Name of Bidder: Naztec, Inc. 

Mailing Address: P. O. Box 765 Sugar Land, Texas 77487 

Street Address: 820 Park Two Dr. 

City/State/Zip: _--,,-S.::;uge;a.::;r:......:;L:.:;a:;.:n.::;dL.' _T:.;e;..:.x:.:;a;::s __ 7:...7:...4:.,:7.::8 ____________ _ 

Phone Number: L) 281-240-7233 FAX Number: (---.J 281-240-7238 

11 

Pursuant to and in compliance with the Invitation for Bid, Instructions to Bidders, and the other 
documents relating thereto, the undersigned Bidder, having familiarized himself with the terms 
of the Contract Documents, local conditions affecting the performance of the Work, and the cost 
of the Work at the places where the Work is to be done, hereby proposes and agrees to provide 
services in a workmanlike manner and in strict conformity with Contract Documents, including 
Addenda Nos. through .- , on file at the Purchasing and Contracts 
Division for the amount hereinafter set forth. 

The undersigned, as Bidder, declares that the only persons or parties interested in this bid as 
principals are those named herein; that this bid is made without collusion with any person, firm 
or corporation; and he proposes and agrees, if the bid is accepted, that he/she will execute an 
Agreement with the COUNTY in the form set forth in the Contract Documents; that he/she will 
furnish the insurance Certificates. 

Part I Subtotal: $ l-/ I "I T71)~\ \ 

Part II Subtotal: $ ~g7 350 

Part III Subtotal: $ i i 0 ;)6 I 4 () 8.. 

Part IV Subtotal: $ i()lj J S'i' q 

TOTAL AMOUNT OF BID: $ ~I ;). g<;/ (,,4;). . 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, BIDDER has hereunto executed this PRICE SCHEDULE FORMS 
this 23 day of March ,20~. 

Naztec, Inc. 
(Name of BIDDER) 

Bryan B. Beyer, Systems Manager 
Printed name and title of person signing FORM) 
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Price Schedule IFB·600592·09/GMG 

PART i . SOFTWARE 

Item # 
Descri ption 

Unit Price 

1 
Naztec Regional Traffic Signal Control 

$ 7CJ,oOO 
Naztec CCTV - Camera Control Module 

2 $ )..5 ,DO 0 

3 
Naztec Dynamic Message Signs Module 

$ )),0(\0 

4 
Naztec Incident Management Module 

$ ;P;, 00 0 

5 
Naztec Parking Guidance Module 

$ 35',000 

6 
Naztec Adaptive Central Control Module 

$ ~75JOOO 

7 
Naztec Traffic Responsive Module 

\ $ 75",000 

8 
Naztec Transit Priority Module 

$ I ;2t;, 000 
Naztec Traveler Information Module 

9 $ '3'5',000 
Naztec Traffic Maintenance Module 

10 $ '3s 1 00 0 

11 
Naztec Local Adaptive Control Module per Intersection 

$ Ii 750 
Naztec Local 2070 software 

12 $ 700 

13 
Naztec Local NTCIP Transit Priority Module 

lid-DO $ 

Naztec WEB. now 
14 $ '35/000 . 

15 
Nazlec AVL.now Public Vehicle Tracking Module 

$ '37),000 
Naztec EMERGENCY. now 

16 $ 'J,/OO/)OO 
Nazlec PRIORITY.now 

17 
$ 1/ ~CiOI 000 

COMPANY: No:z.±ec: ,1()C, 
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Item#-
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec PARTNER.now for Palm™ or Windows™ Mobile 
18 $ ~Iq,\ 5" 

Naztec Windows™ Mobile GPSfGIS Interface 
19 

$ 10/600 

20 
Latest SynchrofSlmTraffic from Trafficware 

4,00" ~ $ 
Latest 3D Viewer from Trafficware 

21 $ QCiq 
Latest Warrants from Trafficware 

22 $ 5L-lq 
23 

Naztec Laptop Upload/Download Software 

5' 1°00 $ 

24 
Naztec Desktop UploadfDownload Software 

$ 10/ 0 00 

SUBTOTAL FOR PART I J' 1.-/ /fl 7 I ;;;tq I 
.. --.,~-.- ----- --~---.. - ----- , .............. 

\ 

COMPANY: No-t+a I "It!-c 
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PART In - LABOR: 

Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

1 
Naztec Database Conversion per intersection 

$ ?s-a 
Naztec Database Conversions for 100 intersections 

2 
$ 9°1000 

3 
Intersection graphic per location 

$ ?S'O 

4 
Intersection graphics for 100 locations 

!JOt 000 $ 

5 
Training Cost - Naztec Central System 

$ (;,5"00 

6 
ITralning Cost - Naztec Field Hardware 

$ &, ')00 

7 
Integration of Naztec CCTV - Camera Control Module 

.$ J 5, 000 

8 
Integration of Naztec Dynamic Message Signs Module 

$ 15/000 
\ 

9 
Integration of Naztec Incident Management Module 

i 5,000 $ 

10 
Integration of Naztec Parking Guidance Module 

$ 1',,000 

11 
Integration of Naztec Adaptive Control Module 

$ /.J5",000 

12 
Integration of Naztec Transit Priority Module 

$ 1..-/;/000 

13 
Integration of Naztec Traveler Information Module 

$ 15/ 000 

14 
Integration of Naztec Traffic Maintenance Module 

$ I., 1000 

15 
Integration of Naztec Local Adaptive Control Module 

$ 151°00 

16 
Professional Engineering Services on Naztec equipment 

$ JOO 

17 
Software Engineering Services on Naztec software 

. $ I So 

18 
On-site Service per day plus component expense for Naztec 

,-00 equipment $ I':> 

COMPANY: 
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Btem# 
Description 

Unit Price 

19 3-day on-site install/test for Naztec equipment 
$ 4J":>00 

20 Install Server Software for Naztec equipment 
$ :2/500 

21 Install Workstation Software for Naztec equipment 
$ i 1")00 

~ Engineering Services for Naztec equipment 
$ 106 

23 Naztec Ca binet Install $ 1..1,/,,00 

" ... ntroller Install $ ;)/5"'60 
Update intersection timing with data collection per 

25 intersection for Naztec Controllers using existing Synchro 
4/ g60 Files $ 

Update intersection timing with data collection per 
26 intersection for Naztec Controllers generating new Synchro (",000 

Files $ 

27 
Update intersection timing per intersection for Naztec 

3/ 000 Controllers using existing Synchro Files $ 

28 
Update intersection timing per intersection for Naztec 
Controllers generating new Synchro Files $ 1..J 1 S-CO 

29 Data collection 'for signal timing for Naztec controliers 
$ ;),000 

30 
Implement Adaptive per intersection for Naztec Controliers 

$ 4 1<;00 

31 
Implement Traffic Responsive plan selection per intersection 

~1<&50 for Naztec Controllers $ 

32 EMERGENCY,now yearly maintenance 
$ ')10100 0 

33 PRIORITY now yearly maintenance 
$ I ;}.O!OOO 

34 ATMS. now yearly Maintenance 
$ 7,t;oo 

35 Adaptive Responsive yearly Maintenance 
$ 45"/000 

36 Traffic Responsive yearly Maintenance 
$ 7/500 

37 Repair Charge (parts not included) per hour 
$ !l0 

SUBTOTAL FOR PART" I Co $I '3/ "35() 

COMPANY: 
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PART m· F!ElD HARDWARE 

Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec 980 TS2-1 Controllers 2 Port 
1 

$ I;; 5'0 
I 

Naztec 980 TS2-2 Controllers 2 Port 
2 

$ 1135'0 
Naztec 980 TS2-1 Controllers wI Ethernet 2 Port 

;;t 35D 3 
$ l 

Naztec 980 TS2-2 Controllers wI Ethernet 2 Port 
4 

$ {;I,I..{ C; 0 
Naztec 980 TS2-1 Controllers 4 Port 

5 
$ ;),05 0 

Naztec 980 TS2-2 Controllers 4 Port 
6 

$ '().,') 5' 6 

Naztec 980 TS2-1 Controllers wI Ethernet 4 Port 
7 

$ "J-, <OS'b 
Naztec 980 TS2-2 Controllers wI Ethernet 4 Port 

8 
$ '() ,a. '::> 0 

\ 

Naztec ATC Controller 
9 

$ f),1> 50 

10 
Naztec ATC Controller Upgrade . 

U,,50 $ 

11 
Naztec ATC Controller Upgrade for new cabinet purchase 

$ i/~ 5"0 

12 
Naztec 980 ENET Upgrade 

$ 10)50 
Naztec BIU wI RS232 

13 
$ 30D 

14 
Naztec TS2 Cabinet Power Supply 

$ 3S'6 
Naztec Detectors 2-Channel 

15 
$ I)'S-

Naztec Detectors 4-Channel 
16 

$ ?t)O 
Naztec Detectors 2-Channel LCD 

17 
$ ''J. '} r; 

Naztec Detectors 4-Channel LCD 
18 

$ 35"0 

. COMPANY: 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec TS 1 Shelf Detector i-Channel 
19 $ ~?-i) 

Naztec MMU wi RS232 
20 $ 57<; 

Naztec MMU wi RS232 Tri Color 
21 $ &p715 

Naztec MMU LCD 
~7t; 22 $ 

Naztec MMU LCD wi Ethernet 
23 $ q? S-

Naztec CMU LCD wi RS232 
(., 7 J 24 $ 

Load Switches for a Naztec cabinet 
25 $ '60 

Flasher for a Naztec cabinet 
26 $ 3D 
27 

Flash Relay for a Naztec cabinet 

$ 30 \ 

Naztec ISO Interface Panel 
28 

$ ~S-O 

29 
Naztec Loop Interface Panel 

$ '366 
Naztec Communication Panels 

30 
$ 15"0 

Naztec 0 Connector Panel 
31 

$ ,>06 

33 
Naztec Microwave Detector interface panel 

$ 300 
Naztec Fiber Interface Panel 

- 34 $ ~5"O 
Naztec External FSK Modem 

35 $ 360 

36 
Naztec Modem cable for dial-uplfiber/FSKIRadio Moderns 

$ ?S' 
Naztec External Dial-Up Modern 

1~ 37 $ 
Naztec Punch down block interface 

38 $ 5'0 

COMPANY: 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec 2070 Lite NEMA Controller 
3i~D6 39 $ 

Naztec 2070 Lite Controller 
40 $ '5,DDO 

Naztec 2070 FIO-8 NEMA 
41 

$ i i ')..c; 0 

Naztec TS2 Test Box 
42 $ ?,c;oo 

43 
Naztec RS232 Opto-Isolator Box wI Cables 

'300 $ 
Naztec Rack for FSK Rack Modems 

300 44 $ 
Naztec SDLC Cable 

<3~ 45 

Naztec RS232 Cable 
j).t:; 46 

$ 
Paint Naztec cabinet either inside or outside 

47 
$ 500 

\ 

Naztec Chronomax Time Clock 
?-2S 48 

$ 

49 
Naztec Chronomax Time Clock wI Pigtail 

'}Oo $ 

50 
Naztec Flasher Cabinet wlo Time Clock or Pager Unit 

55'0 $ 

51 
Naztec Chronomax Pager Unit Upgrade Kit 

$ 5"00 

52 
Naztec Pager Verification Unit (1 needed for central) 

550 $ 

53 
Naztec Chronomax IP Unit Upgrade Kit 

150 $ 

54 
Naztec Central Pager Software 

$ 1000 
Naztec GPS Unit for local controller 

55 $ .5"00 

56 
Naztec 1 Section 12" Black Polycarbonate Signal Head 

$ 50 
57 

Naztec 3 Section 12" Black Polycarbonate Signal Head 

$ 15D 

COMPANY: 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit iPrice 

58 
Naztec 5 Section 12" Black Polycarbonate Signal Head 

$ ;1,50 

59 
Naztec 1 Section 12" Black Aluminum Signal Head 

$ 30 

60 
Naztec 3 Section 12" Black Aluminum Signal Head 

$ 0100 

61 
Naztec 5 Section 12" Black Aluminum Signal Head 

$ '300 

Naztec Pedestrian Clamshell 
62 $ li5 

63 
Naztec Detector Surge Surrestor 

$ 10 

64 
Naztec IP Traffic Counter (1-500) 

$ I s5b 

65 
Naztec IP Traffic Counter (500+) 

$ 11..100 
Ethernet Card for Naztec Controller 

66 $ 756 , 

67 
Cable to power a TS2-2 controller in a TS2-1 cabinet 

$ 75 
68 

Generator Plug Adder to new Naztec cabinet 

$ 1)'0 
Photo Cell Adder to new Naztec cabinet 

69 $ 750 

70 
Rack Cabinet UPS Adder (Unit and 4 Batteries) 

3~t;o $ 
GPS Adder to new Naztec cabinet 

71 $ 500 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS 

72 
$ jc\/')::,O 

73 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper 

$ ')")f?-'"3>O 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber 

9! I ?-36 74 $ 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, LCD, IP Monitor 

'd- O ,?-30 75 $ 

76 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, IP Monitor 

$ ifJj?3D 

COMPANY: ~ (FZ ~CC i t/K 
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item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, IP Monitor 
77 

$ ')~ I;} -:':> () 

78 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper, Encoder 

$ ;) S' I ;f.30 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, Encoder 

)q I ?30 79 $ 

80 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, IP Monitor, 

~t.,,1?'36 Encoder $ 

81 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, IP Monitor, 
Encoder $ ')5,)-'} 0 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS wlo Controller 

l<t,f?}O 82 $ 

83 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper wlo Controller 

().l ~ X30 $ 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber w/o Controller 

d b( ;)30 84 
$ 

86 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, IP Monitor 

')-?-, J. j() w/o Controller \ $ 

87 
NaztecRack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, IP Monitor 
w/o Controller $ ;;<I,?10 

88 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper, Encoder wlo 

?4 j ?'3D Controller $ 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, Encoder w/o Controller 

89 $ ?-3 i ?-'?;6 

90 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, IP Monitor, 
Encoder w/o Controller $ ;)5' ! '). 3D 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, IP Monitor, 

91 Encoder w/o Controller $ ;l-4 , ;l3Zl 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS w/o Controller, Monitor 

92 $ 17 173D 

93 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Copper w/o Controller, Monitor 

i?o (730 $ 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, Fiber w/o Controller, Monitor 

94 
$ I q /73D 

Naztec Rack Cabinet wi UPS, LCD, IP Monitor w/o 
i g 1'7 3D 95 Controller, Monitor $ 

96 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, w/o 

,)1 {73D Controller, Monitor $ 

COMPANy:1\) IU--t CL i Ii1C r 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

97 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, wlo 
Controlier, Monitor $ JO 17 30 

98 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Copper, Encoder wlo 
Controlier, Monitor $ ;).." /7 3D 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Fiber, Encoder wlo Controlier, 

99 Monitor $ #~1/30 . 

100 
Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Copper, LCD Dets, Encoder 

~4 /7 3D wlo Controlier, Monitor $ 

Naztec Rack Cabinet wI UPS, Fiber, LCD Dets, Encoder wlo 
101 Controller, Monitor $ ')71 730 

Naztec Rack Cabinet 32 Channel Detection adder 
102 

$ 1,5DO 

103 
Naztec Video Detection 1 approach 

rtf OOb $ 

104 
Naztec Video Detection 2 approach 

$ qi goO 

105 
Naztec Video Detection 4 approach 

11°1 qOb \ $ 

106 
Naztec Video Detection 5 approach 

$ ~II 1700 

107 
Naztec Video Detection 6 approach 

$ 'J,t:;{506 

108 
Naztec Video Cable per ft 

$ ~ 
Naztec In line Isolator 

109 
$ ;)5'0 

Naztec Video Power Panel 
110 

$ y~O 
Naztec Video IP Comm. Board 

111 
$ 10 S'C 0 

Naztec Video Rack Chasis 
112 

$ LiDO 
Naztec Video Detection Camera 

113 
$ 1/ 'JOO 

114 
Naztec Video 1 channel processor 

18 q<;D $ 

115 
Naztec Video 2 channel processor 

$ 3/°00 

COMPANY: 
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~tem # 
Description 

Unit Price 

116 
Naztec Video mounting kit 

$ 100 

117 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet 

$ 5 ( '/)00 

118 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet 

$ 1.12 1 300 

119 
Naztec Type 4 Cabinet 

4 I '1$0 l:> $ 

120 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wi Ethernet 

0(50 0 $ 

121 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wi Ethernet 

$ /,000 

122 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wlLCD 

(P/300 $ I 

123 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wlLCD 

l& I ~() D $ 

124 
Naztec Type 4 Cabinet wlLCD 

0,30 0 I 
\ $ I 

125 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wi Ethernet, LCD 

I 

71 ()O6 $ I 

126 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 4 Cabinet wi Ethernet, LCD 

7/ <;00 
• 

$ 

127 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet 

& I ')10 $ 

128 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet 

0 710 $ .1 

129 
Naztec Type 5 Cabinet 

$ C)/JiO 

130 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wi Ethernet 

&/qIO $ 

131 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wi Ethernet 

f ,I..i 10 $ 

132 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wlLCD 

(P,710 $ 

133 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wlLCD 

7 i;l ID $ 

134 
Naztec Type 5 Cabinet wlLCD 

5'1 ! j() $ 

COMPANY: ~ 07. kc. ;LdC 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

135 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wI Ethernet, LCD 

$ 7 / WIO 

136 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 5 Cabinet wI Ethernet, LCD 

7dlO $ 

137 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet 

$ LI'710 

138 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet 

'7 1 ')10 $ 

139 
Naztec Type 6 Cabinet 

51'710 $ 

140 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wI Ethernet 

71410 $ 

141 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wi Ethernet 

7,41D $ 

142 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wlLCD 

7,~ 10 $ 

143 
Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wlLCD 

'70 7 10 
\ $ 

144 
Naztec Type 6 'Cabinet wlLCD 

&1 JIO $ 

145 
Naztec TS2-1 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wi Ethernet, LCD 

$ 7 i qlo 
146 

Naztec TS2-2 Controller & Type 6 Cabinet wi Ethernet, LCD 

$ glL/fO 
Naztec Shelf Mount Cabinet Rack adder 

147 
$ i j7 C;O 

Naztec Shelf Mount Cabinet UPS adder 
148 

$ t)',IOO 
Naztec Rear Door adder 

149 $ 75"0 
Naztec Cabinet Size Increase adder 

150 
$ 5"60 

Naztec Cabinet 16 Channel Detection adder 
151 $ j.~<)O 

Naztec Cabinet 32 Channel Detection adder 
152 

$ ',,000 

153 
Naztec Empty Cabinet Shell Size 5 

14 'dOO $ 

COMPANY: 
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Item # 
Description 

Unit Price 

Naztec Empty Cabinet Shell Size 6 

$ I j «)00 154 

Naztec UPS Inverter 
155 $ ;).1 &> SD 

Naztec UPS Battery 

$ 50 156 )-

157 
Naztec UPS Bypass 

$ 3<:30 
EEPROM Module for Controller 

158 $ {)'O 
Blank MMU Card 

159 $ 100 
Internal Controller Power Supply 

$ '35"0 160 

Controller CPU Board 
161 $ 1000 

Controller CPU Piggy Back Board 

$ I ;it; 162 
\ 

Controller 1/0 Board 
163 $ 71)0 

SUBTOTAL FOR PART I II 1/,O'd-O/40 'J,. 

COMPANY; 
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PART IV - NETWORK APPLIANCES 

Item#- Description Unit 

1 
Dell 2955 Server or equivalent for Naztec equipment 

8(;}'06 $ 

2 
pell Precision Workstation or equivalent for Naztec 

wi! 'i)o 0 equipment $ 

3 
Dell Precision Remote Dial-up Workstations or equivalent for 

LI, y>oO Naztec equipment $ 

4 
Dell Latitude 5500 or equivalent Laptop for Naztec 

9/ «,0 0 equipment $ 

5 
APC Smart UPS 2200VA or equivalent for Naztec eqUipment 

9./$'00 $ 

6 
Dell Network Rack System or equivalent for Naztec 
equipment $ 5,5'00 

7 
Rack Mounted Modems Unit for Naztec equipment 

300 $ 

8 
Rack Mounted Modems for Naztec equipment 

$ '&00 
\ 

9 
Rack for rack mounted FO modems (19" Rack for 20 
Modems) for Naztec equipment $ 500 

10 
Rack mounted FO modems for Naztec equipment 

\,3<;0 $ 

11 
Palm Pilot or equivalent wi Naztec Interface Software 

$ 500 

12 
Dell Windows Mobile or equivalent Mobile wi naztec Interface 
Software $ 750 

13 
Dell Windows Mobile w/GPS or equivalent Mobile wi naztec qS-o Interface Software $ 

14 
Local MDS 9810 or equivalent attached to Naztec controller 

$ 9/:;; <;0 

15 
Master MDS 9810 or equivalent attached to Naztec controller 

$ ') i;; t;-o 

16 
Local MDS INET2 or equivalent attached to Naztec controller 

J/7SD $ 

17 
Master MDS INET2 or equivalent attached to Naztec 
controller $ 8,Cf5'O 

18 
Power Supply for Radio attached to Naztec controller 

$ I~O 

COMPANY: 
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Item#- Description Unit 

19 
Cisco 1410 or equivalent attached to Naztec controller 

$ (P I C;OO 

20 
Local MDS Mercury or equivalent attached to Naztec 
controller $ 'd i ~ 5'0 

21 
Master MDS Mercury or equivalent attached to Naztec 

J/7r;-O controller $ 
3GB Omni-directional Antenna attached to a Naztec 

22 controller or central software $ LloO 
6GB Omni-directional Antenna attached to a Naztec 

23 controller or central software $ (POD 
9GB Omnl-directional Antenna attached to a Naztec 

24 controller or central software $ iC;D 

25 
Vagi Antenna attached to a Naztec controller 

')00 $ 

26 
Cable for Antenna (per foot) attached to a Naztec controller 

;;t $ 
Radio Connector Kit 

27 
$ 50 

\ 

28 
Cisco IE3000 or equivalent Industrial Switch single-mode 

'd I I r;o port attached to a Naztec controller $ 

29 
Cisco IE3000 or equivalent Industrial Switch multi-mode port 

1- « 11:)0 attached to a Naztec controller $ 

30 
Foundry Layer 3 or equivalent attached to a Naztec controller 

$ Cj I ?r;o 
31 

Gbic Optics LX for switch attached to a Naztec controller 

$ ;;r;0 

32 
Gbic Optics ZX for switch attached to a Naztec controller 

$ Ii )00 

33 
Gbic Optics MTRJ for switch attached to a Naztec controller 

$ 35'0 
34 

Fiber Optic Patch Cables for switch attached to a Naztec 
II- S-controller $ 

35 
Bosch Camera wi PTZ or equivalent compatible with 
Naztec's ATMS $ 3,550 

36 
Camera Cable per ft 

:J $ 

37 
Coretec Video Encoder 1 channel or equivalent compatible 

'J, SYO with Naztec's ATMS $ 
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!tem#- Description Unit 

Video Encoder 2 channel or equivalent compatible with 
38 Naztec's ATMS $ ;i. /7 ') () 

39 
Video Encoder 4 channel or equivalent compatible with 
Naztec's ATMS $ 3;d-S'o 

40 
Actelis ML688 or equivalent Copper Over Ethernet Device at 
Intersection attached to a Naztec controller $ :." 'JS O 

41 
Actelis ML 1300 or equivalent Copper Over Ethernet Device 
at Hub attached to a Naztec controller $ i4 d S'I1>O 

SUBTOTAL fOR PART IV #/04J5Qq 

\ 
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[
FLORIDA SALES: 69·11-033995-53C 
FEDERAL SALES/USE: 59·74-{)013K 

COUNTY SERVICES BUILDING 
1101 EAST FIRST STREET 
SANFORD FL 32771 

SUBMIT ALL INVOICES IN DUPLICATE TO: 
CLERK - B.C.C. FINANCE DIVISION 

POST OFFICE BOX 8080 
SANFORD, FL 32772-0869 

Accls. Payable Inquiries ~ Phone (407) 665--7881 

EXHIBIT B 
Board of County Commissioners 

Seminole County, Florida 
PURCHASE ORDER 

Page 1 

ORDER NUMBER: 

FOR l~QUIRIES REGARDlNG1HIS ORDER CONTACT: .. 
FISCAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT· PURCHASING AND 
CONTRACTS DlVlSION 
1101 E, 1s1 STREET· COUNTY SERVICES BLDG. - RM. #3208 
SANFORD FLORIDA 32771 
PHONE: (407) 665-7116! FAX: 1407) 665·7956 

TOTAL AMOUNT 

PURCHASING AND CONTRACTS DIVISION -AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE 

for: SEMINOLE COUNlY BOARD OF COUNlY COMMISSONERS 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award RFP-600587-09/BJC - Term Contract for Irrigation System Evaluation Services to Clear 
Water Products and Services, Inc., Winter Springs (Term Contract).

BACKGROUND:

RFP-600587-09/BJC - Term Contract for Irrigation System Evaluation Services will provide 
for irrigation system evaluations, site-specific recommendations, installation, repairs or 
replacement of automatic shutoff device (ASD), and education on other indoor and outdoor 
water conservation techniques.  The scope of services will include, but are not limited to, 
preparation and submittal for approval of a Project Management Plan (PMP) describing in 
detail each activity that will be performed; weekly customer contact report; monthly evaluation 
and recommendations report; schedule appointments for irrigation evaluations utilizing 
customer contact information provided by County; make reminder phone calls; provide 
irrigation evaluation and education services; follow up with each participant within forty-five 
(45) calendar days; document their adoption of recommended practices; pre and post water 
usage and financial savings; prepare End of Calendar Year (EOCY) Report; and provide 
support in educational outreach programs three times per year.  

This project was publicly advertised and the County received four (4) responses to the
solicitation.  The Evaluation Committee which consisted of Ruth Hazard, Environmental 
Services Department; Debbie Meinert, Environmental Services Department and Gary 
Rudolph, Environmental Services Department, evaluated the proposals.  Consideration was 
given to price proposal, qualifications and experience of the firms in conducting irrigation 
audits and evaluation of previous irrigation audit reports.  All firms met with the Evaluation
Committee  and based on the evaluation factors, one of the firms was considered non-
responsive due to the fact that the submittal was silent regarding management/methodology, 
approach and the capability of the firm to provide the educational sessions as required.  Staff 
is recommending Clear Water Products and Services, Inc. as the overall best value solution
considering price, qualifications and experience.   

Authorization for delivery of services by the Contractor under this Agreement shall be in the 
form of written Release Orders issued and executed by the County for a fixed fee basis, 
including any and all reimbursable expenses.  The agreement shall take effect on the date of 
its execution by the County and shall run for a period of one (1) year.  At the sole option of the 
County, the agreement may be renewed for two (2) successive periods not to exceed one (1) 
year each.   The estimated annual usage of this contract is $200,000.00.

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 9

 
SUBJECT: RFP-600587-09/BJC - Term Contract for Irrigation System Evaluation Services

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Betsy Cohen EXT: 7112

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award RFP-600587-09/BJC - Term Contract for Irrigation 
System Evaluation Services to Clear Water Products and Services, Inc., Winter Springs (Term
Contract).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement
2. Tabulation Sheet
3. Evaluation of Proposals

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )

























































 
B

.C
.C

. -
 S

EM
IN

O
LE

 C
O

U
N

TY
, F

L 
R

FP
 T

AB
U

LA
TI

O
N

 S
H

EE
T 

 
R

FP
 N

U
M

BE
R

:  
R

FP
-6

00
58

7-
09

/B
JC

 
R

FP
 T

IT
LE

: 
Irr

ig
at

io
n 

S
ys

te
m

 E
va

lu
at

io
ns

 
D

U
E 

D
AT

E:
  

 
Fe

br
ua

ry
 2

5,
 2

00
9 

at
 2

:0
0 

P.
M

. 
 

A
L

L
 R

F
P

’S
 A

C
C

E
P

T
E

D
 B

Y
 S

E
M

IN
O

L
E

 C
O

U
N

T
Y

 A
R

E
 S

U
B

J
E

C
T

 T
O

 T
H

E
 

C
O

U
N

TY
'S

 T
E

R
M

S
 A

N
D

 C
O

N
D

IT
IO

N
S

 A
N

D
 A

N
Y 

A
N

D
 A

LL
 A

D
D

IT
IO

N
A

L 
TE

R
M

S
 

A
N

D
 

C
O

N
D

IT
IO

N
S

 
S

U
B

M
IT

TE
D

 
B

Y 
TH

E
 

P
R

O
P

O
S

E
R

S 
A

R
E

 
R

E
JE

C
TE

D
 

A
N

D
 

S
H

A
LL

 
H

A
V

E 
N

O
 

FO
R

C
E

 
A

N
D

 
E

FF
E

C
T.

 
 

R
FP

 
D

O
C

U
M

E
N

TS
 

FR
O

M
 

TH
E

 
C

O
N

S
U

LT
A

N
TS

 
LI

S
TE

D
 

H
E

R
E

IN
 

A
R

E
 

TH
E

 
O

N
L
Y

 R
F

P
’S

  
R

E
C

E
IV

E
D

 T
IM

E
L

Y
 A

S
 O

F
 T

H
E

 A
B

O
V

E
 O

P
E

N
IN

G
 D

A
T

E
 A

N
D

 
TI

M
E

. 
 A

LL
 O

TH
E

R
 R

FP
 D

O
C

U
M

E
N

TS
 S

U
B

M
IT

TE
D

 I
N

 R
E

S
PO

N
S

E
 T

O
 

TH
IS

 S
O

LI
C

IT
A

TI
O

N
, I

F 
A

N
Y,

 A
R

E
 H

ER
E

B
Y 

R
E

JE
C

TE
D

 A
S

 L
A

TE
. 

 P
ag

e 
1 

of
 1

 

 

  
C

at
o 

En
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l S
er

vi
ce

s 
PO

 B
ox

 9
51

55
6 

La
ke

 M
ar

y,
 F

lo
rid

a 
32

79
5 

 (4
07

) 4
02

-3
76

2 
–
 P

ho
ne

 
(4

07
) 8

04
-0

36
0 

–
 F

ax
 

La
ra

 C
at

o 

C
le

ar
 W

at
er

 P
ro

du
ct

s 
& 

Se
rv

ic
es

 
PO

 B
ox

 1
96

08
7 

W
in

te
r S

pr
in

gs
, F

L 
32

71
9 

 (4
07

) 3
02

-4
45

5 
–
 P

ho
ne

 
(4

07
) 3

02
-4

42
2 

–
 F

ax
 

Ju
di

th
 C

. B
en

so
n 

D
o
b
s
o
n
’s

 W
o
o
d
s
 &

 W
a
te

r 
85

1 
M

ag
ui

re
 R

oa
d 

O
co

ee
, F

L 
34

76
1 

 
(4

07
) 8

41
-0

03
0 

–
 P

ho
ne

 
(4

07
) 8

43
-7

54
6 

–
 F

ax
 

Li
bb

y 
D

ob
so

n 

M
as

ue
n 

C
on

su
lti

ng
 L

LC
 

50
79

 N
 D

ix
ie

 H
w

y 
#3

23
 

O
ak

la
nd

 P
ar

k,
 F

L 
33

33
4 

 (8
66

) 9
28

-1
53

3 
–
 P

ho
ne

 
(8

00
) 9

28
-1

53
4 

–
 F

ax
 

M
itc

h 
W

al
ke

r 

P
ar

t I
: 

Irr
ig

at
io

n 
S

ys
te

m
 E

va
lu

at
io

ns
 

an
d 

E
du

ca
tio

n 
P

ro
gr

am
s 

$9
5.

00
 P

er
 E

va
lu

at
io

n 
$2

69
.3

0 
Pe

r E
va

lu
at

io
n 

$2
5.

00
 P

er
 E

va
lu

at
io

n 
 

$5
15

.0
0 

Pe
r E

va
lu

at
io

n 
 

P
ar

t I
I -

 A
: 

S
er

vi
ce

 C
al

l t
o 

In
st

al
l, 

R
ep

ai
r 

an
d 

R
ep

la
ce

 S
en

so
r f

or
 

Irr
ig

at
io

n 
E

va
lu

at
io

n 
(N

ot
 

du
rin

g 
E

va
lu

at
io

n 
A

pp
oi

nt
m

en
ts

) 

$7
5.

00
 P

er
 E

ve
nt

 
$8

5.
00

 P
er

 E
ve

nt
 

$1
00

.0
0 

Pe
r E

ve
nt

 
$1

10
.0

0 
Pe

r E
ve

nt
 

P
ar

t I
I –

 B
: 

In
st

al
l, 

R
ep

ai
r o

r r
ep

la
ce

 R
ai

n 
S

en
so

r f
or

 Ir
rig

at
io

n 
E

va
lu

at
io

n 
(W

he
n 

co
m

pl
et

ed
 

du
rin

g 
E

va
lu

at
io

n 
A

pp
oi

nt
m

en
ts

) 

$5
5.

00
 P

er
 E

ve
nt

 
$5

5.
00

 P
er

 E
ve

nt
 

$7
5.

00
 P

er
 E

ve
nt

 
$7

5.
00

 P
er

 E
ve

nt
 

D
ob

so
n'

s 
W

oo
ds

 &
 W

at
er

 - 
D

id
 n

ot
 m

ee
t r

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

 fo
r A

ud
its

 a
nd

 E
du

ca
tio

n 
po

rti
on

 o
f t

he
 s

co
pe

 o
f s

er
vi

ce
s 

as
 re

qu
ire

d 
by

 th
e 

C
ou

nt
y.

  P
ro

po
sa

l d
id

 n
ot

 in
cl

ud
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t p

la
n,

 s
am

pl
e 

of
 a

ud
its

 a
nd

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

w
as

 re
qu

ire
d 

in
 th

e 
R

FP
 d

oc
um

en
ts

 a
nd

 n
ec

es
sa

ry
 to

 d
et

er
m

in
e 

qu
al

ifi
ca

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
fir

m
 to

 p
ro

vi
de

 re
qu

ire
d 

se
rv

ic
es

. 
 EV

AL
U

AT
IO

N
 F

AC
TO

R
S.

  T
he

 fo
llo

w
in

g 
cr

ite
ria

 w
ill

 b
e 

us
ed

 in
 th

e 
ev

al
ua

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
pr

op
os

al
s:

 


 

Pr
ic

e 
pr

op
os

al
 (5

0%
) 


 

Q
ua

lif
ic

at
io

ns
 a

nd
 E

xp
er

ie
nc

e 
in

 c
on

du
ct

in
g 

irr
ig

at
io

n 
au

di
ts

 (4
0%

) 


 
Ex

am
pl

es
 o

f P
re

vi
ou

s 
Irr

ig
at

io
n 

Au
di

t R
ep

or
ts

 (1
0%

) 
 St

at
us

: 
Ta

bu
la

te
d 

by
 B

et
sy

 J
. C

oh
en

, P
ro

cu
re

m
en

t S
up

er
vi

so
r (

Po
st

ed
 2

/2
5/

20
09

 @
 4

:3
0 

PM
) 

R
ec

om
m

en
da

tio
n 

of
 A

w
ar

d:
  C

le
ar

 W
at

er
 P

ro
du

ct
s 

& 
S

er
vi

ce
s 

(P
os

te
d 

4/
01

/2
00

9 
@

 3
:1

5 
P.

M
.) 

(r
ev

is
ed

 4
/0

7/
20

09
 @

 4
:0

5 
PM

) 
BC

C
 fo

r A
w

ar
d:

  4
/2

8/
20

09
 



Ev
al

u
at

o
r

C
at

o
 E

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l S

er
vi

ce
s

C
le

ar
 W

at
er

 P
ro

d
u

ct
s 

&
 S

er
vi

ce
s

M
as

u
en

 C
o

n
su

lt
in

g 
LL

C

R
u

d
o

lp
h

, G
ar

y
6
8

7
8

7
0

H
az

ar
d

, R
u

th
5
3

7
9

7
0

M
ei

n
er

t,
 D

eb
b

ie
6
5

8
3

7
2

To
ta

l P
o

in
ts

1
8
6

2
4
0

2
1
2

R
an

ki
n

g
3

1
2

Ø
   

 R
ep

or
ts

 a
re

 u
nd

er
st

an
da

bl
e 

an
d 

ge
ar

ed
 to

 th
e 

ap
pr

op
ria

te
 a

ud
ie

nc
e 

le
ve

l;
Ø
  
  
R
e
p
o
rt
s
 p
ro
v
id
e
 i
n
fo
rm

a
ti
o
n
 t
h
a
t 
e
x
p
a
n
d
s
 t
h
e
 c
u
s
to
m
e
r’
s
 u
n
d
e
rs
ta
n
d
in
g
 o
f 
th
e
ir
 i
rr
ig
a
ti
o
n
 s
y
s
te
m
 a
n
d
 a
b
ili
ty
 t
o
 r
e
d
u
c
e
 w

a
te
r 
u
s
e
.

Ø
   

 S
in

gl
e 

fa
m

ily
 h

om
es

 o
r s

m
al

l b
us

in
es

s 
au

di
ts

;
Ø

   
 A

ud
its

 h
av

e 
re

su
lte

d 
in

 w
at

er
 u

se
 re

du
ct

io
n.

Ø
   

 D
em

on
st

ra
tio

n 
of

 s
ta

ffi
ng

 c
ap

ab
ilit

y 
to

 p
er

fo
rm

 re
qu

ire
d 

se
rv

ic
es

 a
nd

 h
an

dl
e 

w
or

kl
oa

d 
as

 in
di

ca
te

d 
in

 th
e 

sc
op

e 
of

 s
er

vi
ce

s.

Ø
  
  
D
e
m
o
n
s
tr
a
te
d
 e
x
p
e
ri
e
n
c
e
 a
n
d
 r
e
a
d
in
e
s
s
 t
o
 p
ro
v
id
e
 r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
ti
o
n
s
 t
h
a
t 
w
o
u
ld
 c
h
a
n
g
e
 c
u
s
to
m
e
r’
s
 l
a
n
d
s
c
a
p
in
g
 i
n
 w

a
y
s
 t
h
a
t 

re
su

lte
d 

in
 w

at
er

 u
se

 re
du

ct
io

n.
Ex

am
pl

es
 o

f p
re

vi
ou

s 
irr

ig
at

io
n 

au
di

t r
ep

or
ts

 (1
0 

Po
in

ts
):

Ø
   

 C
om

pl
et

en
es

s 
of

 re
po

rts
;

Ø
   

 A
 v

ar
ie

ty
 o

f a
ud

it 
si

tu
at

io
ns

 a
nd

 c
us

to
m

er
s;

R
FP

-6
0

0
5

8
7

-0
9

/B
JC

 -
 Ir

ri
ga

ti
o

n
 S

ys
te

m
 E

va
lu

at
io

n
s

D
ob

so
n'

s 
W

oo
ds

 &
 W

at
er

 - 
D

id
 n

ot
 m

ee
t r

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

 fo
r A

ud
its

 a
nd

 E
du

ca
tio

n 
po

rti
on

 o
f t

he
 s

co
pe

 o
f s

er
vi

ce
s 

as
 re

qu
ire

d 
by

 th
e 

C
ou

nt
y.

  P
ro

po
sa

l d
id

 n
ot

 in
cl

ud
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t p

la
n,

 s
am

pl
e 

of
 a

ud
its

 a
nd

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

w
as

 re
qu

ire
d 

in
 th

e 
R

FP
 d

oc
um

en
ts

 a
nd

 
ne

ce
ss

ar
y 

to
 d

et
er

m
in

e 
qu

al
ifi

ca
tio

n 
of

 th
e 

fir
m

 to
 p

ro
vi

de
 re

qu
ire

d 
se

rv
ic

es
.

EV
AL

U
AT

IO
N

 F
AC

TO
R

S.
  T

he
 fo

llo
w

in
g 

cr
ite

ria
 w

ill 
be

 u
se

d 
in

 th
e 

ev
al

ua
tio

n 
pr

op
os

al
s:

Pr
ic

e 
Pr

op
os

al
 (5

0 
Po

in
ts

).

Q
ua

lif
ic

at
io

ns
 a

nd
 E

xp
er

ie
nc

e 
in

 c
on

du
ct

in
g 

irr
ig

at
io

n 
au

di
ts

 (0
 - 

40
 P

oi
nt

s)
:



Survey Response

http://wss.semcty.net/...s%2Fas%2Fpurchasing%2Fevaluations%2FLists%2FRFP60058709BJC%2520%2520Irrigation%2520System%2520Evaluations%2FAllItems%2Easpx[4/1/2009 10:26:26 AM]

Division Main Page   Departments   Documents and Lists   Create   Site Settings   Help   Up to Purchasing & Contracts

Evaluations

RFP-600587-09/BJC - Irrigation System Evaluations
  

Edit Response | Delete Response | Alert Me | Go Back to Survey

Congratulations on your selection as an Evaluation Team Member! 
Your evaluation is key in awarding quality contracts.  You must examine each proposal against the evaluation criteria in the solicitation 
and provide supportive narrative for your selection.  Are you willing 
to evaluate in a fair, comprehensive, and impartial manner? 
Are you willing to present a clear picture of the issues considered during the evaluation? 
I have read and will comply with the above requirement: 
:

Yes

Conflict of Interest Statement – Policies and Procedures address employee and elected official onflicts, ss. 112.313, Fl. Stat.; 
Seminole County Code; Personnel Policies and Procedures of Seminole County.  Conflicts may occur when public officials or employees are 
in a position to make decisions 
which affect their private gain or the gain of family members and friends. 
County policy encourages the disclosure process to remind officials or mployees of their obligation to put the public interest above personal considerations.  
I state that I have considered my obligation to put the public interest above personal interest::

Yes

Instructions:  Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment for each of the categories.  Read and agreed::

Yes

RESPONSE #1:  CATO ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.:

Mr Cato has a very competitive price, but is unable to provide the minimum informational needs the County has for evaluating our customer's
residential landscapes.

#1: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

25

#1:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

Mr. Cato indicated he is the only one doing the irrigation evaluations. This could be an issue if we receive multiple requests at the same time which
occurs normally in the summer.  He does not have all the requested certifications as required per the RFP. He is missing Water Star or Equivalent and
Master Gardener Certification or equivalent.  Mr. Cato indicated he was not familiar with any indoor water conservation techniques.  

#1: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

5

#1:  Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

Mr. Cato's form seems to cover only the mechanical part of the evaluation.  Lacking in the hortacultural portion of the evaluation which includes types of
turf grasses and shrubbery.

#1:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

38

#1 Total:

68

RESPONSE #2:  CLEAR WATER PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.:

#2: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

34

#2:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

Clearwater provided documentation showing they meet all required qualifications.

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

9

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

Clearwater has done audits for the County before and shows clearly that it understands the requriements of our audit program.

#2:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

35

#2 Total:

78

RESPONSE #3:  DOBSON'S WOODS & WATER, INC.:

N/A

#3: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

#3: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

#3:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

#3 Total:

0

RESPONSE #4: MASUEN CONSULTING LLC:

Very good

#4: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

38

#4: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:
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http://sharepoint/Departments/default.aspx
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/viewlsts.aspx
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/_layouts/1033/create.aspx
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javascript:HelpWindowKey("NavBarHelpHome")
http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing
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javascript:DeleteItem()
javascript:DeleteItem()
javascript:
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Masuen's presentation provided insight that the firm is at the top of the water conservation program.  Their staff are all highly educated and certified.  I
would not say they are over qualified but the cost to do business with them is to high for our budget.  There was discussion if they would be willing to
Best and Final their price.  They indicated they would not be able to modify their price.  

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

10

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

There evaluation reports are very thorough and really are beyond what we are looking for.   

#4:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

22

#4 Total:

70
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Division Main Page   Departments   Documents and Lists   Create   Site Settings   Help   Up to Purchasing & Contracts

Evaluations

RFP-600587-09/BJC - Irrigation System Evaluations
  

Edit Response | Delete Response | Alert Me | Go Back to Survey

Congratulations on your selection as an Evaluation Team Member! 
Your evaluation is key in awarding quality contracts.  You must examine each proposal against the evaluation criteria in the solicitation 
and provide supportive narrative for your selection.  Are you willing 
to evaluate in a fair, comprehensive, and impartial manner? 
Are you willing to present a clear picture of the issues considered during the evaluation? 
I have read and will comply with the above requirement: 
:

Yes

Conflict of Interest Statement – Policies and Procedures address employee and elected official onflicts, ss. 112.313, Fl. Stat.; 
Seminole County Code; Personnel Policies and Procedures of Seminole County.  Conflicts may occur when public officials or employees are 
in a position to make decisions 
which affect their private gain or the gain of family members and friends. 
County policy encourages the disclosure process to remind officials or mployees of their obligation to put the public interest above personal considerations.  
I state that I have considered my obligation to put the public interest above personal interest::

Yes

Instructions:  Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment for each of the categories.  Read and agreed::

Yes

RESPONSE #1:  CATO ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.:

In the interview, Mr. Cato said he would be the only person from his firm doing the evaluations. This could set the program back if he is not available or
if our workload increases like it does in the spring and summer.

#1: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

10

#1:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

Does not meet requirements of bid package. Is not certified for Water Star and no one in the firm is a Master Gardener or equivalent.

#1: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

3

#1:  Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

Does not calculate gallons used so there is no way to track savings in the future. Does not identify types of plantings or grass.

#1:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

40

#1 Total:

53

RESPONSE #2:  CLEAR WATER PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.:

#2: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

39

#2:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

Clearwater meets or exceeds all requirements of the scope. Employees are familiar with the requirements and they have sufficient staff to work through
the heavier demands in the spring and summer.

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

10

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

The evaluation report is clear, easy to read and has all the pertinent data needed to track usage.

#2:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

30

#2 Total:

79

RESPONSE #3:  DOBSON'S WOODS & WATER, INC.:

disqualified

#3: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

0

#3: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

0

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

#3:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

0

#3 Total:

0

RESPONSE #4: MASUEN CONSULTING LLC:

overall experience very good, cost is not feasible.

#4: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

40

http://wss.semcty.net/sites/as/purchasing/evaluations/default.aspx
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#4: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

Highly qualified staff with a detail to water conservation rewuirements. Meets all requirements in scope.  

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

5

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

The report is hard to read because of the formatting. More like a thesis than a clearly laid our report. Although their report covers all aspects of the
evaluation, finding the needed information is difficult.

#4:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

25

#4 Total:

70
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RFP-600587-09/BJC - Irrigation System Evaluations
  

Edit Response | Delete Response | Alert Me | Go Back to Survey

Congratulations on your selection as an Evaluation Team Member! 
Your evaluation is key in awarding quality contracts.  You must examine each proposal against the evaluation criteria in the solicitation 
and provide supportive narrative for your selection.  Are you willing 
to evaluate in a fair, comprehensive, and impartial manner? 
Are you willing to present a clear picture of the issues considered during the evaluation? 
I have read and will comply with the above requirement: 
:

Yes

Conflict of Interest Statement – Policies and Procedures address employee and elected official onflicts, ss. 112.313, Fl. Stat.; 
Seminole County Code; Personnel Policies and Procedures of Seminole County.  Conflicts may occur when public officials or employees are 
in a position to make decisions 
which affect their private gain or the gain of family members and friends. 
County policy encourages the disclosure process to remind officials or mployees of their obligation to put the public interest above personal considerations.  
I state that I have considered my obligation to put the public interest above personal interest::

Yes

Instructions:  Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment for each of the categories.  Read and agreed::

Yes

RESPONSE #1:  CATO ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.:

HE STATED HE WILL BE THE ONLY ONE SLATED TO DO THE EVALUATIONS THAT HAVE SOME OF THE EXPERIENCE, AT TIMES OF THE YEAR WE ARE
SENDING NUMEROUS CUSTOMERS REQUEST FOR IRRIGATION EVAL.  ALTHOUGH CATO’S PRICING IS LOW IT LACKS QUALIFICATIONS &
CERTIFICATIONS.

#1: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

15

#1:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

MR. CATO STATED HE DID NOT HAVE ANY INSIDE WATER CONSERVATION KNOWLEDGE OR EXPERIENCE.  NO ONE IN HIS COMPANY HAS A WATER
STAR CERTIFICATION WHICH WAS IN THE SCOPE OF SERVICE.  NO ONE IN HIS COMPANY IS A MASTER GARDENER.

#1: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

5

#1:  Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

THE FORM SUBMITTED IN CATO'S PACKAGE LACKED KEY INFORMATION IN PERFORMING A WATER CONSERVATIN IRRIGATION EVALUATION (I.E.
SHRUBS & OTHER PLANT MATERIALS MIXED WITH TURF GRASS).  THEIR FORM DOESN'T GIVE GALLONS OF WATER SAVED IF REFOMMENDATIONS ARE
FOLLOWED.  DID NOT GIVE PROCESS FOR FOLLOW UPS.

#1:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

45

#1 Total:

65

RESPONSE #2:  CLEAR WATER PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.:

CLEARWATER HAS A COMPLETE & CLEAR UNDERSTANDING OF THE TASK AT HAND THAT NEEDS TO BE PERFORMED SINCE THEY HAVE DONE THIS
TYPE OF WORK BEFORE AS SHOWN IN THEIR BID PACKAGE.  THEY HAVE ALSO PERFORMED OTHER IRRIGATION EVALUATIONS WITH WATER
CONSERVING

#2: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

39

#2:  Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

CLEAR WATER HAS PRODUCED ALL REQUIREMENTS & CERTIFICATIONS NEEDED TO PREPARE THE IRR. EVALS. (MASTER GARDENER, WATER STAR,
IRRIGATION AUDITOR CERTIFIED).

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

10

#2: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

THEIR EVAL FORMS ARE EASY TO READ & UNDERSTAND WHICH IS GOOD BECAUSE A COPY OF THIS FORM IS GIVEN TO THE CUSTOMER.  THE
GALLONS SAVED PER THE RECOMMENDED SETTINGS ARE SPECIFICALLY CALLED OUT AND THEY  CONCENTRATE ON WATER CONSERVERATION USING
THEIR EXPERIENCE IN PERFORMING THIS TYPE OF EVALUATION PREVIOUSLY.

#2:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

34

#2 Total:

83

RESPONSE #3:  DOBSON'S WOODS & WATER, INC.:

NA

#3: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

#3: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

#3: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

#3:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

#3 Total:

0
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RESPONSE #4: MASUEN CONSULTING LLC:

Masuen is very capable of providing the irrigation evaluations and has all the necessary credentials to provide water conservation information and
education to our customers.

#4: Experience and Qualifications in Condicting Irrigation Audits (0 - to 40 Points):

39

#4: Experience and Qualifications - Remarks:

THEIR TEAM OF EMPLOYEES HAVE ALL THE NECESSARY QUALIFICATIONS REQUIRED TO PERFORM THE IRRIGATION EVALUATIONS.

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports (0 to 10 Points):

8

#4: Examples of Previous Irrigation Audit Reports - Remarks:

VERY DETAILED REPORT WHICH WOULD BE GOOD FOR THE COUNTY BUT TOO DETAILED FOR THE CUSTOMER & FEEL THEY WOULD OVER LOOK KEY
INFORMATION IN SUCH A DETAILED REPORT.

#4:  Cost Proposal (0 to 50 Points):

25

#4 Total:

72

 

Created at 3/31/2009 9:26 AM by Meinert, Debbie

Last modified at 3/31/2009 9:26 AM by Meinert, Debbie
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the Chairman to execute the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc. 
Assignment of Agreement which permits the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc., 
to assign the Agreement to Seniors First, Inc., due to the entities' merger.

BACKGROUND:

On November 18, 2008, the Board of County Commissioners approved the Community
Service Partnership Grants, awarding the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc. 
the amount of $20,000 to provide home management and personal care services for seniors 
and to provide care management services to determine cost effective and medically 
acceptable ways for elderly County residents with health related problems to remain in their 
homes.

Effective January 1, 2009, the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc. merged with 
Seniors First, Inc. The Assignment of Agreement requires Seniors First, Inc. to accept and 
assume the rights and obligations of the Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc. 
pursuant to the original Agreement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the Chairman to approve the Assignment of Agreement which permits the Visiting 
Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc., to assign the Agreement to Seniors First, Inc., due 
to the entities merging.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 10

 
SUBJECT: Visiting Nurse Association of Central Florida, Inc. name change to Seniors First,
Inc.

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: Michele Saunders CONTACT: Jennifer Lawrence EXT: 2365

County-wide Shirley Davis-Boyce

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Susan Dietrich )
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the release of the original Water & Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond with Escrow 
Agreement in the amount of $1,600.00 for the project known as Nolan Rd Extension.

BACKGROUND:
Nolan Road Extension has satisfactorily completed the two (2) year maintenance inspection by 
the Water and Sewer Division. Release Cash Maintenance Bond Ck # 1163 in the amount of
$1,600.00.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the release of the original Water & Sewer Cash 
Maintenance Bond with Escrow  Agreement in the amount of $1,600.00 for the project known 
as Nolan Rd Extension.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Request for Release & Copy of original Bond

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 11

 
SUBJECT: Approve the release of the original Water & Sewer Cash Maintenance Bond with 
Escrow Agreement in the amount of $1,600.00 for the project known as Nolan Rd Extension

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Business Office

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte 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 and authorize the Chairman to execute a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity for Great Lakes Electronics / Almet, Inc.

BACKGROUND:

Seminole County Code (Code) Chapter 235 authorizes the Board to regulate the collection 
and disposal of waste within the unincorporated County. The above company has complied 
with the requirements set forth in the Code and has requested a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity (COPCN) from the County to perform commercial collection 
services of waste in the unincorporated areas of the County.The company has provided an 
application indicating that it only provides Construction and Demolition (C&D) Debris collection 
services, Special Waste collection services, or Recyclables collection services. 

The applicant also owns and operates a facility, within the unincorporated County, that 
recycles non-ferrous metal. Staff verified this information through follow up investigation.  
Further, the firm provided insurance information in compliance with Code Chapter 235.  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 
COPCN's. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Certificate 
of Public Convenience and Necessity for Great Lakes Electronics / Almet, Inc.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. COPCN 

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 12

 
SUBJECT: Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Solid Waste Management

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: William (Johnny) Edwards EXT: 2253

County-wide William (Johnny) Edwards

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Susan Dietrich )



 

1950 STATE ROAD 419, LONGWOOD, FL 32750 -- TELEPHONE (407) 665-8200  FAX (407) 324-5731 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

 
LET IT BE KNOWN, that the holder of this Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity (“the Holder”) has read and agreed to comply with the requirements and 
standards of service set forth in Seminole County Code Chapter 235, and all other local, 
state and federal regulations that apply to the proper collection and disposal of waste.  
The Holder has acknowledged that failure to comply with any or all of the standards or 
requirements set forth in Seminole County Code Chapter 235 will result in termination of 
this Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity. 
. 

Company Name:  Great Lakes Electronics / Almet, Inc. 

Street Address: 407 Flomich Street 

City, State & Zip: Daytona Beach, FL 32117 

Type of Operation: 
Collection Services:  Recyclable Materials, Electronic Waste 
Recycling Facility: Aluminum Cans, Non-Ferrous Metals 

 
This Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity is valid from October 1, 2008 
through September 30, 2009, unless earlier terminated as provided hereinabove, and is 
applicable to Commercial Collection Service in the unincorporated County only. 
 
ATTEST: Board of County Commissioners 
 Seminole County, Florida 
   
  By: 
Maryanne Morse  Bob Dallari, Chairman 
   
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida 

  
 Date:   
  

 As authorized for execution by the  
Board of County Commissioners 

For the use and reliance at their  , 20 ,
of Seminole County only. regular meeting. 
Approved as to form and  
legal sufficiency  
  
  
County Attorney  
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve to submit a grant application to the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration requesting up to $900,000.00 in funding through their Adult Treatment Drug 
Court Program; and authorize the County Manager to execute supporting documents as may 
be required for the application.

BACKGROUND:

The Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA) is accepting 
applications to expand substance abuse treatment capacity in Adult Drug Courts.  The
program seeks to address gaps in the continuum of treatment by expansing and/or enhancing 
substance abuse treatment services in the problem-solving courts which use the treatment 
drug court model in order to provide alcohol and drug treatment, screening, assessment, case 
management, and program coordination to offenders.

The Seminole County Adult Drug Court Program and Judiciary submitted a request to staff for 
the County to serve as the applicant and fiscal agent in pursuit of the grant.  The proposed 
program enhancements would improve community response to the needs of non-violent 
criminal offenders whose legal problems stem from the abuse of illegal drugs and alcohol. The 
targeted program enhancements include:

Increasing the number of drug court participants by adding service capacity;  establishing a 
Veterans outreach and treatment program for soldiers returning from war with drug 
dependency problems;  implementing a partnership with an HIV/AIDS non-profit organization 
to provide testing, screening, prevention and education; establishing a lower-level Pre-Trial 
Diversion treatment program; implement a family treatment program to provide education and
tools for a successful recovery; developing a life skills program to improve resume writing and 
interviewing skills; providing transportation a s s i s t a n c e  s u c h  a s  b u s  p a s s e s  o r  
tokens;  improving drug testing methods and compliance rates; access for the Drug Court 
Team to attend training and certification conferences; and conducting scientific and
independent full-process evaluations. 

Due May 8, 2009, the proposed application would request up to $300,000.00 per year for a 3-
year period (totaling up to $900,000.00).  There is no match requirement for this grant; 
therefore, no financial commitment is required of Seminole County.  If awarded, an agreement 
between Seminole County and the Judiciary would be initiated to define the roles and 
responsibilities of each agency.  Both this agreement and the grant agreement with SAMHSA 

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 13

 
SUBJECT: Adult Treatment Drug Court - Grant Application

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Jennifer Bero EXT: 7125

County-wide Jennifer Bero, Michele Saunders



would be managed by the Community Services Department.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve to submit a grant application to the Substance 
Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration requesting up to $900,000.00 in funding 
through their Adult Treatment Drug Court Program; and authorize the County Manager to
execute supporting documents as may be required for the application.

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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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) #09-42 through the Stormwater Fund and the Public Works Grant 
Funds in the amount of $57,651.00 in order to segregate the funding of previously established 
grant funded projects.

BACKGROUND:

The Public Works Grant Fund (11916) was established in order to segregate State and 
Federal Grant funded projects from projects without State and Federal Single Audit reporting 
requirements.  However, certain grant funded projects, which were initially funded prior to the
establishment of the Public Works Grant Fund, have been included in the Stormwater Fund.  
The attached Budget Amendment Request (BAR) segregates the grant funded portions of the 
following project by moving the grant funded portion of the project to the Public Works Grant
Fund.

HOWELL CREEK TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD (00278602)

The Howell Creek Total Maximum Daily Load project was established to collect additional 
water quality data along the main stem and tributaries of Howell Creek in order to further 
delineate actual pollutant load sources for use in the Lake Jesup Total Maximum Daily Load 
Basin Management Action Plan (TMDL BMAP) and restoration.  To complete this project, the
County shall install and monitor a minimum of three autosamplers within the Howell Creek 
basin.  Additional samplers may be added to this effort depending upon funding availability by 
the County.

On May 20, 2008, the Board of County Commissioners approved a Cost Share Agreement 
between The St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) and Seminole County 
under which 50% of the total cost of the project as estimated by the SJRWMD, or $28,767,
were to be reimbursed by the SJRWMD.  SJRWMD's cost estimate was based upon the costs 
of maintaining and monitoring existing sampling sites, with equipment already owned by the 
monitoring entity.

The total cost of the project is estimated by the Public Works Department to be $78,767, of 
which the net cost to the County will be $50,000.  This estimate includes the costs of

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 14

 
SUBJECT: BAR #09-42 - $57,651 - Public Works - Stormwater Fund & Public Works Grant 
Fund - segregation of grant funding

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Fredrik Coulter EXT: 7180

County-wide Fredrik Coulter



purchasing the necessary equipment and setting up the sampling sites. This project is 
anticipated to be completed June 2010.  As of September 30, 2008, no expenditures have 
been made for this project.

Project Cost Summary

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #09-42 through the Stormwater 
Fund and the Public Works Grant Funds in the amount of $57,651.00 in order to segregate the 
funding of previously established grant funded projects.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

 Fund:  Stormwater  Public Works
Grants  Total

 Expended - through 9/30/08  $ -  $ -  $ - 
       
Current Budget   78,767   -  78,767 
BAR   (28,767)  28,767   - 
Adjusted Budget  50,000  28,767  78,767 
       
Future Programmed CIP  -  -  - 
       
Total Anticipated Cost  $ 50,000  $ 28,767  $ 78,767 

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2008-09 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Works\BAR 09-42 - Public Works Grants I.docx 

 
2009-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):  Stormwater and Public Works Grant Funds          
PURPOSE:  To correct the budgeting for certain Public Works 

grants. 
    
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

11916.334365.077401CF  00278602  State Grant - Stormwater Management 
(Howell Creek TMDL) 28,767

13000.077430.530310  00278602  Professional Services 
(Howell Creek TMDL) 28,767

13000.999930.599998    Reserve for Contingencies 117

Total Sources     $ 57,651

 
Uses: 
 

    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount

11916.077401.530310  00278602  Professional Services 
(Howell Creek TMDL) 28,767

13000.337900.077430CF  00278602  Local Grants and Aids 
(Howell Creek TMDL) 28,884

Total Uses     $ 57,651
 

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2009-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          
     as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

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

FS Recommendation 
 

Fredrik Coulter        4/2/09        
Analyst  Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

09-42  
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) #09-43 through the Natural Lands / Trails Fund and the Public 
Works Grant Fund in the amount of $178,796.00 to establish grant funding and to increase the 
match funding for the Big Tree Park Trailhead project.

BACKGROUND:

The Big Tree Park Trailhead project is for the design, permitting, and construction of a 
trailhead for the Cross Seminole Trail at Big Tree Park on General Hutchison Parkway.

The project was initially established as a budgeted project in the FY 2007/08 budget.  Funding 
of $118,204 was segregated from the Cross Seminole Trail project to establish the project as a 
separate project.  Funding was carried forward into FY 2008/09 budget.

In March of 2007, a grant application was submitted to the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP).  The total cost of the project was estimated at $297,000.  
On March 25, 2008, a Project Agreement from the Recreational Trails Program of the FDEP 
was accepted by the Board of County Commissioners.  The Project Agreement provided 
$148,500 toward the cost of the project; a 50% match to the estimated total project cost.  This 
grant funding was never established budgetarily.

Implementation of the project has been delayed due to issues regarding mitigation costs.  
Total expenditures to date total $1,000 for a permit from the St. Johns River Water 
Management District.  The total estimated cost of the project remains unchanged at $297,000, 
with a net cost to the County of $148,500.  The project is anticipated to be completed by 
March 26, 2010, the date of the termination of the Project Agreement.

The attached Budget Amendment Request (BAR) establishes the grant revenue ($148,500) 
and adjusts the County funded portion to reflect the total required match to fully fund the 
project ($30,296) from available savings in the Cross Seminole Trail project.

Project Cost Summary

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 15

 
SUBJECT: BAR #09-43 - $178,796 - Natural Lands/Trails Fund & Public Works Grant Fund -
establish grant funding and additional match funding for Big Tree Park Trailhead project

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Fred Coulter EXT: 7180

County-wide Fred Coulter

 Fund: Natural Lands/Trails  Public Works  Total



The attached BAR does not affect the Reserves.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #09-43 through the Natural 
Lands / Trails Fund and the Public Works Grant Fund in the amount of $178,796.00 to 
establish grant funding and to increase the match funding for the Big Tree Park Trailhead
project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Bduget Amendment Request

Grants
Expended - through 9/30/08 $ -  $ -  $ - 
      
Current Budget  118,204   -  118,204 
BAR  30,296  148,500  178,796 
Adjusted Budget 148,500  148,500  297,000 
      
Future Programmed CIP -  -  - 
      
Total Anticipated Cost $ 148,500  $ 148,500  $ 297,000 

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2008-09 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Works\BAR 09-43 - Big Tree Park Trailhead.docx 

 
2009-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):  Natural Lands/Trails and Public Works 

Grant Funds          
PURPOSE:  To recognize grant funding & fully fund County match for the Big Tree Park 

Trailhead project and accounting adjustment. 
    
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

32100.077533.560650  00187753  Construction in Progress 
(Cross Seminole Trail) $ 30,296

11916.334750.077518  00187757  Environmental Protection Grant 
(Big Tree Park Trailhead) 148,500

Total Sources     $ 178,796

 
Uses: 
 

    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount

32100.077533.560650  00187757  Construction in Progress 
(Big Tree Park Trailhead) $ 30,296

11916.077518.560650  00187757  Construction in Progress 
(Big Tree Park Trailhead) 148,500

Total Uses     $ 178,796

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2009-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          
     as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

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

FS Recommendation 
 

Fredrik Coulter        4/1/09        
Analyst  Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

09-43  
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) #09-45 through the Natural Lands/Trails Bond fund in the amount 
of $250,923.00 in order to fund the Wilson's Landing Improvement Project.

BACKGROUND:

During the 4/14/2009 Board of County Commissioner's Meeting, the Board approved the 
following improvements to Wilson's Landing: 

Construction of a pavilion in the footprint of the existing house and the addition of paths to the 
boardwalk and existing walkways, interpretive signage, and modification to and installation of a 
mooring platform on the existing boardwalk. 

Pavilion and Kiosk Structures: $164,956 

Hardscape items: $78,657

Dock and other amenities: $38,961 

Design and permitting: $38,000

Contingency: $32,057 

Subtotal: $352,631 

Current Funding:  FRDAP Grant: $76,281 + Grant Match $25,427 = $101,708 

Estimated Additional Funding Required: $250,923

The additional funding is being provided through the Natural Lands/Trails Bond Fund. 
Remaining reserves for Natural Lands (#999990.599998) is $2,882,825.

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 16

 
SUBJECT: BAR #09-45 - $250,923 - Leisure Services - Natural Lands Bond Fund

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #09-45 through the Natural 
Lands/Trails Bond fund in the amount of $250,923.00 in order to fund the Wilson's Landing 
Improvement Project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. BAR #09-45

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2008-09 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Leisure Services\BAR 09-45 - $250,923 - Leisure Services.doc 

 
2009-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
 
TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Leisure Services 
 Fund(s):  Natural Land/Trails Fund          
PURPOSE: Funding for CIP# 80000010, Wilson’s Landing 

Improvements.  
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
32100.999990.599998   Reserve for Contingencies $250,923
     
     

Total Sources     $ 250,923

 
Uses: 

    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
32100.113020.560650  80000010 Construction In Progress $250,923
    
    
    

Total Uses     $ 250,923

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2009-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          
     as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

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

FS Recommendation 
 

B. Crawford    
Analyst Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

09-45  
BAR 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget Change Request (BCR) #09-09 
through the Stormwater Fund in the amount of $52,790.00 in order to establish and fund the 
Lake Jesup Water Quality Model project.

BACKGROUND:

The Lake Jesup Water Quality Model project will update and finalize the Lake Jesup Water 
Quality Model and final report.  The water quality model utilized is the Environmental 
Protection Agency's (EPA) River and Stream Water Quality Model (QUAL2K).  The final report 
and model will be utilized in the Lake Jesup Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) and 
should provide rationale for re-assessing/re-analyzing the Jesup Total Maximum Daily Load 
(TMDL) during the next five year TMDL cycle.  Staff will also be trained to use and update this 
model as additional information becomes available.

Activities associated with this request will provide information necessary to meet TMDL 
regulatory compliance requirements in the most cost effective manner.  This analysis and 
model provide necessary information to more realistically assess the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection's (FDEP) assigned TMDL pollutant load allocation for 
unincorporated Seminole County.  The results of this project could end up saving the county 
potentially millions of dollars in mandated projects that could prove to be unnecessary.

This project should be completed by September, 2010, at an estimated cost of $52,790.  The 
funding for this project is created by segregating existing funds in the Water Quality Program's 
current year budget.

Stormwater Fund Reserves will not be affected by the attached BCR.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget 
Change Request (BCR) #09-09 through the Stormwater Fund in the amount of $52,790.00 in 
order to establish and fund the Lake Jesup Water Quality Model project.

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 17

 
SUBJECT: BCR #09-09 - $52,790 - Public Works - Stormwater Fund - Lake Jesup Water 
Quality Model

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Fred Coulter EXT: 7180

County-wide Fred Coulter



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Change Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



Revised 1/08 
H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2008-09 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Works\BCR 09-09 - Lake Jesup Water Quality Model.docx 

***SEMINOLE COUNTY BUDGET REQUEST*** Budget Division Use only: 

DATE: 04/01/09     

FROM: Department Public Works  BCR 09-09 

 Division Roads / Stormwater     
 
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 provide funding for the Lake Jesup Water Quality Model project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  Fund # 13000  Fund Name Stormwater Fund 

 
  FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER  Project #  ACCOUNT TITLE  AMOUNT 

TRANSFER         
FROM  13000.077430.530310    Professional Services  $ 52,790 

         
         
      TOTAL  $ 52,790 

 
  FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER  Project #  ACCOUNT TITLE  AMOUNT 

TRANSFER         
TO  13000.077430.530310  00276904 

(new)  Professional Services 
(Lake Jesup Water Quality Model)  $ 52,790 

         
         
      TOTAL  $ 52,790 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval Date 4/1/2009 Analyst F V Coulter Budget Manager  

REVIEW: FS Director  County Manager  
 

BCC APPROVAL: BCC Meeting Date 4/28/09 Date Signed  Signature  
 

FINANCE: Transfer has been posted  Date  Signature  
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Board approve the requested Resolution establishing the 2009 assessment rates for each 
MSBU for which the annual assessment rate varies per budgeted operating cost.

BACKGROUND:

The proposed Resolution is an annual requirement for the existing MSBUs that have variable 
assessment rates. The Resolution establishes the 2009 non-ad valorem assessment rate for 
the MSBUs that by the nature of services or improvements provided are subject to annual 
determination of an assessment rate.  All proposed assessments are in accordance with the
provisions noted in the respective governing ordinances.

The non-ad valorem assessment rates exhibited in the Resolution will be posted to the MSBU
Program website in July for public access and inquiry.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the requested Resolution establishing the 2009
assessment rates for each MSBU for which the annual assessment rate varies per budgeted 
operating cost.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution
2. Summary of Rate Adjustments

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 18

 
SUBJECT: Resolution – Variable Non-Ad Valorem Assessment Rates 

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: MSBU

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

County-wide Kathy Moore

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )



RESOLUTION NO.  2009       R-_____ SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED BY THE 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING ON APRIL 28, 2009. 

 

  WHEREAS, certain Municipal Service Benefit Units (“Unit” or “Units”) have 

been created by ordinance for the purpose of providing specific services and/or 

improvements within each Unit on a continuing basis; and 

WHEREAS, each year for each Unit a non-ad valorem assessment is 

calculated based upon cost of providing the service for that Unit for that year; and such 

non-ad valorem assessment shall be levied upon each parcel of land within the Unit in 

proportion to the benefits derived from the provisions of such service; and 

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners has 

adopted the uniform method of collection for non-ad valorem assessments pursuant to 

Florida Statutes Section 197.3632; and   

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, THAT: 

 

  Section 1.  The non-ad valorem assessment rate to be recorded on the 

2009 Non-Ad Valorem Assessment Roll for each existing Municipal Services Benefit 

Unit established with a variable rate provisions shall be as documented in Exhibit A. 

Exhibit “A” Table I attached and incorporated herein hereby establishes the non-ad 

valorem assessment for services to the listed Municipal Service Benefit Units for the 

fiscal year October 1, 2009 until September 30, 2010. Exhibit “A” Table II attached and 



incorporated herein hereby establishes the non-ad valorem assessment for solid waste 

collection and/or disposal services coordinated through the Municipal Service Benefit 

Units for calendar year 2010; beginning January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010. 

Exhibit “A” Table III attached and incorporated herein hereby establishes the non-ad 

valorem assessment for street lighting improvements coordinated through the Municipal 

Service Benefit Units for fiscal year October 1, 2009 until September 30, 2010. 

Section 2.  For each parcel listed and/or included in the exhibited 

MSBUs, the lien for that assessment shall be deemed satisfied upon payment of the 

assessment amount for said parcel. 

  

  ADOPTED this 28
th

 day of April, 2009. 

 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

ATTEST: SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
____________________________ By: _____________________________ 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the Board Bob Dallari, Chairman  
of County Commissioners in and for    
Seminole County, Florida 
 
 



EXHIBIT  A 
 

Table I 
 

AQUATIC WEED CONTROL & OTHER 
 
 

MSBU IMPROVEMENT PER ASSESSMENT 
RATE 

HOWELL CREEK Aquatic Weed Control Front Foot $      .20 

LAKE AMORY Aquatic Weed Control Parcel $300.00 

LAKE MILLS Aquatic Weed Control Parcel $650.00 

LAKE MIRROR Aquatic Weed Control Parcel/Unit $250.00 

LAKE PICKETT Aquatic Weed Control Parcel $  45.00 

LAKE SPRING Aquatic Weed Control Parcel $385.00 

CEDAR RIDGE Landscaping & Grounds Parcel $195.00 

 
 
 

Table II 
 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 
 
 

MSBU IMPROVEMENT PER ASSESSMENT 
RATE 

Solid Waste 
Collection & 

Disposal                          
Assessments 

Option 1 – Curbside collection with  
disposal services 

Residential 
Dwelling 

$190.00 

Option 2 - Curbside collection with  
disposal services 

Residential 
Dwelling 

$185.00 

Option 3 - Curbside collection with  
disposal services 

Residential 
Dwelling 

$175.00 

Option 4 - Curbside collection with  
disposal services 

Residential 
Dwelling 

$170.00 

Collection Exempt - Disposal Services  
Residential 

Dwelling 
   $70.00 

 



TABLE III 
 

Street Lighting  
 

MSBU # MSBU NAME ASSESSMENT 
RATE 

001 Aldean Gardens  $          45.00  

002 Amberwood  $          50.00  

003 Amherst  $          45.00  

004 Apple Valley  $          45.00  

005 Arlington Park  $        100.00  

006 Autumn Glen Phase 1  $          50.00  

008 Bay Lagoon  $          35.00  

009 Bear Creek  $        165.00  

010 Bear Gully Bay  $        180.00  

011 Bear Lake Crossings  $          65.00  

012 Bear Lake Forest  $          40.00  

013 Bel-Aire Hills Unit 1  $          30.00  

014 Bel-Aire Hills Unit 2  $          40.00  

015 Bel-Aire Hills Unit 3  $          35.00  

016 Belle Meade    $        170.00  

017 Heritage Oaks  $          55.00  

018 Bonaventure Heights  $          30.00  

019 Brantley Cove  $          80.00  

020 Brantley Point  $          35.00  

021 Carolyn Estates  $          45.00  

022 Caribbean Heights  $          35.00  

023 Casa Aloma  $          20.00  

024 Cedar Ridge Units 1,2,3  $          40.00  

025 Carillon/Brighton Park Phase 2  $        145.00  

026 Citrus Point  $          45.00  

027 Cobblestone  $          90.00  

028 Colony Cove  $        125.00  

029 Country Club Heights Unit 1  $          20.00  

030 Country Lane  $        140.00  

031 Creek's Bend  $        115.00  

032 Country Club Drive  $          85.00  

033 River Walk  $        245.00  

034 Sanford Trails Estates  $          90.00  



035 Aloma Woods Phase 4  $          70.00  

036 Deer Run/Fairway Oaks  $          50.00  

037 Deer Run/Sterling Park 1,2,3  $          25.00  

038 Woodlands  $          50.00  

039 Dunhill  $          55.00  

040 English Estates  $          25.00  

041 English Woods  $          40.00  

042 Estates at Springs Landing  $        285.00  

043 Fern Terrace  $          20.00  

044 Florida Haven  $          30.00  

045 Forest Brook  $          30.00  

046 Forest Park Estates Section 1 & 2  $          40.00  

047 Foxchase Phase 1  $          40.00  

049 Foxwood Phase 1  $          35.00  

052 Garden Grove  $          35.00  

053 Garden Lake Estates  $          30.00  

054 Eagle's Point Phase 4  $        100.00  

056 Goldenrod Manor  $          10.00  

057 Governor's Point Phase 1 & 2  $          55.00  

059 Granada South  $          70.00  

060 Green Gate Estates  $          40.00  

061 Green Village  $          30.00  

062 Greenwood Lakes Unit 3  $          70.00  

063 Greenwood Lakes Unit D3A  $          45.00  

065 Gregory Drive  $          40.00  

066 Grove Estates  $          20.00  

067 Grove Hill Villas  $          30.00  

068 Hampton Park  $          55.00  

069 Hanover Woods  $        165.00  

070 Harbour Landing  $          95.00  

071 Harbour Ridge  $          35.00  

072 Highland Pines   $          30.00  

073 Isle of Windsor  $          45.00  

074 Hollowbrook  $          35.00  

075 Aloma Oaks Drive  $          25.00  

076 Hometown  $          50.00  

077 Howell Branch Woods  $          30.00  

078 Howell Cove  $          90.00  

079 Howell Estates  $          35.00  



080 Howell Harbour Estates  $        185.00  

081 Hunt Club Boulevard & Wekiva Trail  $          15.00  

082 Hunter's Glen  $          35.00  

083 Hunter's Point  $          30.00  

084 Huntington  $          60.00  

085 Carillon/Hunter's Stand  $        125.00  

086 Huntington Hills  $          50.00  

087 Huntleigh Woods  $          45.00  

088 Hyde Park  $          85.00  

089 Idyllwilde of Loch Arbor  $          45.00  

090 Indian Hills  $          30.00  

091 Kawilla Crest  $        340.00  

092 Kewannee Lakes  $        105.00  

093 King's Cove  $        175.00  

094 Lafayette Forest  $        145.00  

095 Lake Ridge Park  $          20.00  

096 Lakeview Village  $          40.00  

097 Lakewood at the Crossings Unit 1  $          35.00  

103 Laurelwood  $          25.00  

104 Lynwood  $          45.00  

105 Mandarin Section 1  $          60.00  

112 Markham Meadows  $        155.00  

113 Markham Place  $          85.00  

114 Markham Pointe  $          35.00  

115 Meadows West  $          50.00  

116 Middleton Oaks  $          50.00  

117 Mirror Lake  $          40.00  

118 Deer Run/Mystic Woods  $          25.00  

119 North Cove  $          40.00  

120 Northgate  $          40.00  

121 Northridge  $          60.00  

122 Kingston Oaks  $          65.00  

123 Oak Crest  $          25.00  

124 Oakland Hills  $          25.00  

125 Oakland Shores  $          50.00  

126 Old Grove Lane  $          40.00  

127 Orange Grove Park Unit 1  $          35.00  

129 Orange Grove Park Unit 3  $          40.00  

131 Pelican Bay  $          45.00  



132 Deer Run/Pinetree Village  $          15.00  

133 Quail Run  $        165.00  

134 Remington Oaks at the Crossings  $          45.00  

135 Reserve at the Crossings Phase 1 & 2  $          55.00  

136 Robin Hill  $          55.00  

137 Royal Estates  $          60.00  

138 Sanlando Estates  $          40.00  

139 Shannon Downs  $        270.00  

140 Silver Lakes E at the Crossings 1,2,3  $          70.00  

141 Silver Lakes W at the Crossings 1,2,3  $          65.00  

142 Spicewood  $          35.00  

143 Isles of Shadow Bay  $          80.00  

144 Springs Landing  $        225.00  

145 Spring Valley Chase  $          30.00  

146 Springview  $          35.00  

147 Sterling Oaks  $          35.00  

148 McNeil Woods  $          85.00  

149 Deer Run/Sterling Park 4  $             20.00  

150 Stillwater Phase 1  $          50.00  

153 Stockbridge Unit 1 & 2  $          50.00  

155 Sunland Estates  $          32.00  

156 Sunrise Unit 1 & 2A  $          65.00  

159 Sunrise Estates Unit 1  $          35.00  

160 Sunrise Estates Unit 2,3,4  $          60.00  

163 Sunrise Village Unit 5  $          35.00  

164 Sunrise Village Unit 6  $          35.00  

165 Sutter's Mill Unit 1  $          40.00  

166 Sutter's Mill Unit 2  $          30.00  

167 Sweetwater Springs  $        285.00  

168 Tamarak  $          35.00  

169 Tanglewood Estates  $          35.00  

170 Temple Terrace Annex  $          25.00  

171 The Crossings Master Community  $            7.25  

172 Tiffany Woods  $          30.00  

173 Trailwood Estates  $          20.00  

174 Tuscawilla  $          55.00  

175 Tuscawilla Ridge  $          45.00  

176 Tuskabay Phase 1  $          65.00  

178 Tuskawilla Point  $          45.00  



179 Tuskawilla Springs Phase 1 & 2  $          75.00  

180 Vestavia  $          45.00  

181 Victoria Park  $        165.00  

182 Village Green  $          35.00  

183 Weathersfield  $          25.00  

184 Weathersfield Second Addition   $          30.00  

185 Wekiva Club Estates Section 1,2,3,4  $          30.00  

186 Wekiva Club Estates Section 5  $          20.00  

187 Wekiva Club Estates Section 6  $          40.00  

188 Wekiva Club Estates Section 7  $          50.00  

189 Wekiva Club Estates Section 8  $          30.00  

191 Wekiva Club Estates Section 10  $          60.00  

192 Wekiva Cove Phase 1,2,3  $          80.00  

194 Wekiva Fairway Townhomes & Condos  $          35.00  

195 Wekiva Golf Villas Section 1  $          20.00  

196 Wekiva Golf Villas Section 2 & 3  $          40.00  

197 Carillon/Lockwood Blvd.  $          55.00  

198 Wekiva Hills Section 1  $          15.00  

199 Wekiva Hills Section 2,3,4,6,7  $          55.00  

201 Wekiva Hills Section 10  $          85.00  

202 Wekiva Hunt Club  $          70.00  

204 Wekiva Reserve Unit 2  $          45.00  

206 Wellington  $        140.00  

207 Willa Grove  $          35.00  

208 Willow Run  $          80.00  

209 Wingfield Reserve  $        240.00  

210 Bear Gully Forest  $        105.00  

211 Bear Lake Woods  $          65.00  

212 Winter Woods  $          45.00  

213 Woodbine  $          50.00  

214 Carillon/Redbridge  $        140.00  

215 Woodlands East  $          50.00  

216 Wrenwood Heights  $          30.00  

217 Ashford Park Townhomes  $          85.00  

218 Orange Estates  $          45.00  

219 Wynnwood  $          65.00  

220 Beverly Terrace  $          45.00  

221 Brantley Harbor  $          60.00  

222 Chuluota  $          18.00  



223 Jamestown  $          30.00  

224 Meredith Manor  $          30.00  

225 Prairie Lake  $          25.00  

226 Winwood Park  $          25.00  

228 Carillon/Westhampton Phase 1  $        105.00  

230 Tuska Ridge  $          65.00  

232 Ross Lake Shores  $          60.00  

233 Remington Park Phases 1 & 2  $          80.00  

234 Raintree Village in the Crossings  $          75.00  

235 Oak Creek  $        310.00  

236 Morgan Place  $          95.00  

238 Wekiva Green  $          60.00  

239 Wekiva Hunt Club Condominium  $          80.00  

240 Winwood 1,2,3,4  $          55.00  

241 Spring Valley Farms  $          60.00  

242 Howell Creek Park Phase 1 & 1A  $          60.00  

243 Hometown Phase 2  $          70.00  

244 Carillon/Heronwood  $        135.00  

245 Goldie Manor  $          50.00  

246 Academy Cove  $          60.00  

247 Academy Oaks  $          70.00  

248 Aloma Park  $          30.00  

249 Apple Valley Unit 4  $          35.00  

251 Sabal Woods Village  $          50.00  

253 Copperfield  $        100.00  

254 Crystal Creek  $          55.00  

255 Eagles West  $        230.00  

256 Bolling Farms  $          75.00  

257 Chase Groves - Unit 7A  $          30.00  

258 Bear Gully Pointe  $        360.00  

259 Chase Groves - Casa Verde Blvd.  $          10.00  

260 Chase Groves - Unit 1  $          30.00  

261 Chase Groves - Unit 6  $          25.00  

262 Coach Light Estates  $        110.00  

264 Lake Sylvan Cove   $          30.00  

265 Lake Tuskawilla Phase 3  $        440.00  

266 Lakes of Aloma  $          75.00  

267 Mayfair Oaks  $        230.00  

268 Orange Ridge Farms  $        100.00  



269 Pecan Cove  $        200.00  

271 Deer Run Master Community  $            8.00  

272 Deer Run Unit 1  $        130.00  

273 Deer Run Unit 5  $          35.00  

274 Deer Run Unit 6  $          25.00  

275 Deer Run Unit 7A & 7B  $          30.00  

276 Deer Run Unit 8A & 8B  $          30.00  

277 Deer Run Unit 9A   $          30.00  

279 Deer Run Unit 10  $          35.00  

280 Deer Run Unit 11  $          25.00  

281 Deer Run Unit 12A & 12B  $          35.00  

282 Deer Run Unit 14A & 14B  $          50.00  

283 Deer Run Unit 15  $          30.00  

284 Deer Run Unit 16  $          40.00  

285 Deer Run Unit 17  $          25.00  

286 Deer Run Unit 18  $          40.00  

287 Deer Run Unit 19A  $          45.00  

288 Deer Run Unit 20  $          40.00  

289 Deer Run Unit 21A & 21B  $          30.00  

290 Deer Run Unit 23A  $          35.00  

293 Deer Run/Deer Pointe  $        225.00  

294 Chelsea Place  $          70.00  

295 Creekwood  $          40.00  

296 Sanford Place  $          35.00  

297 Forrest Creek Estates  $        195.00  

298 Lake Brantley Club  $        120.00  

299 Lost Creek  $          75.00  

300 Carillon/Madison Park  $        130.00  

301 Sabal Point Spine Road  $             8.00  

302 Lone Pines  $          85.00  

304 Midway  $          23.00  

305 Aloma Woods  $          70.00  

309 Carillon/Stratton Woods  $          90.00  

310 Palm Point  $          25.00  

311 Beechwoods  $          70.00  

312 Hunt Club Boulevard South  $            7.00  

313 Johnson Hill  $          30.00  

314 Aloma Woods Blvd  $          15.00  

315 Eagle's Landing  $        225.00  



316 Myrtle Lake Hills  $          30.00  

317 Aloma Woods Phase 2  $          70.00  

318 Cedar Cove  $        100.00  

320 Carillon/Dorchester  $          85.00  

323 Estates of Aloma Woods   $        100.00  

324 Forest Glen  $          35.00  

325 Glades on Sylvan Lake Phase 1  $          75.00  

326 Village Of Remington  $          70.00  

327 Big Tree Crossing  $            8.75  

328 Sylva Glade  $          55.00  

329 Cypress Reserve  $        285.00  

330 Cardinal Glen  $        105.00  

331 Triange Terrace  $          20.00  

332 Bridgewater  $          65.00  

335 Wentworth  $        135.00  

336 Carrigan Woods  $          70.00  

339 Aloma Woods Phase 3  $        100.00  

340 Aloma Woods Phase 5  $          60.00  

341 Bear Stone  $        105.00  

342 Ridge High  $          30.00  

343 Sabal Palm  $          45.00  

346 Whitesand Cove  $          80.00  

348 Loch Arbor Unit 17  $          80.00  

349 Lake of the Woods  $            7.00  

350 Cameron Grove  $          55.00  

351 Lakehurst  $        195.00  

352 Fern Brook Trails  $          35.00  

353 Twin Lakes Manor  $        105.00  

354 Lakeview Drive  $          50.00  

355 Roseland Park  $          30.00  

356 Sawgrass  $        135.00  

357 Tucks Knoll  $        230.00  

358 Bentley Cove  $          85.00  

359 Brookwood  $        100.00  

360 East Pointe  $          55.00  

361 Glades on Sylvan Lake Phase 2  $          60.00  

362 Parc du lac  $          95.00  

363 Ridge Pointe Cove  $        240.00  

364 Sandy Lane Reserve  $          70.00  



365 Sweetwater Oaks  $          60.00  

366 Terra Bella  $          30.00  

367 Elegant Heights  $          45.00  

368 Elizabeth Avenue  $          40.00  

369 Lake Harriett Estates  $          35.00  

370 Montclair  $          80.00  

371 Orange Blossom Business Center  $            8.00  

372 Royal Oaks  $        130.00  

373 Stonehurst  $        255.00  

374 Trails Unit 1  $          25.00  

375 Waterstone  $        100.00  

376 Sterling Meadows  $            5.00  

377 Magnolia Pointe  $        135.00  

378 Hamilton Place  $        240.00  

379 Summerfield  $        165.00  

380 Bennington  $        135.00  

 



      

Summary: Non-Ad Valorem Assessment Changes from 2008 to 2009 
All Assessment rates are within the limits of the governing ordinances. 

 

Aquatic Weed Control  

Howell Creek – Rate reduced from $.30/Waterfront Footage to $.20/Waterfront Footage 

Lake Pickett – Rate reduced from $50.00 to $45.00 per unit. 

Lake Mills – No adjustment required; same rate as prior year. 

Lake Amory – No adjustment required; same rate as prior year. Rate is set at the maximum amount 
authorized per governing ordinance. Rate is below the level necessary to manage/control all invasive 
aquatic weeds impeding lake conditions. Participating property owners have been notified of this 
situation and have been given opportunity to reconsider funding level recommended. 

Lake Spring – No adjustment required; same rate as prior year. 

Lake Mirror – No adjustment required; same rate as prior year. 

 

Landscape Maintenance 

Cedar Ridge – No adjustment required; same rate as prior year. 

 

Solid Waste 

Service Options & Exemptions – Rate for primary Option 1 reduced from $191.00 to $190.00 per dwelling; 
Option 3 reduced from $176 to $175 per dwelling. All other rates remained the same as prior year. 

 

Street Lighting 

Efforts to stabilize rates (maintain annual rate fluctuations within a range of $0 to ±$5.00), and to assign 
rate in $5 increments whenever reasonable have continued. The following percentages are approximate: 

 No rate change from prior year:   56% 

 Rate decrease ≤ $5:       7%  

 Rate increase ≤ $5:     34% 

 Rate increase $6 to $10:     2% 

 Rate increase > $10:      1%* 

*Includes MSBUs with upgraded equipment. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the minor plat for Bowles Estates Subdivision 
located west of Bear Lake Road at 5960 Jessica Drive in Section 19, Township 21S, Range 29 
E – Bryant & Kimberly Bowles, applicants. 

BACKGROUND:

The applicants, Bryant and Kimberly Bowles, are requesting approval of the Bowles Estates 
minor plat.  The plat consists of two parcels totaling 3.75 acres more or less.  The parcels are
zoned R-1AA which require a minimum lot size of 11,700 square feet.  Each lot meets all 
applicable zoning requirements for the R-1AA zoning district.

The plat will reference a conservation easement dedicated to Seminole County over the 
wetlands to be recorded governing the permitted activities within the conservation easement. 

The plat meets all applicable requirements of Chapter 35, Section 35.122, Seminole County 
Land Development Code and Chapter 177, Florida Statutes. The proposed plat does not 
require a performance bond.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the minor 
plat for Bowles Estates Subdivision located west of Bear Lake Road at 5960 Jessica Drive in
Section 19, Township 21S, Range 29 E.

ATTACHMENTS:

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

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 19

 
SUBJECT: Bowles Estates Minor Plat

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Brian Walker EXT: 7337

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Brian Walker



Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an agreement between Seminole County, 
Kids House of Seminole, Inc., and Meals on Wheels, Etc., Inc. to provide emergency child 
care and food service for children of Seminole County employees.

BACKGROUND:
The Seminole County Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan, Operations Annex, 
directs Seminole County Emergency Management to staff the Emergency Operations Center 
(EOC) and directs the use of personnel, resources, and equipment to facilitate recovery efforts 
for local jurisdictions.  This includes supporting unmet emergency child care needs of 
Seminole County employees.  This Agreement between Seminole County, Kids House of 
Seminole, Inc., and Meals on Wheels, Etc., Inc., will establish the provision of emergency child 
care services along with food service for children of Seminole County employees during a 
disaster event. The Agreement will only be activated if private child care services are 
unavailable after a disaster.  Emergency child care services will give employees the ability to 
report to work if their normal child care services are closed or unavailable. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an 
agreement between Seminole County, Kids House of Seminole, Inc., and Meals on Wheels, 
Etc., Inc. to provide emergency child care and food service for children of Seminole County
employees.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 20

 
SUBJECT: Emergency Services Cooperative Agreement between Seminole County, Kids 
House of Seminole, Inc., and Meals on Wheels, Etc., Inc.

DEPARTMENT: Public Safety DIVISION: Administration - Public Safety

AUTHORIZED BY: Tad Stone CONTACT: Shelly Brubaker EXT: 5000

County-wide Alan Harris

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of a proposed settlement with the property owners, Stephen G. Kohler and Douglas 
C. Lee, and with tenants Turfmaster Lawn & Ornamental Care, Inc. and Control Pest 
Management, LLC, relating to Parcel Numbers 112/712 and 113/713 on the County Road 15 
road improvement project. Mr. Kohler and Mr. Lee are co-owners of Turfmaster Lawn & 
Ornamental Care, Inc., which is a commercial landscaping spray business on the site and 
which claimed business damages. The proposed settlement is at $489,812.20 for full 
settlement, jointly and severally, of all claims for compensation from Seminole County 
including the value of the land and improvements taken, severance damages, business 
damages and other damages, statutory interest, attorney fees, and cost reimbursements. 
Judge Galluzzo.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the proposed settlement with the property owners, 
Stephen G. Kohler and Douglas C. Lee, and with tenants Turfmaster Lawn & Ornamental
Care, Inc. and Control Pest Management, LLC, relating to Parcel Numbers 112/712 and 
113/713 on the County Road 15 road improvement project. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Kohler/Lee property

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 21

 
SUBJECT: Kohler/Lee property

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Litigation

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

District 5 Brenda Carey Robert A. McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of a mediated settlement with the property owner, Garth A. Schweizer, individually 
and as member manager of Monroe Road, LLC, and with Anthologia, Inc., d/b/a Garth A. 
Schweizer, Landscape Architect, relating to Parcel Numbers 128/728A/728B/728C on the 
County Road 15 road improvement project. Mr. Schweizer's Trust is the President of 
Anthologia, Inc., which operates a commercial landscape architecture business on the site and 
claimed business damages. The mediated settlement proposed is at $1,189,926.14 for full 
settlement, jointly and severally, of all claims for compensation from Seminole County 
including the value of the land and improvements taken, severance damages, statutory 
interest, business damages, attorney fees and cost reimbursements. Judge Simmons.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the mediated settlement with the property owner,
Garth A. Schweizer, individually and as member manager of Monroe Road, LLC, and with 
Anthologia, Inc., d/b/a Garth A. Schweizer, Landscape Architect, relating to Parcel Numbers 
128/728A/728B/728C on the County Road 15 road improvement project. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Schweizer property

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 22

 
SUBJECT: Schweizer property

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Litigation

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

District 5 Brenda Carey Robert A. McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
This litigation arose from a road widening and reconstruction project on State Road 434 from 
McCulloch Road to Mitchell Hammock Road. Southland Construction, Inc. was the general 
contractor on the job. Seminole’s involvement arose from its Joint Project Agreement for Utility 
Work with FDOT. Acceptance of the proposed mediated settlement approves Seminole
County’s payment of $135,000.00 as its fractional share of a total settlement of $350,000.00 to 
settle the breach of contract action that Southland Construction, Inc., filed against the State of 
Florida Department of Transportation. The FDOT, in turn, had filed third-party claims against 
Seminole County and Progress Energy, alleging that Seminole and Progress had breached 
their contractual agreement to "defend and indemnify" FDOT as to portions of Southland’s 
claims that related to their respective utility portions of the work. Judge Lauten.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board accept the proposed mediated settlement approving 
Seminole County’s payment of $135,000.00 as its fractional share of a total settlement of
$350,000.00 to settle the breach of contract action that Southland Construction, Inc., filed 
against the State of Florida Department of Transportation.  

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Southland Construction, Inc.

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 23

 
SUBJECT: Southland Construction, Inc. v. State of Florida Department of Transportation v. 
Seminole County and Progress Energy 

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Litigation

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

District 1 Bob Dallari Robert A. McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Execute Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement. Chapman Road Subordination of Utility 
Interest Agreement (Parcel Numbers 104, 107, 123, 145, 145A, 146, and 823) between 
Seminole County and Progress Energy Florida, Inc., in conjunction with the Chapman Road 
improvement project. 

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board execute the Chapman Road Subordination of Utility Interest 
Agreement (Parcel Numbers 104, 107, 123, 145, 145A, 146, and 823) between Seminole 
County and Progress Energy Florida, Inc., in conjunction with the Chapman Road 
improvement project.    

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 24

 
SUBJECT: Subordination of Utility Interest Agreement

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Property Acquisition

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

District 1 Bob Dallari Robert A. McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated march 30 and April 6, 2009; and Payroll 
Approval List dated April 2, 2009; approval of BCC Minutes dated March 24, 2009; Clerk's 
"Received and Filed" - for information only; Clerk's Briefing.

BACKGROUND:
Clerk's Report 4/28/09 attached.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Clerk's Report 04-28-09

 Consent 4/28/2009 Item # 25

 
SUBJECT: Expenditure & Payroll Approval Lists, BCC Minutes, Clerk's Received and Filed, 
and Clerk's Briefing

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:
(A) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien from $47,250.00 to $25,027.57 
which represents a 50% reduction of the total lien plus administrative costs of $1,402.57 for 
Case # 07-81-CEB on the property located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood – Stacy Dudley 
(previous owner) and U.S. Bank (current owner), and require these costs to be paid within 60 
days or the lien will revert to its original amount ($47,250.00) and upon payment in full, 
authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien (Staff Recommendation); or

(B) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $47,250.00 to an 
amount set by the Board of County Commissioners for Case # 07-81-CEB on the property 
located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood - Stacy Dudley (previous owner) and U.S. Bank 
(current owner), and require this reduced amount to be paid within 60 days or the lien will 
revert to its original amount ($47,250.00) and upon payment in full, authorize the Chairman to 
execute the Satisfaction of Lien; or

(C) Approve the request to waive the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $47,250.00 
for Case # 07-81-CEB on the property located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood - Stacy 
Dudley (previous owner) and U.S. Bank (current owner), and authorize the Chairman to
execute the Satisfaction of Lien; or

(D) Deny a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien in the amount of $47,250.00 for 
Case # 07-81-CEB on the property located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood - Stacy Dudley 
(previous owner) and U.S. Bank (current owner), and require this amount to be paid within 60 
days and upon payment in full, authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien.

BACKGROUND:
In response to a complaint, on May 29, 2007, the Code Enforcement Officer observed the 
following violation located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood:  Unusable or abandoned 
furniture, unusable or abandoned appliances or white goods, an accumulation of trash and 
debris, uncultivated vegetation in excess of 24” in height and located within 75’ from any 
structure, stagnant or foul water in a swimming pool, swimming pool not secured according to 
code and other objectionable, unsightly, or unsanitary matter, substance, or material tending
by its existence and/or accumulation to endanger or adversely affect the health, safety, lives, 
and/or welfare of the citizens of the county in violation of Seminole County Code Section 95.4, 
as defined in Section 95.3 (e), (f), (g), (h), (n), (o) and (p).
 

 Regular 4/28/2009 Item # 26

 
SUBJECT: Code Enforcement Lien, Case # 07-81-CEB, Request for Reduction of Penalty –
Stacy Dudley (previous owner) and U.S. Bank (current owner) 

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Carolyn Jane Spencer EXT: 7403

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Tina Williamson



The timeline on these violations is below: 
 DATE ACTION RESULT
May 29, 2007 Notice of Violation issued to 

Respondent.
Violations remain.  

July 24, 2007 Lis Pendens. U.S Bank’s  No t i ce  o f Lis Pendens 
recorded.

July 31, 2007 Statement of Violation and 
Request for Hearing.

Filed by Code Enforcement Officer. 

August 2, 2007 Notice of Hearing mailed to 
Respondent.

Certified mail returned to Clerk. 

Property posted.
August 23, 2007 Code Board Hearing – Findings of 

Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order

Order entered by Code Enforcement 
Board giving a compliance date of 
August 31, 2007 for the unsecured pool 
and September 28, 2008 for the 
remaining violations with a fine of 
$250.00 per day if violations are not 
corrected by compliance dates. 

September 4, 2007 Affidavit of Non-Compliance for 
unsecured pool filed by the Code 
Enforcement Officer after 
reinspection.

Violation remains.  

September 6, 2007 Letter enclosing Affidavit of Non-
Compliance and Notice of October 
25, 2007 hearing to impose a lien 
with the Statement of Violation, 
Board letter and Notice of Initial 
Hearing sent to U.S. Bank, the lis 
pendens bank.

U.S. Bank’s signed certified mail receipt 
returned to Clerk dated September 10,
2007.

October 1, 2007 Affidavit of Non-Compliance for 
remaining violations filed by the 
Code Enforcement Officer after 
reinspection.

Violations remain.

October 25, 2007 Code Board Hearing – Order 
Finding Non-Compliance and 
Imposing Fine/Lien.

Order entered by the Code Enforcement 
Board imposing a lien of $13,750.00 
with fine continuing to accrue at 
$250.00 per day until compliance is 
obtained. 

U.S. Bank’s signed certified mail receipt 
returned to Clerk dated November 2, 
2007 for letter enclosing Order.

December 22, 2008
(Inspection occurred in 2007 
but Affidavit not issued until 
2008)

Affidavit of Compliance filed by 
Code Enforcement Officer for 
unsecured pool after reinspection 
on December 14, 2007.

Pool secured.

March 18, 2008 Final Summary Judgment of 
Mortgage Foreclosure

Judgment of Foreclosure extinguished 
the accruing lien from inception to 
Certificate of Title.

June 10, 2008 Certificate of Title Ownership transferred to U.S. Bank.  
Lien begins to accrue as of this date. 

December 16, 2008 Affidavit of Compliance filed by 
Code Enforcement Officer for 
remaining violations after
reinspection on December 16, 
2008.

Remaining violations corrected.  

Lien totals $47,250.00 for 189 days of
non-compliance, from Certificate of Title 
date until final compliance date.

December 22, 2008 Request for Reduction received. Request for Reduction received with a 
Contract for Sale attached requiring this 
item to be fast tracked.



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

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

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

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

4.   When considering a request and in developing a recommendation to the BCC, staff should 
evaluate the amount of the lien compared to the value of the property and the actions the 
violator did or did not take in attempting to resolve the code violation.  Per the Property
Appraiser information, the assessed value of the property is $401,623.00.  The lien totals
$47,250.00. 

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

January 27, 2009 Board of County Commissioners’ 
meeting to hear Request for 
Reduction.

Respondent did not appear. 

$47,250.00 lien reduced to $25,027.57 
which represents a 50% reduction plus 
administrative costs if paid within 60
days.

This reduced amount was not paid 
within 60 days and the lien reverted to 
the original amount of $47,250.00

February 5, 2009 Second Request for Reduction 
received.

U.S. Bank is requesting a second 
hearing concerning the reduction as 
closing agent failed to send an attorney 
to the January 27, 2009 hearing.

March 24, 2009 County Attorney requested Board 
consensus concerning U.S. Bank’s 
second lien reduction request.

The Board voted unanimously to bring 
the U.S. Bank’s Request for Reduction 
back for consideration.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board reduce the amount of the lien in the amount of $47,250.00 to 
$25,027.57 which represents a 50% reduction of the total lien plus administrative costs of 
$1,402.57 for the property located at 1620 Ridge Avenue, Longwood, based on the following
facts:

1)   Based on established Planning procedures, these types of violations and being in non-
compliance for 189 days would warrant a 50% reduction of lien. 

Staff further recommends that this amount, $25,027.57, be paid within 60 days or the lien will 
revert to its original amount ($47,250.00) and upon payment in full authorize the Chairman to 
execute the Satisfaction of Lien. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Statement of Violation & Request for Hearing
2. Notice of Hearing
3. Findings of Fact
4. Affidavit Of Non Compliance
5. Order imposing Lien
6. Affidavit Of Compliance
7. 1st Request for Reduction w/ contract for sale
8. Property Appraiser Data
9. Estimate of Costs

10. 2nd Request for Reduction
11. Satisfaction of Lien

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Melissa Clarke )















































































SATISFACTION OF LIEN
AS TO PARTICULAR PARCEL

THIS instrument disclaims and releases the lien imposed by the Order Finding Non-

Compliance and Imposing Fine/Lien, issued by the Seminole County Code Enforcement Board

in Case No. 07-81-CEB, filed against STACY DUDLEY and filed by and on behalf of Seminole

County, on October 25, 2007, and recorded in Official Records Book 06859, Pages 1631-1632,

of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, against the following described real property:

LEG LOT 3 BLK E HENSONS ACRES
PB 9 PG 99

The undersigned is authorized to and does hereby disclaim and release the lien as to the

whole of the above-described real property, and consents that the same be discharged of

record.

DATED this _____ day of _______________, 2009.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:
MARYANNE MORSE BOB DALLARI, Chairman
Clerk to the Board of
County Commissioners of Date:
Seminole County, Florida

For the use and reliance As authorized for execution by the
of Seminole County only. Board of County Commissioners at their
Approved as to form and April 28, 2009 regular meeting.
legal sufficiency.

County Attorney
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
(A) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien from $16,400.00 to $9,548.80 
which represents a 50% reduction of the total lien plus administrative costs of $1,348.80 for 
Case # 08-148-CEB on the property located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford – Gary Williams, 
and require these costs to be paid within 60 days or the lien will revert to its original amount
($16,400.00) and upon payment in full, authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of 
Lien (Staff Recommendation); or

(B) Approve a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $16,400.00 to an 
amount set by the Board of County Commissioners for Case # 08-148-CEB on the property 
located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford - Gary Williams, and require this reduced amount to be 
paid within 60 days or the lien will revert to its original amount ($16,400.00) and upon payment 
in full, authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien; or

(C) Approve the request to waive the Code Enforcement Board lien which totals $16,400.00 
for Case # 08-148-CEB on the property located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford - Gary 
Williams, and authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien; or

(D) Deny a reduction to the Code Enforcement Board lien in the amount of $16,400.00 for 
Case # 08-148-CEB on the property located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford - Gary Williams,
and require this amount to be paid within 60 days and upon payment in full, authorize the 
Chairman to execute the Satisfaction of Lien.

BACKGROUND:

In response to a complaint, on July 18, 2008, the Code Enforcement Officer observed the 
following violations located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford:  An accumulation of trash and 
debris and uncultivated vegetation in excess of 24” in height and located within 75’ from any 
structure in violation of Seminole County Code Section 95.4, as defined in Section 95.3 (g) 
and (h).

The timeline on these violations is below: 

 

 

 Regular 4/28/2009 Item # 27

 
SUBJECT: Code Enforcement Lien, Case # 08-148-CEB, Request for Reduction of Penalty –
Gary Williams

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Carolyn Jane Spencer EXT: 7403

District 5 Brenda Carey Tina Williamson



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

1.   If an individual has acquired a property in which the lien was recorded and the individual 
bought the property with this knowledge, a waiver or reduction in lien should not be granted.  

 DATE ACTION RESULT
July 18, 2008 Notice of Violation issued to 

Respondent.
Violations remain.  

August 13, 2008 Statement of Violation and 
Request for Hearing.

Filed by Code Enforcement 
Officer. 

August 22, 2008 Notice of Hearing mailed to 
Respondent.

C e r t i f i e d  a n d  r e g u l a r  m a i l  
returned for letter enclosing 
Notice. 

Property posted.
September 25, 2008 Code Board Hear ing –

Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and 
Order.

O r d e r  e n t e r e d  b y  C o d e  
Enforcement Board giving a
compliance date of October 24, 
2008 with a fine of $100.00 per 
day if violations are not corrected 
by compliance date. 

Certified and regular mail 
returned for letter enclosing 
Findings of Fact.

October 28, 2008 Affidavit of Non-Compliance 
filed by the Code
Enforcement Officer after 
reinspection.

Violation of trash and debris 
remains. 

Certified and regular mail
returned for letter enclosing 
Affidavit of Non-Compliance and 
Notice of Hearing to impose lien.

December 4, 2008 Code Board Hearing – Order 
Finding Non-Compliance and
Imposing Fine/Lien.

Order  en tered  by  the  Code 
Enforcement Board imposing a 
lien of $4,100.00 with fine 
continuing to accrue at $100.00 
per day until compliance is 
obtained. 

Certified and regular mail
returned for letter enclosing 
Order.

April 7, 2009 Affidavit of Compliance filed 
by Code Enforcement Officer 
after reinspection.

Remaining violation corrected. 
Lien totals $16,400.00 for 164 
days of non-compliance.

December 22, 2008 Request for Reduction 
received.

Request for Reduction received 
with a Contract for Sale requiring 
this item to be fast-tracked.



In such cases, the lien should have been considered in reaching a purchase price. 

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

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

4.   When considering a request and in developing a recommendation to the BCC, staff should 
evaluate the amount of the lien compared to the value of the property and the actions the 
violator did or did not take in attempting to resolve the code violation.  Per the Property
Appraiser information, the assessed value of the property is $111,105.00.  The lien totals
$16,400.00. 

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

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board reduce the amount of the lien in the amount of $16,400.00 to 
$9,548.80 which represents a 50% reduction of the total lien plus administrative costs of 
$1,348.80 for the property located at 1815 Pear Avenue, Sanford, based on the following
facts: 

1)   Based on established Planning procedures, these types of violations and being in non-
compliance for 164 days would warrant a 50% reduction of lien. 

Staff further recommends that this amount, $9,548.80, be paid within 60 days or the lien will 
revert to its original amount ($16,400.00) and upon payment in full authorize the Chairman to 
execute the Satisfaction of Lien. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Statement of Violation
2. Notice of Hearing
3. Findings of Fact
4. Affidavit Of Non Compliance
5. Order imposing Lien
6. Affidavit Of Compliance
7. Request for Reduction w / Contract
8. Property Appraiser Data
9. Estimate of Costs - SCSO & Planning



10. Satisfaction of Lien

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Melissa Clarke )





































































Estimate of Costs
CEB Case # 08-148-CEB

GARY WILLIAMS

Postage

Regular 6 $ .41 $ 2.46
Certified 6 $ 5.32 $31.92

$34.38

Processing Time for
Code Enforcement and BCC Action

Code Board Secretary 3 hours $ 38.00 $114.00
Code Board Attorney 1 hour $135.00
Planning Manager’s Review 1 hour $ 186.00
Planning and Development
Director’s Review 1 hour $ 202.00
Deputy County Manager’s
Review 1 hour $ 259.00
County Attorney’s Review 1 hour $135.00

$1,031.00
Other associated costs not captured:
Fleet expense, Phone expense, Utilities, Computer Support

Costs for Recording Documents -

# of first page docs - 5 # of additional page docs - 2 $67.00
($10.00 first page, $8.50 each additional page)

ESTIMATED COST FOR PROCESSING CASE # 08-148-CEB
By the Planning Division

$1,132.38

ESTIMATED COST FOR PROCESSING CASE # 08-148-CEB
By the Seminole County Sheriff’s Office

$216.42

TOTAL COST FOR PROCESSING CASE # 08-148-CEB
$1,348.80



SEMINOLE COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE
Affidavit For Reimbursement of Code Enforcement Officers Administrative Costs

Case# 08-148-CEB

The Seminole County Sheriff’s Office requests that the Department of Planning and Development petition the Board of
County Commission to enter an order requiring the Respondent in the above-styled case to pay the costs of investigation
incurred by this office during the investigation and presentation of said case. The below items detail the activities and
associated costs for investigating this case.

Code Enforcement Officer: Pamela Taylor

DATE PERSONNEL ACTIVITY HOURS
07/18/08 Inspection .30
07/22/08 Notice of code violation mailed .30
08/12/08 Filed case for CEB Hearing .30
08/13/08 Inspection .30
09/15/08 Property posted for CEB Hearing .30
09/15/08 Inspection, photos taken on 09/19/08 .30
09/22/08 Phone call from Gary Williams .30
09/25/08 CEB Hearing 1.0
10/28/08 Inspection .30

TOTAL HOURS 6.0

x $36.07
TOTAL PERSONNEL

COSTS

DATE PERSONNEL ACTIVITY COST

03/19/09 Phone call to Gary Williams .30
04/07/09 Inspection and photos .30

TOTAL PERSONAL
COSTS $

The Seminole County Sheriff’s Office has incurred actual costs in the amount of $216.42 during the investigation and
prosecution of the defendant in this case. Said costs are supported and documented as listed above. Personnel costs
are calculated at a rate of $36.07 per hour, as determined by the Financial Services Section of the Seminole County
Sheriff’s Office. Tangible goods and contractual services are indicated as required and at a direct cost to the Office.

Signature of Code Enforcement Officer: 04/15/09
DATE

Attested to this 15th day of April , 2009, by
Notary or Law Enforcement Officer
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve 2009 Revalidation of the Water and Sewer Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and 
associated revalidation BAR.

BACKGROUND:
In April 2005, the County advertised a Request for Proposals (RFP) for Program Management 
services to support Environmental Services’ Capital Improvement Plan (CIP).  After award of 
the contract for services (March 2006), the first phase of Program Management addressed 
validation and confirmation of the CIP.  The confirmation effort determined that particular CIP 
projects were under-funded, and the effort identified certain unfunded projects needed to meet 
St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) and Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) requirements for permit and regulation compliance.  

On July 18, 2006 a Work Session was held where Environmental Services staff presented to 
the Board of County Commissioners information on the updated CIP.  At the Work Session, 
revised estimates of CIP costs totaling $332 million were presented, and the Board directed 
staff to proceed in an expeditious manner with an accelerated Program Management effort. 

On September 12, 2006 the Board approved a utility rate increase to support bond funding of 
the CIP Program and in December 2006 the County secured bond funding of $154 million to 
implement the first phase of the CIP Program.  

A program portfolio updating the 2006 portfolio was presented to the Board in June of 2007.  
The following year, the annual revalidation and reprioritization was presented to the Board in 
April of 2008.  Staff will be presenting the next cycle of revalidation and reprioritization for
2009.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the 2009 Revalidation of the CIP and associated 
CIP BAR.

 Regular 4/28/2009 Item # 28

 
SUBJECT: Water and Sewer Capital Improvement Program Briefing

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Planning Engineering Inspections

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Forte CONTACT: Carol Hunter EXT: 2021

County-wide Dennis Westrick, Drew Jeter (CH2M Hill)



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Revalidation BAR
2. presentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Karen Hufman, Lisa Spriggs )
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2009-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
 
TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Environmental Services 
 Fund(s):  Water and Sewer Funds          
PURPOSE: Adjustment of capital project funding based on Project 

Consultant’s Re-validation. 
    
ACTION: Approval and authorization for the Chairman to execute Budget Amendment 

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

Sources:     
Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount

See attached  See attached  See attached  31,272,954 
Total Sources     $31,272,954 

 
Uses: 

    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
See attached  See attached  See attached  31,272,954 

Total Uses     $31,272,954

 
BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 

This Resolution, 2009-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, 
Florida               as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

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

FS Recommendation 
 

  4/15/09 
Analyst Date 
    
Budget Manager Date 
    
Director Date 

09-47  
BAR 
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Sources:      

Account Number  Project #  Account Title  Amount
40100.087805.560650  056601  Construction in Progress  $377,853
40102.087879.560650  056601  Construction in Progress  $73,080
40100.087805.560650  063601  Construction in Progress  $18,865
40100.087805.560650  064501  Construction in Progress  $249,768
40105.087817.560650  064501  Construction in Progress  $27,053
40102.087879.560650  064501  Construction in Progress  $572,942
40105.087817.560650  065201  Construction in Progress  $486,398
40105.087817.560650  067201  Construction in Progress  $58,553
40100.087805.560650  083101  Construction in Progress  $608,750
40105.087817.560650  164301  Construction in Progress  $4,205,001
40103.087880.560650  164501  Construction in Progress  $219,230
40105.087817.560650  168801  Construction in Progress  $1,393,704
40100.087805.560650  178101  Construction in Progress  $162,731
40105.087817.560650  178101  Construction in Progress  $27,935
40105.087817.560650  182301  Construction in Progress  $652,501
40105.087817.560650  193201  Construction in Progress  $295,942
40105.087817.560650  193301  Construction in Progress  $12,333
40105.087817.560650  193601  Construction in Progress  $208,339
40102.087879.560650  193601  Construction in Progress  $133,248
40105.087817.560650  195501  Construction in Progress  $50,000
40100.087805.560650  200401  Construction in Progress  $121,345
40105.087817.560650  201101  Construction in Progress  $18,610
40100.087805.560650  201501  Construction in Progress  $471,707
40100.087805.560650  203101  Construction in Progress  $420,806
40105.087817.560650  203101  Construction in Progress  $122,560
40102.087879.560650  203201  Construction in Progress  $172,086
40105.087817.560650  203301  Construction in Progress  $1,205,496
40105.087817.560650  203801  Construction in Progress  $31,455
40105.087817.560650  203901  Construction in Progress  $37,874
40105.087817.560650  204001  Construction in Progress  $1,000,000
40105.087817.560650  207801  Construction in Progress  $145,892
40105.087817.560650  214701  Construction in Progress  $48,803
40105.087817.560650  216401  Construction in Progress  $602,013
40105.087817.560650  216501  Construction in Progress  $1,880,582
40102.087879.560650  216501  Construction in Progress  $79,603
40105.087817.560650  216601  Construction in Progress  $488,609
40102.087879.560650  216701  Construction in Progress  $569,369
40105.087817.560650  216901  Construction in Progress  $136,824
40105.087817.560650  217201  Construction in Progress  $5,039,324
40105.087817.560650  217401  Construction in Progress  $411,781
40105.087817.560650  217701  Construction in Progress  $145,892
40105.087817.560650  217801  Construction in Progress  $380,690
40105.087817.560650  219701  Construction in Progress  $512,081
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40103.087880.560650  223001  Construction in Progress  $22,535
40105.087817.560650  223101  Construction in Progress  $22,725
40105.087817.560650  247901  Construction in Progress  $145,893

40105.999903.599998    Reserves for Contingency  $7,204,173
    TOTAL  $31,272,954
 
 
 
Uses:     

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
40102.087817.560650  021701  Construction in Progress $154,571
40105.087817.560650  024803  Construction in Progress $61,961
40105.087817.560650  056601  Construction in Progress $374,171
40100.087805.560650  065101  Construction in Progress $61,929
40105.087817.560650  082904  Construction in Progress $226,504
40105.087817.560650  083101  Construction in Progress $117,983
40105.087817.560650  178301  Construction in Progress $240,720
40105.087817.560650  181601  Construction in Progress $7,105,679
40102.087879.560650  181601  Construction in Progress $1,445,757
40105.087817.560650  195201  Construction in Progress $120,933
40103.087880.560650  195201  Construction in Progress $241,765
40105.087817.560650  195701  Construction in Progress $445,490
40105.087817.560650  217101  Construction in Progress $706,529
40100.087805.560650  223201  Construction in Progress $1,292,464
40100.087805.560650  227401  Construction in Progress $1,077,432
40105.087817.560650  227401  Construction in Progress $15,023,110
40105.087817.560650  243501  Construction in Progress $2,475,956
40105.087817.560650  255201  Construction in Progress $100,000

    TOTAL $31,272,954
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Seminole County
Environmental Services

Water & Sewer Capital 
Improvement Program

2009 CIP Revalidation

April 28, 2009

WB042009001ORL



2009 Revalidation

During Jan 09 CIP Revalidation Presentation 
BCC Asked The Program Team To Ensure 
Remaining Available Funds Be Targeted to 
Most Critical Requirements
– Revise 2009 Revalidation Plan to Make Best 

Use of  Available Funds

– Consider Use of Some Reserve Funds



3

Current CIP Funds Status

Spent to Date (FY06-09) $97M
Remaining Under Contract +$24M
SUBTOTAL (Funds Obligated) $121M

Projects In Bid Phase +$67M
TOTAL (Funds Committed) $188M

Total Avail Funds (FY06-09) Approx $223M
Total Funds Committed -$188M
Remaining Available Funds $35M



Plan for Available Funds

1.7-1.7Lake Emma Road Utility Adjustments

23.9-7.531.2TOTAL
4.8-0.65.4Multiple Other Projects (11)
1.8-1.8Markham WTP Upgrade Final Design
1.2+0.11.1Lake Harriet Transmission Main

2.0-0.42.4Minor Roads Utility Adjustments
2.5-2.5Indian Hills WTP Upgrade
4.6-4.6Heathrow Blvd Reclaimed Main
0.5-4.75.2Yankee Lake Potable SWTF
3.0-1.04.0Agreements

1.9-0.72.6Contingencies For Current Design & 
Construction Contracts

Revised 
Plan ($M)

Change 
($M) *

Original 
Plan ($M)( * – Orange Amounts Deferred to 2nd Bond)



Plan for Available Funds

$35.4MLess Currently Available
$7.2MAmount To Be Transferred From Reserves

$42.6MREVISED PLAN TOTAL
$0.6M- SER Interim Improvements Final Design
$1.3M- Residential Reclaimed Retrofit Phase V Design

$16.8M- Greenwood Lakes WWTF Improvements
2nd Bond Projects Moved Forward

$23.9MRevised Plan Subtotal
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2009 Revalidation Plan 
2006 – 2015 CIP ($403M)

* 2012-2015 plan does not yet include 
Potable Surface Water Project & 
WQMP PH2 final requirements

2008 Validation
2009 Validation

$332M

$71M*

200,000,000

175,000,000

150,000,000

125,000,000

100,000,000

75,000,000

50,000,000

25,000,000

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
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2009 Revalidation Summary

Revalidation Plan Revised To Ensure Available 
Funds Used For Most Critical Requirements
– Incorporated GWL WWTF & Other Critical           

2nd Bond Requirements

– Deferred Some Requirements to 2nd Bond

2006 – 2011 CIP Remains Balanced to $332M

Request BCC Approve 2009 Revalidation & BAR



Program Timeline

Where We’ve Been
– 2006 Validation July 2006

– 5yr Rate Plan Approved September 2006

– 1st Bond Disbursement December 2006

– 2007 Validation June 2007

– 2008 Validation April 2008



Program Timeline (cont.)

Where We Are
– 2009 Validation April 2009

Where We’re Going
– 2nd Bond Approval June 2009

– 2nd Bond Disbursement Oct/Nov 2009



Yankee Lake SWTF Timeline

– Phase 1 Construction Advertised May 2009

– Phase 2 Memo of Understanding June 2009

– Phase 1 Construction Bids Received July 2009

– Phase 2 Water Supply Agreement October 2009

– Phase 1 Construction Start October 2009

– Phase 1 Construction Complete Summer 2011
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Provide a status report regarding the establishment and progress of the Seminole County 
Mosquito Control Program.

BACKGROUND:
Between September and December 2008, the Mosquito Control Program Manager presented 
a status report to each of the seven (7) municipality Commissions and thereafter updated the
individual County Commissioners.  In accordance with the Memorandum of Agreement 
between the County and each municipality and direction from the BCC, the Mosquito Control 
Program is consolidating the individual programs into one comprehensive, science-based 
program in order to prevent duplication of efforts while increasing efficiency and effectiveness, 
ultimately protecting the residents from pestiferous and disease-carrying mosquitoes.

This presentation addresses current status of the Mosquito Control Program, answers 
questions regarding consolidation efforts and provides insight to accomplishments by creation 
of partnerships between Seminole County, the municipalities, Health Department, Department 
of Agriculture and Consumer Services, universities and surrounding counties.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Presentation - Mosquito Control 042809

 Briefing 4/28/2009 Item # 29

 
SUBJECT: Seminole County Mosquito Control Program Briefing

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Roads-Stormwater

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Edward Horvath EXT: 5568

County-wide Edward Horvath

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



Countywide Mosquito Control ProgramCountywide Mosquito Control Program
Status Report for the Implementation ofStatus Report for the Implementation of

11

Status Report for the Implementation ofStatus Report for the Implementation of
Countywide Mosquito ControlCountywide Mosquito Control

April 28, 2009April 28, 2009



StatusStatus
Countywide Mosquito Control ProgramCountywide Mosquito Control Program

established as aestablished as a State Approved ProgramState Approved Program
by the FDACS.by the FDACS.
 Eligible for and receiving State AidEligible for and receiving State Aid

22

Currently in year two of a threeCurrently in year two of a three--yearyear
implementation plan.implementation plan.

 There is no longer any contingency by theThere is no longer any contingency by the
State for emergency spraying.State for emergency spraying.



Statewide ComparisonStatewide Comparison

33



Services ProvidesServices Provides

 InIn--HouseHouse
 Ground Adult Mosquito ControlGround Adult Mosquito Control
 Ground Larval ControlGround Larval Control
 SurveillanceSurveillance

44

 Public EducationPublic Education
 Source ReductionSource Reduction

 Contracted ServicesContracted Services
 Aerial LarvicidingAerial Larviciding
 Aerial AdulticidingAerial Adulticiding
 Sample TestingSample Testing



Current Level of ServiceCurrent Level of Service

 Focused on establishing the ProgramFocused on establishing the Program

 Science Based ProgramScience Based Program
 Public Education, Countywide larval and adultPublic Education, Countywide larval and adult

55

 Public Education, Countywide larval and adultPublic Education, Countywide larval and adult
mosquito control & Customer Servicemosquito control & Customer Service

 Adulticiding is each municipality’sAdulticiding is each municipality’s
responsibilityresponsibility
 County is coordinating treatmentsCounty is coordinating treatments



Countywide ZonesCountywide Zones

66



Efficiencies and SavingsEfficiencies and Savings

 StaffStaff
 Minimal FullMinimal Full--Time EmployeesTime Employees
 Seasonal EmployeesSeasonal Employees

 EquipmentEquipment EquipmentEquipment
 VehiclesVehicles
 State AidState Aid

 Aerial TreatmentsAerial Treatments
ConsolidationConsolidation
 Statewide PartnershipsStatewide Partnerships

77



Consolidated ProgramConsolidated Program
Significant Benefits of a Comprehensive &Significant Benefits of a Comprehensive &

Integrated Program:Integrated Program:
 ScienceScience--based control, focusing on an IPMbased control, focusing on an IPM

approachapproach

88

 Less adverse impact on the environment &Less adverse impact on the environment &
more efficient use of pesticidesmore efficient use of pesticides

 Focused Treatments reduces overallFocused Treatments reduces overall
inefficiencies.inefficiencies.



Consolidated ProgramConsolidated Program
(continued)(continued)

 Consistent and effective Public EducationConsistent and effective Public Education
 Reduces duplication of effortsReduces duplication of efforts
 More effective control measuresMore effective control measures

Consistent level of serviceConsistent level of service

99

 Consistent level of serviceConsistent level of service

 Mosquitoes Know no Boundaries!Mosquitoes Know no Boundaries!



Partnerships

City
Programs

Health
DeptDACS

SCMC

FAMU
PHEREC

U.F.
IFAS

AMCAFMCA

Neighbor
Counties

FCCMC



Implementation ScheduleImplementation Schedule

Year 2 (FY2008/09)Year 2 (FY2008/09)
 County Program at half staffCounty Program at half staff
 County continues inCounty continues in--house adulticiding in unhouse adulticiding in un--

incorporated areaincorporated area

1111

Year 3 (FY2009/10)Year 3 (FY2009/10)
 Establish Surveillance portion of ProgramEstablish Surveillance portion of Program
 Fully implemented Program by Oct 1, 2010Fully implemented Program by Oct 1, 2010

 Phase out separate City programsPhase out separate City programs
•• Cities will still supplement truck sprayCities will still supplement truck spray



Countywide Mosquito ControlCountywide Mosquito Control
Contact InformationContact Information

 Phone: (407) 665Phone: (407) 665--55425542
 Fax: (407) 665Fax: (407) 665--56345634
 Email:Email: mosquito@seminolecountyfl.govmosquito@seminolecountyfl.gov

Website:Website:

1212

Website:Website:
www.seminolecountyfl.gov/pw/mosquitowww.seminolecountyfl.gov/pw/mosquito
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Informational Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2008/09 - for the period ending March 31, 
2009.

BACKGROUND:

Pursuant to Seminole County Administrative Code 22.5, Section I(3)(b), the Board of County 
Commissioners has empowered the County Manager or designee, as designated Budget 
Officer, to authorize specified intra-departmental budget amendments.  In compliance with 
Section I(4)(b) of the referenced code, reporting is being provided to the Board of all budget
amendments approved under the administrative authority granted and of budgetary
performance and status throughout the fiscal year. 
Seminole County Administrative Code 22.5, Section I (3)(b) authorizes the following:

  "(i)  Transfers of non-project appropriations within a fund or subfund and within a department 
or division that do not alter or amend a Department's or Division's Board approved work plan.

  (ii)  Transfers of appropriations among  subfunds/business units and object classifications 
established to facilitate compliance with a specific grant funding agreement.

  (iii)  Transfers among sub-objects within a project within a fund or subfund or among a Family 
of Projects, when deemed necessary as a management tool.

  (iv)  Transfer from Project Contingency to provide additional funds required for a deficient 
capital outlay project.

  (v)  Transfer to Project Contingency from a capital outlay project upon completion of the 
unexpended budget.

  (vi)  Transfer required for the sole purpose of proper accounting treatment of the item, which 
do not modify the original budgetary intent."

Attached is status report for all FY 2008/09 intra-departmental budget amendments approved 
(under the administrative authority granted) for the period ending March 31, 2009.

 Briefing 4/28/2009 Item # 30

 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Status Report FY 2008/09 - for the Period Ending March 31,
2009

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Transfer Update 08/09
2. Infrastructure Sales Tax (1991) Project Contingency 08/09
3. Infrastructure Sales Tax (2001) Project Contingency 08/09
4. Arterial Impact Fee 08/09
5. Natural Lands/Trails Project Contingency 08/09

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews
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Infrastructure Sales Tax (1991)
Project Contingency

Beginning Balance Adopted Budget 362,434     

BAR/BCR/DFS # Project # Project Name

DFS 09-03 00006102 Airport Boulevard Phase II & III (51,250)      

Ending Balance 311,184     

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.

*Shaded area has been previously reported.



Infrastructure Sale Tax (2001)
Project Contigency

Beginning Balance Adopted Budget 400,000     

BAR/BCR/DFS # Project # Project Name
DFS 09-04 00191659 CR 46A at Colonial Parkway (50,000)      
DFS 09-12 00192594 Snowhill Road Sidewalk 98,060       

Ending Balance 448,060     

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.

*Shaded area has been previously reported.



Arterial Impact Fee
Project Contingency

Beginning Balance Adopted Budget 78,156     

BAR/BCR/DFS # Project # Project Name

DFS 09-03 00006102 Airport Boulevard Phase II & III (73,750)   

Ending Balance 4,406       

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.



Natural Lands / Trails
Project Contingency

Beginning Balance Adopted Budget -          

BAR/BCR/DFS # Project # Project Name

DFS 09-14 00187702 Cross Seminole Trail 88,920     

Ending Balance 88,920     

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:
Brief the Board of County Commissioners on legislative activities.

BACKGROUND:
Brief the Board of County Commissioners on legislative activities.

 Legislative Update 4/28/2009 Item # 31

 
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
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Adopt and authorize the Chairman to execute the Resolution to vacate and abandon the 
unpaved island that lies immediately North of Red Bug Lake Road and in the approximate 
center of Eagle Circle at the entrance to “Deer Run” subdivision and also a variance of the 
Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.1243(3 & 4) as to sign location, as
recorded in Plat Book 29, Pages 17 and 18, of the Public Records of Seminole County, 
Florida, in Section 21, Township 21 S, Range 30 E, as requested by Property Owners 
Association #1 (Dorothy Dennis, President), applicant.

2. Deny the request to vacate and abandon the unpaved island that lies immediately North of 
Red Bug Lake Road and in the approximate center of Eagle Circle at the entrance to “Deer 
Run” subdivision and also a variance of the Seminole County Land Development Code 
Section 30.1243(3 & 4) as to sign location, as recorded in Plat Book 29, Pages 17 and 18, of 
the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, in Section 21, Township 21 S, Range 30 E, 
as requested by Property Owners Association #1 (Dorothy Dennis, President), applicant.

3. Continue the public hearing until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:
The applicant, Property Owners Association #1(Dorothy Dennis, President), is requesting to
vacate and abandon the unpaved island that lies immediately North of Red Bug Lake Road 
and in the approximate center of Eagle Circle at the entrance to “Deer Run” subdivision and 
also a variance to the Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.1243(3 & 4) as to 
sign location, as recorded in Plat Book 29, Pages 17 and 18, of the Public Records of 
Seminole County, Florida, in Section 21, Township 21 S, Range 30 E.  The objective of the
vacate and abandonment of the unpaved island along with the variance for the sign is for the 
Property Owner’s Association to be wholly responsible for this piece of property and to resolve 
the issue of the masonry feature on said island.  Upon approval, the applicant will need to 
apply for a sign permit through the Building Department for the existing sign.  The applicant,
Property Owners Association #1(Dorothy Dennis, President) has granted a Drainage and 
Utility Easement over the entire vacated area to Seminole County.  The subject right of way 
island vacate is not needed for public access and the proposed vacate will not hinder access 
to any adjacent properties. The fee for the unpaved island right of way vacate, up to 
$1500.00, was waived by the Board of County Commissioners at the October 28, 2008 Board 
meeting. The applicant has provided letters from all applicable utility companies stating “no
objections” to the requested vacate.  This request complies with the requirements and under 
the authority for vacating a right of way of Chapter 336.09 and 336.10, Florida Statutes.

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 32

 
SUBJECT: Deer Run Right-of-Way Island Vacate and Abandonment

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Alan Willis EXT: 7332

District 1 Bob Dallari Alan Willis



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board adopt, and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Resolution to vacate and abandon the unpaved island that lays immediately North of Red Bug 
Lake Road and in the approximate center of Eagle Circle at the entrance to “Deer Run”
subdivision and also the variance of the Land Development Code as to sign location.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maps and Aerials
2. Maps and Aerials
3. Maps and Aerials
4. Sketch of Description
5. Deer Run Drainage and Utility Easement
6. Deer Run ROW Vacate Harmless

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve and enact an ordinance for a Small Scale Land Use Amendment from Low Density 
Residential (LDR) to Planned Development (PD) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) on 5.3± acres, located on the south side of CR 419 approximately 
¼ mile east of the intersection of Willingham Road and CR 419, and approve the attached 
Preliminary Master Plan and Development Order, and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
aforementioned documents; (Dave Axel, applicant); or

2. Deny the requested Small Scale Land Use Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) 
to Planned Development (PD) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) on 5.3± acres, located on the south side of CR 419 approximately ¼ mile east 
of the intersection of Willingham Road and CR 419, and authorize the Chairman to execute 
the Denial Development Order; (Dave Axel, applicant); or

3. Continue until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Dave Axel, is requesting a Rezone and Small Scale Land Use Amendment in 
order to construct a 36,000 square foot residential office development.  This parcel is 
regulated under the Econlockhatchee River Protection Area Overlay standards.  Within the 
1,100 foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone, the requested rezone will allow all 
RP (Residential Professional) zoning uses and special uses, except communication towers.  
Outside the 1,100 foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone, all C-1 (Retail 
Commercial) zoning uses will be permitted except funeral homes, laundromats, and 
communication towers. 

This property was originally a part of the Seminole County/City of Oviedo Joint Planning 
Agreement which targeted this parcel as neighborhood office.  This parcel was subsequently 
removed from that agreement  at the March 7, 2008 Board of County Commissioners
hearing.       

This project is located in an area which has a mixture of single-family  subdivisions and a few 
small commercial centers.  This site is surrounded by two church sites and a residential 
subdivision to the south.  Due to the surrounding non-residential uses and the existing wetland 
to the south, the applicant is requesting waivers from the active/passive buffer and setback 
requirements of the Land Development Code.  The applicant is also requesting a waiver from 

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 33

 
SUBJECT: Buck Creek Plantation Small Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Ian Sikonia EXT: 7398

District 1 Bob Dallari Ian Sikonia



the parking code standards to reduce the size of 65 spaces in order to save 5 large canopy 
trees on the northwest portion of the property.  

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on March 4, 2009 and voted 6 to 0 to recommend
approval of a Small Scale Land Use Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) to 
Planned Development (PD) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) on 5.3± acres, located on the south side of CR 419 approximately ¼ mile east 
of the intersection of Willingham Road and CR 419, and recommend approval of the attached 
Preliminary Master Plan, subject to the conditions in the attached Development Order, based 
on staff findings.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve and enact an ordinance for a Small Scale Land Use 
Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Planned Development (PD) and  rezone 
from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) on 5.3± acres, located on the south 
side of CR 419 approximately ¼ mile east of the intersection of Willingham Road and CR 419, 
and approve the attached Preliminary Master Plan and Development Order, and authorize the 
Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff Report
2. Location Map
3. Future Land Use and Zoning Map
4. Aerial Map
5. Buck Creek Pictometry Map
6. Preliminary Master Plan
7. Approval Development Order
8. Justification Statement Provided by Applicant
9. Letter in Opposition

10. 3-4-09 Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes
11. Rezone Ordinance
12. Land Use Ordinance
13. Denial Development Order
14. Ownership Disclosure Form

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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Buck Creek Plantation
Small Scale Land Use Amendment from LDR to PD

Rezone from A-1 to PUD
APPLICANT Dave Axel
PROPERTY OWNER Buck Creek Plantation, LLC

REQUEST
Small Scale Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low
Density Residential) to PD (Planned Development) and a
rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit
Development).

PROPERTY SIZE 5.3 ± acres
HEARING DATE (S) P&Z: March 4, 2009 BCC: April 28, 2009
PARCEL ID 24-21-31-300-0020-0000

LOCATION
Located on the south side of CR 419 approximately ¼
mile east of the intersection of Willingham Road and CR
419.

FUTURE LAND USE LDR (Low Density Residential)
ZONING A-1 (Agriculture)
FILE NUMBER Z2007-73
COMMISSION DISTRICT 1 - Dallari

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:

The applicant is proposing a 36,000 square foot residential office development
consisting of six buildings.

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW:

ZONING REQUEST

The applicant, Dave Axel is requesting a rezone and small scale land use amendment
in order to develop a 36,000 square foot residential office development. The following
table depicts the minimum regulations for the current zoning district of A-1 (Agriculture)
and the requested district of PUD (Planned Unit Development):

DISTRICT
REGULATIONS

Existing Zoning
(A-1)

Proposed Zoning
(PUD)

Minimum Lot Size 43,560 sq. ft. N/A
Minimum House Size N/A N/A
Minimum Width at Building Line 150 feet N/A
Front Yard Setback 50 feet 10 feet
Side Yard Setback 10 feet 10 feet (East)

20 feet (West)
(Street) Side Yard Setback 50 feet N/A
Rear Yard Setback 30 feet 100 feet
Maximum Building Height 35 feet 35 feet
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PERMITTED USES

All RP zoning uses and special uses, except communication towers, within the 1,100
foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone and all C-1 zoning uses except
funeral homes, laundromats, and communication towers outside the 1,100 foot
Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone.

These proposed RP and C-1 zoning uses only apply to the proposed uses on the subject
site. In no way do the standard regulations of the RP or C-1 districts apply to this site
since the proposed zoning request is for PUD which is a negotiable zoning district. These
uses will all be regulated by the 1,100 foot setback line drawn on the Preliminary Master
Plan.

COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES

The area on the south side of CR 419 is a mixture of single-family residential homes
and few small commercial and office sites. This property is surrounded on three sides
by the municipal boundary of the City of Oviedo. The properties to the east and west
are church sites and the property to the south is the Riverside at Twin Rivers residential
subdivision. The subject site is located between the City of Oviedo and Chulouta along
CR 419. The property is located near the Seminole County Rural Area and the trend of
development of the area is single-family homes on quarter acre or smaller lots.
Neighborhood office and light commercial uses will better serve the residents of the
area by reducing trip lengths to get goods and services. This project will also allow for
small employment centers to grow thereby reducing commuting time.

The applicant has also designed this project to not only accommodate vehicular traffic,
but also bicycle and pedestrian due to the proximity of the Riverside and Sanctuary
subdivisions. The proposed uses of this site allows for a better mixture of compatible
low density residential and non residential uses in the area. Staff finds that the
requested rezone and land use amendment are compatible with the surrounding uses
and existing development patterns of the area.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:

FLU Element Plan Amendment Review Criteria:

The Future Land Use Element in the Comprehensive Plan lays out certain criteria that
proposed future land use amendments must be evaluated. Because this is a small area
Future Land Use amendment with localized impacts, an individual site compatibility
analysis is required utilizing the following criteria:

A. Whether the character of the surrounding area has changed enough to warrant
a different land use designation being assigned to the property.
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Staff Evaluation

The subject property is located in an area which is comprised of single-family homes
and few low intensity commercial developments. The trend of development of this area
started in the early 1990’s when a majority of the surrounding residential subdivisions
were constructed. The most recent construction of single family homes occurred in
2006 and is located directly north of the subject site. Since this property was previously
designated as neighborhood office in the joint planning agreement this site development
will bring about a better mixture of uses to an area, which is mainly comprised of
residential subdivisions. Staff finds that the character of the area has changed enough
to warrant a land use change from Low Density Residential to Planned Development.

B. Whether public facilities and services will be available concurrent with the
impacts of development at adopted levels of service.

C. Whether the site will be able to comply with flood prone regulations, wetland
regulations and all other adopted development regulations.

D. Whether the proposal adheres to other special provisions of law (e.g., the
Wekiva River Protection Act).

Staff Evaluation

The development will have to undergo Concurrency Review prior to Final Engineering
approval and must meet all Concurrency standards in order to proceed.

The site will have to comply with all Land Development Regulations regarding
development in and around wetland and floodplain areas at the time of Final
Engineering.

The subject property is located within the Econlockhatchee River Protection Overlay
District.

E. Whether the proposed use is compatible with surrounding development in
terms of community impacts and adopted design standards of the Land
Development Code.

Staff Evaluation

The proposed uses of the PUD are compatible with the surrounding area due to the
numerous residential subdivisions adjacent to the subject property. The proposed office
and light commercial uses will decrease the length of trips for the citizens of the
community to get goods and services. The proposed uses will bring about a more
balanced mixture of uses due to the overwhelmingly residential development character
of the area. The site is also designed to provide for multi modal options by providing
internal and external sidewalk connections and bicycle parking.



Z2007-73 Page 4 of 7 Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner
Buck Creek Plantation Rezone & SSLUA 1 - Dallari

F. Whether the proposed use furthers the public interest by providing:

1. Sites for public facilities or facility improvements in excess of requirements
likely to arise from development of the site

2. Dedications or contributions in excess of Land Development Code
requirements

3. Affordable housing

4. Economic development

5. Reduction in transportation impacts on area-wide roads

6. Mass transit

Staff Evaluation

The applicant’s development plan is not proposing or considering any of the above
stated elements which would further the public interest, however they are providing
transportation alternatives through the use of sidewalk connections and a bicycle rack.

G. Whether the proposed land use designation is consistent with any other
applicable Plan policies, the Strategic Regional Policy Plan and the State
Comprehensive Plan.

The following are other applicable Vision 2020 Policies, Exhibits, and staff’s evaluation:

Policy FLU 2.5: Transitional Land Uses

The County shall evaluate Plan amendments to ensure that transitional land uses are
provided as a buffer between residential and nonresidential uses, varying intensities of
residential uses and in managing redevelopment of areas no longer appropriate as
viable residential areas. Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land Uses is to be used
in determining appropriate transitional uses.

Staff Evaluation

Exhibit FLU 2: Appropriate Transitional Land Uses in the Future Land Use Element is
used as a guide in evaluating compatibility between proposed and adjacent land uses.
The subject property is a transitional parcel between lower density residential
development to the south. The proposed Planned Development FLU designation and
the PUD Preliminary Master Plan and associated Development Order provides for
sensitive site design as required by the Comprehensive Plan.
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SITE ANALYSIS:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Floodplain Impacts:

Based on FIRM map with an effective date of 2007, there appears to be no floodplains on
the subject property.

Drainage:

The proposed project is located within the Big Econlockhatchee Drainage Basin, and
does not have limited downstream capacity. The site will have to be designed to not
exceed the pre-development rate of discharge for the mean annual and 25-year, 24-
hour storm events.

Wetland Impacts:

Based on preliminary aerial photo and County wetland map analysis, there appears to be
wetlands on the subject property.

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife:

Based on a preliminary analysis, there may be endangered and threatened wildlife on the
subject property. A listed species survey will be required prior to final engineering
approval.

PUBLIC FACILITY IMPACTS

Rule 9J-5.0055(3), Florida Administrative Code, requires that adequate public facilities
and services be available concurrent with the impacts of development. The applicant
has elected to defer Concurrency Review at this time. The applicant will be required to
undergo Concurrency Review prior to final engineering approval.

The following table depicts the impacts the proposed development has on public
facilities:

Public Facility Existing Future Land
Use (LDR)*

Proposed Land Use (PD)
Calculated as General

Office**

Net
Impact

Water (GPD) 7,350 12,600 +5,250
Sewer (GPD) 6,300 9,450 +3,150
Traffic (ADT) 201 1020 +819

* LDR calculated as 21 single family detached homes.
**PD calculated as 36,000 S.F. of General Commercial
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Utilities:

The site is located in the City of Oviedo water utility service area, and the Utilities Inc.
sanitary sewer utility service area. Oviedo has a water main on the south side of W. SR
419 and Utilities Inc. has a force main on the south side of W. SR 419.

Transportation / Traffic:

The property proposes access onto C.R. 419, which is classified as Major Arterial
roadway. C.R. 419 has road widening improvements programmed in the County 5-year
Capital Improvement Program. The improvements (from two to four lanes) will start at
Snow Hill Road to the Orange County Line. Approximate time line for construction is
scheduled for April 2010.

Buffers and Sidewalks:

There is an existing 5-foot sidewalk along CR 419. The applicant has also provided
sidewalks connections to the external sidewalk and has designed an internal sidewalk
system to allow for walkability.

The applicant is requesting a waiver from the standards of the Active/Passive Buffer
and Setback Design Standards per Section 30.1232 of the Land Development Code for
the north, south, and west buffers.

The Active/Passive requirements of the Land Development Code for commercial uses
are as follows:

Building Setbacks Required Proposed
Side (East) 50’ active / 25’ passive 10’
Side (West) 50’ active / 25’ passive 20’
Rear (South) 50’ active / 25’ passive 100’

Buffer Width Required Proposed
Side (East) 25’ active / 15 passive 7’ minimum / 10’ average
Side (West) 25’ active / 15 passive 10’ minimum / except at the

joint use driveway

The reduced buffers are acceptable to staff because the adjacent properties to the east
and west are churches, which are non-residential in nature. The applicant is also
requesting a waiver from the wall requirement along the southern property boundary which
abuts a residential subdivision. Staff feels that since the stormwater retention pond in the
southern portion of the property is 100 feet in width it would provide a sufficient buffer
distance from the adjacent residential subdivision. The applicant will also be providing the
required active buffer landscape requirement of 8 canopy trees per 100 linear feet along
the southern property line. Staff feels the reduced buffers are compatible with the trend of
development and will not adversely affect the surrounding neighbors.
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APPLICABLE POLICIES:

Fiscal Impact Analysis

This project does not warrant the running of the County Fiscal Impact Analysis Model.

Special Districts

The subject property is located within the Econlockhatchee River Protection Overlay.

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. In 2008 Seminole County adopted a new
Comprehensive Plan; however since this project was advertised prior to the adoption of
the new Comprehensive Plan this project has being reviewed under the Vision 2020 Plan.

The new Comprehensive plan provided for the need to update the Land Development
Code (LDC) to include a Planned Development zoning classification. The LDC is in the
process of being updated to include the Planned Development zoning classification. The
language of the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan Policy 2.10 is essentially the same
as the Vision 2020 Plan Policy 2.11 which addressed Planned Unit Development and
Planned Commercial Development, except that the new Plan refers to the proposed
Planned Development (PD) zoning classification.

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 2.10:Determination of Compatibility in PUD and PCD Zoning
Classifications

Policy SAN 4.4: Extension of Service to New Development
Policy PUB 2.1: Public Safety Level-of-Service

INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION:

An intergovernmental notice was sent to the City of Oviedo on November 5, 2007, April
29, 2008, November 12, 2008, and January 12, 2009.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION:

Staff has received one letter in opposition of this application which is attached to this
agenda item.
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SMALL-SCALE FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT & 
REZONING AMENDMENT JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT 

Buck Creek Plantation PUD 

Parcel ID Number: 24-21-31-300-0020-0000 

INTRODUCTION 

This application is for a small-scale future land use map amendment (SSFLUA) and associated 
rezoning amendments to respectively change the future land use (FLU) designation of the 5.31 acre 
subject property from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Planned Development (PD), and to rezone 
the property from A-1 to PUD, said PUD allowing, as provided for on the accompanying Master PUD 
Plan, Permitted Uses and Special Uses of the Residential Professional (RP) district within the 1,100 
foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone and Permitted Uses of the Retail Commercial 
district (C-1) outside the 1,100 foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone.  With the 
following Project Justification Narrative, we submit the request is consistent with the Seminole County 
Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan and compatible with the surrounding development patterns. 

PROPERTY AND SURROUNDING LAND USE DESCRIPTION 

Table 1 
Surrounding FLU & Zoning 

 
Direction Land Use  Zoning  Current use 
North (note1) CM (Oviedo)  C-1 (Oviedo)  vacant and CR-419 right of way 

South  PUD (Oviedo)  PUD (Oviedo)  Riverside Section of Twin Rivers, SFR 

East  LDR (Oviedo)  PLI (Oviedo)  Hope Community Church 

West  LDR   A-1   Diocese of Orlando 
 
Note1: Ordinance 1448 Ordinance 1449 were approved by the Oviedo City Council on 05-JAN-2009  
changing the future land use designation of approximately 9.73 acres due north of the subject property 
from Rural (RL) to Commercial (CM) and changing the zoning from Agriculture (A) to Commercial 
(C-1). 
  
GENERAL INFORMATION 

The property is located to the south of and adjacent to County Road 419, also know as Chuluota Road. 
It has 473.68’ of road frontage on CR419, which is a heavily traveled 4 lane divided local collector 
road.  

ACREAGE 

The property consists of 5.31 acres. 

CURRENT USE, ZONING and LAND USE 
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The property is currently vacant and unimproved with the exception of an existing wholesale nursery 
operation with no sales on site. The property is zoned A-1 and has a LDR future land use 

DEVELOPMENT TRENDS 

The surrounding area has been developed from a rural community to a typical suburban community for 
the past two decades. Recent development has accelerated this trend. As the large single family PUDs 
have approached build out the development of support services has accelerated. 

The properties to the immediate east and west have both been converted from Single Family uses and 
developed for Church uses. The property to the north, across CR419, while currently unimproved, is 
owned by a church. The current owner, on 05-JAN-2009 obtained approval from the City of Oviedo  
for a plan amendment and rezone to the easternmost 9.73 acres of the site to City of Oviedo C-1. 
Several large tracts in the immediate area have been developed in recent years as large planned 
developments, including the Twin Rivers, The Sanctuary and Live Oak Reserve. Twin Rivers has 
commercial components to the east and west of the subject property. The Sanctuary development has 
mixed use component to the northeast of the subject property presently improved with a drive through 
bank, day care and office building. A tract east of Hope Community Church was recently annexed into 
the City of Oviedo and rezoned to O-C, office commercial. 

PROPOSED USE 

The property is intended to be developed for RP and C-1 uses, with the current preliminary site plan 
oriented toward medical and professional office space that would also be suitable for light retails uses 
outside the 1,100 foot Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone.  

RELATIONSHIP TO THE GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES OF THE 
SEMINOLE COUNTY VISION 2020 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

Introduction: 

As the proposed SSFLUA and rezone deal primarily with issues relating to the Future Land Use 
Element of the Comprehensive Plan, the relationship of the proposal to the applicable goals, objectives 
and policies of that element will be covered first, followed by the relationship to the Economic 
Element. The Comprehensive Plan language will be outlined in standard type, and the analysis of 
consistency will be italicized. 

APPLICABLE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT GOALS, OBJECTIVE S AND POLICIES 

There are two goals of the FLU element that are most applicable as follows: 

• Creation of favorable economic conditions 
• Maintenance of established residential neighborhoods 

 
The purpose of the proposed SSFLUA and rezone is to provide for the continued growth of a successful 
Seminole County based business and provide the resultant employment opportunities to the citizens of 
Seminole County. The application also complies with the specific FLU Policies outlined herein below 
that provide for the maintenance of the residential neighborhood. 
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OBJECTIVE FLU 2 PROTECTION OF RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORH OODS 

Policy FLU 2.1 Subdivision Standards 

The County shall maintain the viability of established and future residential neighborhoods by 
continuing to enforce Land Development Code provisions relating to: 

Development within flood prone areas; 
 Building setbacks and heights; 
 Roadway buffers; 
 Landscaping; 
 Tree preservation; 
 Signage; 
 On-site traffic circulation and parking; 
 Drainage and storm water management; 
 Fences, walls and entrance features; and 
 Maintenance and use of common open space areas through homeowners associations. 
 

The proposed preliminary site plan will comply with all aspects of the Seminole County Land 
Development Code, including the above stated provisions, as permitted by the Planned Commercial 
Development zoning designation. 
 
POLICY FLU 2.2 REGULATION OF ACTIVE USES 

The County shall continue to enforce Land Development Code standards relating to active uses such as 
parking, loading, refuse containers, signs, lights, balconies, and storage areas to minimize impacts 
upon and intrusion into residential areas. 

The Master PUD plan complies with Sec. 30.1232. Active/passive buffer setback design standards of 
the Seminole County Land Development Code where it is adjacent to current  residential uses. 
 

POLICY FLU 2.5 TRANSITIONAL LAND USES 

The County shall evaluate Plan amendments to ensure transitional land uses are provided as a buffer 
between residential and nonresidential land uses, between varying intensities of residential uses and in 
managing redevelopment of areas no longer appropriate as viable residential areas. Exhibit FLU: 
Appropriate Transitional land Uses is to be used in determining appropriate transitional uses. 

The Appropriate Transitional Land Uses table does not specifically have Planned Development Land 
Use but the accompanying text is specific: 

This table is to be used as a general guide in evaluation compatibility between proposed and adjacent 
uses. A transitional land use which functions as: (1) a transition through space by a gradual increase in 
development intensity between land uses 

With regard to the proposed uses within the Planned Development, i.e., Neighborhood Commercial,  
the Transitional Land Use table specifies that such uses, when adjacent to LDR uses : 
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Can be a compatible transitional use with sensitive site design such as transitioning lot sizes, sufficient 
buffers, limited building heights, architectural controls and limited hours of operation, limiting 
adjacent uses to passive, unobtrusive uses (.e.g., no dump sites, loading areas, lighting, noise, odor or 
hazardous materials). May require a MRO, MROC, MROCI, TI, PUD or PUD zoning to address these 
issues. 
 
 The proposed preliminary site plan provides a substantial buffer that satisfies the active passive buffer 
requirements of the Seminole County Land Development Code along its southern boundary where the 
property is adjacent to single family homes in the Riverside Section of the Twin Rivers PUD. 
Placement of the storm water ponds to the south provides additional buffers to the homes.  Due to the 
forgoing it is clear the SSFLUA application and concurrent rezone to PUD satisfy Policy FLU 2.5    

POLICY FLU 2.11 Determination of Compatibility in t he Planned Unit Development and 
Planned Commercial Development Zoning Classifications  

The County shall consider uses or structures proposed within the Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
and Planned Commercial Development (PUD) zoning classifications on a case-by-case basis 
evaluating the compatibility of the proposed use or structure with surrounding neighborhoods and uses.  
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.  The Board of 
County Commissioners shall have discretion as to the uses and structures approved with a PUD or 
PUD zoning classification. 
 
The Preliminary Master Plan is included in this concurrent SSFLUA and rezoning request to 
demonstrate buffering, setbacks, density, and ensure compatibility with adjacent uses.  Specific 
development standards will be established in the Final Master Plan to achieve compatibility with 
surrounding development. 

OBJECTIVE FLU 6 PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES 
 
The County shall require that all development be consistent with the approved Capital Improvements 
Element or facility and service plans in order to discourage urban sprawl, meet adopted level of service 
standards and thereby minimize attendant public costs through the implementation of the following 
policies: 

Policy FLU 6.1 Development Orders, Permits and Agreements 

The County shall ensure that all development orders, permits and agreements are consistent with the 
adopted level of service standards and provisions of the Capital Improvements Element and the 
appropriate facility element as well as all other provisions of this Plan. 

A Development Order that outlines the future development parameters of the site and developer 
obligations will be drafted between the property owner and Seminole County to implement the 
proposed PUD zoning. 

Policy FLU 6.2 Concurrency Requirements 

The County shall ensure that all development orders, permits and agreements are subject to the adopted 
Concurrency Management System standards and provisions to ensure that facilities and services 
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needed to serve the development are available at the adopted level of service consistent with the 
Implementation Element of this Plan. 

A Concurrency Deferral Affidavit was filed with the SSFLUA and rezone application.  Any impact 
issues will be addressed in the Development Order. 

Policy FLU 6.3 Infrastructure and Phasing Requirements 

The County shall require that all development provide services and facilities or phase the development 
as a condition of approval if development needs precede adopted service and facility plans and Capital 
Improvements Program and adopted levels of service can be maintained. 

Policy FLU 6.4 Priority for Water and Sewer Services 

The County shall evaluate the impact on delivering adequate service to residents within the established 
service area prior to the expansion of potable water or sewer service area outside the adopted service 
area boundaries.  The County will not expand a service area if the adopted level of service cannot be 
maintained. 

Development of the site will comply with the services and facilities requirements. 

Policy FLU 6.5 Private Investment Above Land Development Code Regulations 

The County shall require private investment in infrastructure improvements above and beyond Land 
Development Code requirements (e.g., feeder roads, aerial fire apparatus, right-of-way, signalization, 
access improvements, transit facilities, storm water, etc.) where improvements are needed to 
accommodate the development and to minimize attendant public costs associated with growth. 
  
The developer will comply with this policy and address these issues as necessary in the Development 
Order with the County. 

DEFINITIONS OF FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT LAND USE AND PURPOSE 

This land use provides for a variety of land uses and intensities within a development site to preserve 
conservation areas above and beyond land development code requirements reduce public investment in 
provision of services, to encourage flexible and creative site design and provide sites for schools, 
recreation and other public facilities which provide benefit to the community. 

PUD (Planned Unit Development) and PUD (Planned Commercial Development) zonings within the 
Planned Development Land use designation must be accompanied by a site/master plan as set forth in 
the Land Development Code. Such plans shall address, at a minimum, buffering, setbacks, lighting and 
building heights, to ensure compatibility with adjacent uses. 

A PUD rezoning application and a Master Plan application are being submitted concurrent with this 
SSFLUA application.  The Master Plan addresses the aforementioned concerns and, therefore, 
complies with the Seminole County Land Development Code. 
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APPLICABLE ECONOMIC ELEMENT GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND P OLICIES 

OBJECTIVE ECM 3 CONTINUE TO SHIFT PROPERTY TAX DEPE NDENCE FROM 
RESIDENTIAL TO NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

POLICY ECM 3.1 Tax Base Shift 

The County shall continue to take actions to increase the non residential tax base and reduce 
dependency on homeowners for local revenues by implementing economic strategies.  

and 

POLICY ECM 3.2 Balance of Residential and Employment Opportunities 

The County shall continue to monitor the balance of residential and employment opportunities in order 
to maintain equilibrium between the tax bases. 

This SSFLUA will add 36,000 square feet of professional office and neighborhood commercial uses in 
an area that has seen significant increases in residential development. 

OBJECTIVE ECM 4 TARGET AREAS, INDUSTRIES AND OCCUPA TIONS 

POLICY ECM 4.4 Target Occupations 

The County shall continue to diversify its tax base by promoting advanced technology industries which 
provide quality occupations and above average wages for its residents. 

 The preliminary PUD plan is purposefully laid out to be attractive to medical and other professionals 
who tend to have a much higher wage base than the typical strip retail development prevalent in the 
area.  

OBJECTIVE ECM 6 SUPPORT SMALL BUSINES AND EXISTING BUSINESS AND 
TOURISM 

The County shall create an economic environment that promotes the formation and expansion of small 
businesses which provide diverse job opportunities and help to define the image of Seminole County 
and the region. 

The SSFLUA will provide relocation and expansion opportunities to the contract purchaser, Central 
Florida Eye Care as well as other similar businesses. Nearby strip retail development, while suitable 
for start up medical and professional firms, do not lend themselves well to expansion of such 
businesses and the attendant employment growth.  

JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT – SSFLUA AND REZONING 

The subject property is best suited for the proposed uses due to its location and surrounding land use 
patterns.  Amending the future land use designation from low density residential to planned 
development with a rezoning to planned commercial development will permit diversification of the tax 
base and expansion of employment opportunities while still providing for sufficient protections to 
surrounding residential uses.  
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CONCLUSION 

The requested SSFLUA and zoning amendments are well supported by the policies described within 
the Seminole County Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan.  The County has a desire to “promote the 
formation and expansion of small businesses” and at the same time “provide for the maintenance of the 
residential neighborhood.” The market area surrounding the subject property has a demonstrated 
demand for the uses proposed. 
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Sikonia, Ian

From: CAClifton2@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 4:25 PM
To: Sikonia, Ian
Subject: Buck Creek Rezone

I am unable to attend the meeting tonight, please foreward my thoughts.

I own property at 1949 Aquarius Court, Oviedo, FL. I purchased this property in 1999 because it backed up to the green
belt area of the Econ. It was also not bordered by any commercial enterprises and the property was a conservation area.
It is a natural habitat for wildlife. We have had deer, turkey's and hogs in our back yard.
It is a nice quiet area.

I am objecting to your project for the following reasons:

The natural animal habitat will be destroyed.

Due to the paving and extra buildings going up, there will be less area for water recharge. There will be more water run
off from all the pavement and buildings. The area behind our home already tends to hold water, how much more water
can our area hold? What are you going to do about flooding concerns?

There will be more noise due to the extra buildings, extra vehicles and extra people around. You need a buffer to keep
the noise down that will be echoing off the buildings from the highway.

There will be more traffic. There is already a problem getting out of the subdivision due to the exisiting heavy traffic.

Our privacy will be gone, because there will be buildings, pavement and people in our back yard.

Thank you for listening to my concerns.

Carmen Clifton

Worried about job security? Check out the 5 safest jobs in a recession.
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MARCH 4, 2009

Members present: Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Melanie
Chase and Kimberly Day.

Members absent: Ben Tucker.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning
Manager; Dori DeBord, Planning and Development Director; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, Planner; Lee Shaffer, Principal
Engineer, Development Review Division; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

G. Buck Creek SSLUA & Rezone; Dave Axel, Applicant; 5.3 acres; Small Scale
Land Use Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Planned Development
(PD) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development); located
on the south side of CR 419 approximately ¼ mile east of the intersection of Willingham
Road and CR 419. (Z2007-73 / 11-07SS.01)

District 1 - Dallari
Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner

Ian Sikonia, Planning Division - the Applicant is requesting a Rezone and Small Scale
Land Use Amendment in order to construct a 36,000 square foot residential office
development. Since this parcel is regulated under the Econlockhatchee River
Protection Area Overlay standards the proposed permitted uses are split by the 1,100
setback regarding residential and commercial uses. Within the 1,100 foot
Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone the requested rezone will allow all RP
zoning uses and special uses, except communication towers. Outside the 1,100 foot
Econlockhatchee River Corridor Protection Zone all C-1 zoning uses will be permitted
except funeral homes, laundromats, and communication towers.

The area on the south side of CR 419 is a mixture of single-family residential homes
and few small commercial and office sites. This property is surrounded on three sides
by the municipal boundary of the City of Oviedo. The properties to the east and west
are church sites and the property to the south is the Riverside at Twin Rivers residential
subdivision.

The Applicant has also designed this project to not only accommodate vehicular traffic,
but also bicycle and pedestrian, due to the proximity of the Riverside and Sanctuary
subdivisions. The proposed uses of this site allows for a better mixture of compatible
low density residential and non residential uses in the area. Staff finds that the
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requested rezone and land use amendment are compatible with the surrounding uses
and existing development patterns of the area.

Staff has received one email in opposition to this request and a copy of this was handed
out to the Board at the beginning of this meeting.

Staff recommends approval of the request.

Dave Axel, Applicant – agrees with Staff findings and recommendations and would be
happy to answer any questions.

No one spoke in favor or opposition of this request from the audience.

Commissioner Chase made a motion to recommend approval of this request.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 6 – 0.

Commissioner Wolf – on the south side of the neighborhood, there are some oak
trees, will they remain or be removed?

Mr. Axel – on the south side, there is a 25 foot buffer and all trees will remain.

Commissioner Eismann asked Mrs. Stettner if she had anything to address in her
Manager’s Report and she advised that since we do not have any items scheduled for
the April 1 meeting, she would request that the Board cancel the meeting.

Commissioner Bates made a motion to cancel the April 1, 2009 meeting.

Commissioner Brown seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 6 – 0.
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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 A-1 (AGRICULTURE) 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 Buck Creek Plantation

Rezone and Small Scale Land Use Amendment, dated April 28, 2009.

(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 A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development):

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.
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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 # 07-22000012 in the Official Land Records of

Seminole County.

ENACTED this 28th day of April 2009.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT PART OF THE SOUTH 1/2 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST
1/4 OF SECTION 24, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 31 EAST, SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA, LESS THE WEST 2/5, LESS THE EAST 326 FEET.
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AN ORDINANCE FURTHER AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER
08-44, AS PREVIOUSLY AMENDED, KNOWN AS THE SEMINOLE
COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; AMENDING THE FUTURE
LAND USE MAP OF THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY VIRTUE OF SMALL SCALE
DEVELOPMENT AMENDMENT (LEGAL DESCRIPTION IS SET
FORTH AS AN APPENDIX TO THIS ORDINANCE); CHANGING
THE FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION ASSIGNED TO
CERTAIN PROPERTY FROM LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (LDR)
TO PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD); PROVIDING FOR
LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County

enacted Ordinance Number 08-44 which adopted the Seminole County

Comprehensive Plan (“the Plan”), which Plan has been subsequently amended

from time-to-time and in accordance with State law; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County commissioners has followed the

procedures set forth in Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, Florida Statutes, in

order to further amend certain provisions of the Plan as set forth herein relating

to a Small Scale Development Amendment; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has substantially

complied with the procedures set forth in the Implementation Element of the Plan

regarding public participation; and

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Local Planning Agency held a Public

Hearing, with all required public notice, on March 4, 2009, for the purpose of

providing recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners with regard

to the Plan amendment set forth herein; and



ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
Z2007-73

Page 2 of 6

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners held a Public Hearing on

April 28, 2009, with all required public notice for the purpose of hearing and

considering the recommendations and comments of the general public, the Local

Planning Agency, other public agencies, and other jurisdictions prior to final

action on the Plan amendment set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners hereby finds that the

Plan, as amended by this Ordinance, is internally consistent, is consistent and

compliant with the provisions of State law including, but not limited to, Part II,

Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the State Comprehensive Plan, and the

Comprehensive Regional Policy Plan of the East Central Florida Regional

Planning Council.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. RECITALS/LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS:

(a) The above recitals are true and correct and form and include legislative

findings which are a material part of this Ordinance.

(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.
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Section 2. AMENDMENT TO COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FUTURE

LAND USE DESIGNATION:

(a) The Future Land Use Element’s Future Land Use Map as set forth in

Ordinance Number 08-44, as previously amended, is hereby further amended by

amending the future land use designation assigned to the following property and

which is depicted on the Future Land Use Map and further described in the

attached Appendix “A” to this Ordinance:

(b) The associated rezoning request was completed by means of Ordinance
Number 09-___________.

(c) The development of the property is subject to the development intensities

and standards permitted by the overlay Conservation land use designation, Code

requirements and other requirements of law.

(d) Future Land Use Amendment:

Ord.
Exh.

Name Amendment
Number

Land Use Change
From – To

LPA
Hearing

Date

BCC
Hearing
Dates

A Buck Creek
Plantation

Small Scale
Land Use

Amendment &
Rezone

01-07SS.01 Low Density
Residential (LDR)

to Planned
Development (PD)

containing a
maximum of 36,000

square feet of
residential office

use

3/04/09 4/28/09
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Section 3. SEVERABILITY:

If any provision of this Ordinance or the application 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 4. EXCLUSION FROM COUNTY CODE/CODIFICATION:

(a) It is the intent of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of

this Ordinance shall not be codified into the Seminole County Code, but that the

Code Codifier shall have liberal authority to codify this Ordinance as a separate

document or as part of the Land Development Code of Seminole County in

accordance with prior directions given to said Code Codifier.

(b) The Code Codifier is hereby granted broad and liberal authority to codify

and edit the provisions of the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, as

amended.

Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE:

(a) A certified copy of this Ordinance shall be provided to the Florida

Department of State and the Florida Department of Community Affairs by the

Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners in accordance with Section 125.66

and 163.3187, Florida Statutes.

(b) This ordinance shall take effect upon filing a copy of this Ordinance with

the Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners;
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provided, however, that the effective date of the plan amendment set forth herein

shall be thirty-one (31) days after the date of adoption by the Board of County

Commissioners or, if challenged within thirty (30) days of adoption, when a final

order is issued by the Florida Department of Community Affairs or the

Administration Commission determining that the amendment is in compliance in

accordance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, whichever occurs earlier.

No development orders, development permits, or land use dependent on an

amendment may be issued or commence before an amendment has become

effective. If a final order of noncompliance is issued by the Administration

Commission, the affected amendment may nevertheless be made effective by

the Board of County Commissioners adopting a resolution affirming its effective

status, a copy of which resolution shall be provided to the Florida Department of

Community Affairs, Bureau of Local Planning, 2555 Shumard Oak Blvd.,

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100 by the Clerk of the Board of County

Commissioners.

ENACTED this 28th day of April, 2009.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:___________________________________
Bob Dallari

Chairman
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APPENDIX A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT PART OF THE SOUTH 1/2 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 24, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 31
EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, LESS THE WEST 2/5, LESS
THE EAST 326 FEET.



FILE # Z2007-73 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 07-22000012

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On April 28, 2009, Seminole County issued this Development Order relating to and

touching and concerning the following described property:

Legal description attached as Exhibit A.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: Buck Creek Plantation, LLC
505 S. Stone St.
Oviedo, FL 32765

Project Name: Buck Creek Plantation

Requested Development Approval:

Small Scale Land Use Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Planned
Development (PD) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development).

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the request for a Small Scale Land
Use Amendment from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Planned Development (PD) and
rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development).

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Buck Creek Plantation” and all evidence
submitted at the public hearing on April 28, 2009, regarding this matter the Board of County
Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the requested development
approval 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:________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT PART OF THE SOUTH 1/2 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST
1/4 OF SECTION 24, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 31 EAST, SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA, LESS THE WEST 2/5, LESS THE EAST 326 FEET.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Deny the requested Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low Density 
Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial 
and Wholesale), consisting of 7.48 ± acres, located at the southwest corner of the intersection 
of Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road, and authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial
Development Order, based on staff findings (Hugh Harling, applicant); or

2. Approve the requested Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low Density 
Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial 
and Wholesale), consisting of 7.48 ± acres, located at the southwest corner of the intersection 
of Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road, and authorize the Chairman to execute the SSLUA and 
Rezone Ordinances (Hugh Harling, applicant); or 

3. Continue this item until a time and date certain. 

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is requesting a Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low 
Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and a rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General 
Commercial and Wholesale). The subject property contains approximately 7.48 ± acres and is
located at the southwest corner of the intersection of Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. 

The subject property is located in a multi-use area and includes a variety of Planned 
Commercial Developments (PCD), industrial developments, residential subdivisions, and 
agricultural uses.  Most notably, north of the subject property is the Trailwood Estates
subdivision, which is a 190-lot, well established, single-family subdivision. The Trailwood 
Estates subdivision is assigned the R-1A (Single-family Dwelling) zoning classification and 
Low Density Residential (LDR) Future Land Use (FLU) designation. 

The subject property has frontage on Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. Oaklando Drive is 
classified as a local roadway and Mathews Road is an ingress/egress easement. Oaklando 
Drive is a local roadway that cuts through two existing single-family subdivisions, Trailwood
Estates and Oaklando Hills. Seminole County Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.2
Discourage Through Traffic in residential areas and Policy TRA 2.5.9 Access Control to 
Protect Residential Areas discourages through traffic on residential roadways to protect the 
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SUBJECT: Mathews Road Storage Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low 
Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General 
Commercial and Wholesale)

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Austin Watkins



existing neighborhoods.   Seminole County Comprehensive Plan FLU Policy 2.5 Transitional 
Land Uses in Urban Areas Not Approved For Mixed Development indicates that the County 
shall evaluate plan amendments to ensure that a transitional land use is provided as a buffer
between residential and nonresidential uses and between varying intensities of residential 
uses. Further, Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land Uses indicates that Industrial is not a 
compatible transitional land use adjacent to the LDR FLU. 

The Board commissioned the Hillview Small Area Study in 1999, which was accepted by the 
Board on June 7, 2000. The Hillview Small Area Study recommended that this area be 
designated PD (Planned Development) FLU when ready to develop. Further, the study was
concerned about compatibility of the existing single-family residential, light industrial, and new 
development. The study recommendation to PD is based on tailoring the  land uses and 
design standards to accommodate and work with the existing single-family development.  In 
the immediate vicinity the Hattaway/Hillview PCD, Harling Locklin Mathews Road/Oaklando 
Drive PCD, and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for a variety of industrial and office uses. The 
Hattaway/Hillview PCD and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for “residential (single and multi-family), 
industrial (office showroom and warehouse/storage facility), office, public uses, churches, 
daycare, and public/private education.” The development orders prohibit the use of remote 
parking. All of the PCDs in the area require that “outside storage shall be screened as not to 
be visible from public view.” None of the above referenced PCDs have received Final Site Plan
approval from the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners.  

During the Development Review Committee (DRC) process, Staff recommended the 
applicant consider the PD FLU and PCD zoning classification for a more appropriate FLU and 
zoning. This advice was based upon prior approvals in this area, the Hillview Small Area 
Study, Seminole County Comprehensive Plan policies, adjacent Future Land Use 
designations, lack of sensitive site design standards, and to ameliorate the negative impacts of
incompatibility to the adjacent LDR FLU, such as adverse lighting, noise, and traffic. However, 
the applicant decided to move forward with the IND FLU and C-3 zoning. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on February 3, 2009 and March 4, 2009 and 
voted 4 to 2 to recommend denial of the requested rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3
(General Commercial and Wholesale), consisting of 7.48 ± acres, located at the southwest 
corner of the intersection of Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board deny the requested Small Scale Future Land Use
Amendment from LDR (Low Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 
(Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial and Wholesale), consisting of 7.48 ± acres, located 
at the southwest corner of the intersection of Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road,and 
authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order, based on staff findings.



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff Analysis
2. Location Map
3. Future Land Use and Zoning Map
4. Aerial Map
5. Pictometry of the Area
6. Denial Development Order
7. Future Land Use Amendment Ordinance (applicable only if approved)
8. Rezone Ordinance (applicable only if approved)
9. City of Altamonte Springs Letter

10. Letters of Opposition
11. Ownership Disclosure Form
12. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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Mathews Road Storage Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low 
Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 

(General Commercial and Wholesale) 

APPLICANT Hugh Harling, applicant 
PROPERTY OWNER Hattaway Holdings, LLC 

REQUEST 
SSLUA from LDR (Low Density Residential) to IND 
(Industrial) and rezone from A-1(Agriculture) to C-3 
(General Commercial and Wholesale) 

PROPERTY SIZE 7.48 ± acres 

HEARING DATE (S) P&Z: February 4, 2009 & March 
4, 2009 

BCC: April 28, 2009 

PARCEL ID 22-21-29-300-0100-0000; 22-21-29-300-0120-0000 

LOCATION Located at the southwest corner of the intersection of 
Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. 

FUTURE LAND USE  LDR (Low Density Residential) 
ZONING A-1 (Agriculture)  
FILE NUMBER Z2008-54 
COMMISSION DISTRICT  #3 – Van Der Weide  

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW: 
 
ZONING REQUEST  
The applicant is proposing a Small Scale Future Land Use Amendment from Low 
Density (maximum 4 dwelling unit per net buildable acre) to Industrial (maximum F.A.R. 
of 0.65) and a rezone from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General Wholesale and 
Commercial). The applicant proposes the SSLUA and rezone to allow for outside 
storage on the subject property.  
 
The following table depicts the minimum regulations for the current zoning district of A-1 
(Agriculture) and the requested zoning district of C-3 (General Wholesale and 
Commercial): 

DISTRICT  
REGULATIONS 

Existing Zoning  
(A-1) 

Proposed Zoning 
(C-3) 

Minimum Lot Size 43,560 square feet N/A 
Minimum House Size N/A N/A 
Minimum Width at Building 
Line 

150 feet N/A 

Front Yard Setback 50 feet 25 feet 
Side Yard Setback 10 feet 0 feet* 
(Street) Side Yard Setback 50 feet 25 feet 

Rear Yard Setback 30 feet 10 feet* 
Maximum Building Height 35 feet 35 feet 

*Unless adjacent to a residential future land use designation or zoning classification 
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COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES 
 
The subject property is located in a multi-use area and includes a variety of Planned 
Commercial Developments (PCD), industrial developments, residential subdivisions, 
and agricultural uses.  
 
Most notably, north of the subject property is the Trailwood Estates subdivision, which is 
a 190-lot, well established, single-family subdivision. The Trailwood Estates subdivision 
is assigned the R-1A (Single-family Dwelling) zoning classification and LDR Future 
Land Use (FLU) designation. 
 
The subject property has frontage on Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. Oaklando 
Drive is classified as a local roadway and Mathews Road is an ingress/egress 
easement. Oaklando Drive is a local roadway that cuts through two existing single-
family subdivisions, Trailwood Estates and Oaklando Hills. Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.2 Discourage Through Traffic in residential areas 
and Policy TRA 2.5.9 Access Control to Protect Residential Areas discourages through 
traffic on residential roadways to protect the existing neighborhoods. The current 
application does not incorporate any vehicular access controls to limit possible impacts 
on 361 existing single-family homes.   
 
Seminole County Comprehensive Plan FLU Policy 2.5 Transitional Land Uses in Urban 
Areas Not Approved For Mixed Development indicates that the County shall evaluate 
plan amendments to ensure that a transitional land use is provided as a buffer between 
residential and nonresidential uses and between varying intensities of residential uses. 
Further, Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land Uses indicates that the Industrial 
may not be compatible adjacent to the LDR FLU. Staff finds that this application lacks 
sensitive site design and transitional standards.  
 
The Board commissioned the Hillview Small Area Study in 1999, which was accepted 
by the Board on June 7, 2000. The Hillview Small Area Study recommended that this 
area be designated PD (Planned Development) FLU when ready to develop. Further, 
the study was concerned about compatibility of the existing single-family residential, 
light industrial, and new development. Glatting Jackson authored the study which 
recommended that the PDs have tailored land uses and design standards due to the 
ability to accommodate existing single-family development.  
 
The IND FLU and C-3 zoning classifications do not allow for sensitive site design 
standards to be required at the time of the SSLUA and rezoning. The Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan Exhibit – Appropriate Transitional Land Uses indicates that the 
IND FLU is not a transitional land use when adjacent to the LDR FLU.  
 
The application does not include sensitive site design standards, such as: sufficient 
buffers (above and beyond Active/Passive); passive design features adjacent to the 
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LDR FLU (such as moving uses more interior to the site); limited hours of operation; 
noise limitation; limitations on maximum allowable building heights; residential-
compatible architectural features; vehicular access avoiding residential developments; 
and other sensitive site design standards as appropriate. Further, the C-3 zoning 
classification allows for a wide variety of commercial and light industrial uses. 
 
In the immediate vicinity the Hattaway/Hillview PCD, Harling Locklin Mathews 
Road/Oaklando Drive PCD, and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for a variety of industrial and 
office uses. The Hattaway/Hillview PCD and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for “residential 
(single and multi-family), industrial (office showroom and warehouse/storage facility), 
office, public uses, churches, daycare, and public/private education.” The development 
orders prohibit the use of remote parking. All of the PCDs in the area require that 
“outside storage shall be screened as not to be visible from public view.” None of the 
above referenced PCDs have received Final Site Plan approval from the Seminole 
County Board of County Commissioners.  
 
Staff finds that the proposed SSLUA and rezone are not compatible with the 
surrounding areas, due to the lack of sensitive site design standards and lack of 
transitioning features, as required by the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan and 
recommended by the Hillview Small Area Study, which was accepted by the Board in 
1999.  
 
CONSISTENCY WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: 
 
FLU Element Plan Amendment Review Criteria: 
 
The Future Land Use Element in the Comprehensive Plan lays out certain criteria that 
proposed future land use amendments must be evaluated against.  Because this is a 
small area Future Land Use amendment with localized impacts, an individual site 
compatibility analysis is required utilizing the following criteria:   
 
A. Whether the character of the surrounding area has changed enough to warrant 
a different land use designation being assigned to the property. 
 
Staff Evaluation 
 
The three PDs approved in the area have substantially changed the character of the 
area. However, none of the three approved PDs have obtained Final Site 
Plan/Developer’s Commitment Agreement approval. Therefore, none of those projects 
have been constructed. Further, the 1999 Hillview Small Area Study identified this area 
for individual PDs containing light industrial uses with appropriate sensitive site design 
standards.  However, this application is for an IND FLU and C-3 zoning classification, 
not a PD FLU or PCD/PUD zoning classification. Examples of uses within the C-3 
zoning classification include: contractors’ equipment storage yards; lumber yards; 
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laundry and dry-cleaning plants; machinery sales and storage; paint and body shops; 
warehouses; and uses permitted in the C-1, C-2 and C-3 zoning classification.  
 
B.  Whether public facilities and services will be available concurrent with the 
impacts of development at adopted levels of service. 
No information has been submitted by the applicant to address this issue. 
C. Whether the site is suitable for the proposed use and will be able to comply 
with flood prone regulations, wetland regulations and all other adopted 
development regulations. 
 
D.  Whether the proposal adheres to other special provisions of law (e.g., the 
Wekiva River Protection Act). 
 
Staff Evaluation 
 
The development will have to undergo Concurrency Review prior to Final Engineering 
approval and must meet all Concurrency standards in order to proceed. 
 
The site will have to comply with all Land Development Regulations regarding 
development in and around wetland and floodplain areas at the time of Final 
Engineering.  
 
The subject property is not located within any special or overlay district.  
 
E. Whether the proposed use is compatible with surrounding development in 
terms of community impacts and adopted design standards of the Land 
Development Code. 
 
Staff Evaluation 
 
The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan has explicitly made the preservation of 
neighborhoods a priority of the Comprehensive Plan. Issue FLU 1: Neighborhood 
Protection states: 
 

“For urban neighborhoods, the focus concerned the need for compatibility 
standards to guarantee that redevelopment and infill development fit well 
with existing neighborhoods, while ensuring that needed revitalization 
occurs. –This focus pertains to the key issue of ensuring viable – 
“Centers” as identified by the Central Florida Regional Growth Vision.”   

 
The Hillview Study recommended that the Active Buffer and Setback requirement apply 
to all sides of development that are adjacent to the LDR FLU or a residential zoning 
classification. Moreover, the Hillview Small Area Study recommended that this area be 
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designated PD (Planned Development) when ready to develop. Further, the study 
recommended that the PDs have tailored land uses and design standards that create a 
compatible situation between light industrial uses and the existing single-family 
residential uses. 
 
Comprehensive Plan Policy FLU 2.5 Transitional Land Uses in Urban Areas Not 
Approved For Mixed Development, states that: 
 

“The County shall evaluate Plan amendments to ensure that transitional 
land uses are provided as a buffer between residential and nonresidential 
uses, between varying intensities of residential uses and in managing 
redevelopment of area no longer appropriate as viable residential areas, 
within urban areas where mixed development is not permitted. Exhibit 
FLU: Appropriate Transitional Uses is to be used in determining 
appropriate transitional uses.”   

 
Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Uses indicates that the proposed FLU and zoning 
(IND FLU and C-3 zoning classification) is not an appropriate transitional land use when 
adjacent to the LDR FLU.  
 
Moreover, the subject property has frontage on Oaklando Drive, which is classified as a 
local roadway and Mathews Road, which is an ingress/egress easement. Oaklando 
Drive is a local roadway that cuts through two existing single-family subdivisions, 
Trailwood Estates and Oaklando Hills. Comprehensive Plan Policy FLU 2.3 Roadway 
Compatibility states: 
 

“The County shall encourage the viability of future residential 
neighborhoods adjacent to collector and arterial roadways by: 
1. Requiring additional setbacks and buffers for residential development 

adjacent to future major collector and arterial roadways to minimize 
impacts of future roadway improvements; 

2. Requiring development plans to transition residential and 
nonresidential land use intensities at major intersections to maximize 
compatibility with existing residential neighborhoods; 

3. Discouraging through traffic on local residential roadways.” 
 
Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.2 Discourage Through Traffic states: 
 

“The County shall endeavor to ensure that vehicular connections between 
subdivisions are designed to serve local residents and preclude through 
traffic.” 
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Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.9 Access Control to Protect Residential Uses 
states: 
 

“The County shall require that access to properties fronting on more than 
one roadway shall be designed to minimize impact to adjacent residential 
area. Access should be permitted on adjacent collector or 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.” 

 
According to Staff’s impact calculations, which are based upon an industrial 
development at a 0.65 Floor Area Ratio (F.A.R.) the subject property will be impacting 
the surrounding roadways with an additional 1,322 Average Daily Trips through the 
existing roadways. If Oaklando Drive is improved and access is from Oaklando Drive, 
then access to a signalized intersection at S.R. 434 and Lotus Landing Blvd will be 
provided via Oaklando Drive. Direct access to a signalized intersection may increase 
the probability that more trips will cut through the existing neighborhoods via Oaklando 
Drive, which is also not consistent with Seminole County Comprehensive Plan policies.  
 
 
Staff finds that the proposed application is not consistent with Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan Policy FLU 2.3 Roadway Compatibility, Policy TRA 2.5.2 
Discourage Through Traffic, Policy FLU 2.5 Transitional Land Uses in Urban Areas Not 
Approved For Mixed Development, and Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Uses. 
Additionally, the proposed application is not consistent with the Hillview Small Area 
Study because of the requested zoning classification and FLU designation.  
 
Staff finds that the proposed application lacks sensitive site design and transitional 
standards by not including the following in the application:  
 

 sufficient buffers (above and beyond the Active buffer and setback);  
 limitations on uses (such as no remote parking or vehicle storage);  
 passive design features adjacent to the LDR FLU (such as moving uses more 

interior to the site);  
 limited hours of operation;  
 noise limitations;  
 limitations on maximum allowable building heights;  
 residential-compatible architectural features;  
 vehicular access avoiding residential developments (no access on Oaklando 

Drive);  
 and other sensitive site design standards as appropriate.  
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Staff finds that the Comprehensive Plan has the explicit issues, goals, and policies that 
support the preservation of existing neighborhoods. This is evident through the 
numerous Comprehensive Plan policies that discourage cut through traffic, discourage 
direct access to residential neighborhoods for nonresidential uses, and encourage 
sensitive site design standards for compatibility on infill parcels.  
      
F. Whether the proposed use furthers the public interest by providing: 
 

1. Sites for public facilities or facility improvements in excess of requirements 
likely to arise from development of the site; 

 
2. Dedications or contributions in excess of Land Development Code 

requirements; 
 

3. A range of obtainable housing opportunities and choices, including 
affordable or workforce housing; 

 
4. Economic development; 
 
5. Reduction in transportation impacts on area-wide roads; 
 
6. Mass transit and a variety of transportation choices; or 

 
7. Whether the proposed land use designation is consistent with any other 

applicable Plan policies, and supports and is consistent with the Central 
Florida Regional Growth Vision, the Strategic Regional Policy Plan and the 
State Comprehensive Plan.  

 
The applicant is not proposing any additional facility improvements. The applicant’s 
proposal does not consider affordable housing, economic development, mass transit, 
nor reduction in transportation impacts. 
 
SITE ANALYSIS: 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 
Floodplain Impacts: 
 
Based on FIRM map, with an effective date of 2007, there appears to be no floodplains on 
the subject property.     
Wetland Impacts: 
 
Based on preliminary aerial photo and County wetland map analysis, there appears to be 
no wetlands on the subject property. 
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Endangered and Threatened Wildlife: 
 
Based on a preliminary analysis, there may be endangered and threatened wildlife on the 
subject property.  A listed species survey will be required prior to final engineering 
approval. 
 
PUBLIC FACILITY IMPACTS 
 
Rule 9J-5.0055(3), Florida Administrative Code, requires that adequate public facilities 
and services be available concurrent with the impacts of development.  The applicant 
has elected to defer Concurrency Review at this time.  The applicant will be required to 
undergo Concurrency Review prior to final engineering approval.  
 
The following table depicts the impacts the proposed development has on public 
facilities: 
 

Public Facility Existing FLU (LDR)* Proposed FLU (IND)**  Net Impact 
Water (GPD) 7,700 50,640 +42,940 
Sewer (GPD) 6,600 37,980 +31,380 
Traffic (ADT) 211 1,322 +1,111 

* Calculated as 22 single-family homes (overall net density of 4 du/ac) 
** Calculated as an Industrial Park at 0.65 F.A.R. 
 
Utilities: 
 
The site is located within Altamonte Spring’s water and sewer utility service area.  
Altamonte Springs has a 12-inch water main on Oaklando Drive, an 8-inch water main 
on Mathews Road, and a force main on Oaklando Drive.  
 
Transportation / Traffic: 
 
The property proposes access onto Mathews Road which is an unpaved roadway within 
a private ingress/egress easement. The only public road fronting this parcel is Oaklando 
Drive, which is an unpaved local road, which does not have improvements programmed 
in the County 5-year Capital Improvement Program. 
 
This site will require a road constructed to local roadway standards situated within a 
public or private right-of-way. 
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Drainage: 
 
The proposed project is located within the Little Wekiva Drainage Basin and has limited 
downstream capacity.  The site will have to be designed to hold the entire 25-year, 24-
hour storm event onsite, if a positive defined outfall is not demonstrated by engineering 
or existing conditions on property.   
 
Parks, Recreation and Open Space: 
 
The applicant is required to provide at a minimum 25% of the site in open space, per 
Section 30.1344 (Open Space Ratios and Design Guidelines) of the Seminole County 
LDC. 
 
Buffers and Sidewalks: 
 
The developer will be required to build a 5-foot sidewalk along Mathews Road or 
Oaklando Drive for the frontage of their property.  
 
The subject property is adjacent to the Low Density Residential Future Land Use 
designation. Compliance with the Active/Passive Buffers will be required at the time at 
site plan approval.  
 
APPLICABLE POLICIES: 
 
FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
This project does not warrant running the County Fiscal Impact Analysis Model.   
 
SPECIAL DISTRICTS 
 
The subject property is not located within any Overlay District. 
 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN  
 
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 following policies are applicable with the proposed project (there may be other 
provisions of the Comprehensive Plan that apply that are not included in this list): 
 
Policy FLU  2.3: Roadway Compatibility 
Policy FLU  2.5: Transitional Land Uses in Urban Areas Not Approved For Mixed          
Development 
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Policy FLU 16.4: Relationship of Land Use to Zoning Classifications 
Policy FLU 16.5: Evaluation Criteria of Property Rights Assertions 
Exhibit FLU:   Appropriate Transitional Uses 
Policy TRA 2.5.2: Discourage Through Traffic 
Policy TRA 2.5.9: Access Control to Protect Residential Uses 
 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION: 
 
The subject property is not adjacent to any other jurisdictions. However, the property is 
located in the Altamonte Spring’s utility service area. Altamonte Springs was notified of 
the application and has responded with the attached letter.   
 
LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION: 
 
Staff has received five (5) letters in opposition to the request. The letters of opposition 
are attached. 
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Z2008-54  DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-20000009 
 

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER 
 

On April 28, 2009, 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): Hattaway Holdings, LLC    
 
Project Name:  Mathews Road Storage SSLUA/Rezone 
 
Requested Development Approval:  The applicant is requesting a Small Scale Land 
Use Amendment from LDR (Low Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and a rezone 
for 7.48 ± acres located at the southwest corner of the intersection of Oaklando Drive 
and Mathews Road, from A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial and 
Wholesale). 
 

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the requested Small 
Scale Land Use Amendment to IND (Industrial) and associated rezone to C-3 (General 
Commercial and Wholesale) is not compatible with the surrounding area and could not 
be supported. 
 

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Mathews Road Storage 
SSLUA/Rezone” and all evidence submitted at the public hearing on April 28, 2009, 
regarding this matter the Board of County Commissioners have found, determined and 
concluded that the requested Small Scale Land Use Amendment to IND and rezone to 
C-3 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: ________________________ 
       Bob Dallari, Chairman 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
Legal Description 

 
 

Parcel 3 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 
Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0120-0000 

Southwest ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼ of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida 

 
Containing 2.45 acres, more or less. 

 
Parcel 7 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 

Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0100-0000 
The North ½ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼  of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida, less road right-of-way. 

 
Containing 5.00 acres, more or less. 

 

 

 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2009-     SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
         Z2008-54 
 

 
AN ORDINANCE FURTHER AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER 08-44, 
AS PREVIOUSLY AMENDED, KNOWN AS THE SEMINOLE COUNTY 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP 
OF THE SEMINOLE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY VIRTUE 
OF SMALL SCALE DEVELOPMENT AMENDMENT (LEGAL 
DESCRIPTION IS SET FORTH AS AN APPENDIX TO THIS 
ORDINANCE); CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION 
ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN PROPERTY FROM LOW DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL TO INDSUTRIAL; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE 
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR 
EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

 
 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County enacted 

Ordinance Number 08-44 which adopted the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan 

(“the Plan”), which Plan has been subsequently amended from time-to-time and in 

accordance with State law; and 

 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has followed the procedures 

set forth in Sections 163.3184 and 163.3187, Florida Statutes, in order to further amend 

certain provisions of the Plan as set forth herein relating to a Small Scale Development 

Amendment; and 

 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has substantially complied with 

the procedures set forth in the Implementation Element of the Plan regarding public 

participation; and 

 WHEREAS, the Seminole County Local Planning Agency held a Public Hearing, 

with all required public notice, on February 4, 2009 and March 4,2009, for the purpose 

of providing recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners with regard to the 

Plan amendment set forth herein; and 



  

 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners held a Public Hearing on April 

28, 2009, with all required public notice for the purpose of hearing and considering the 

recommendations and comments of the general public, the Local Planning Agency, 

other public agencies, and other jurisdictions prior to final action on the Plan 

amendment set forth herein; and 

  

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners hereby finds that the Plan, as 

amended by this Ordinance, is consistent and compliant with the provisions of State law 

including, but not limited to, Part II, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the State 

Comprehensive Plan, and the Comprehensive Regional Policy Plan of the East Central 

Florida Regional Planning Council. 

  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IN ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 

COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

 

Section 1. RECITALS/LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS: 

(a) The above recitals are true and correct and form and include legislative findings 

which are a material part of this Ordinance. 

(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. AMENDMENT TO COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FUTURE LAND 

USE DESIGNATION: 

(a) The Future Land Use Element’s Future Land Use Map as set forth in Ordinance 

Number 08-44, as previously amended, is hereby further amended by amending the 

future land use designation assigned to the following property and which is depicted on 

the Future Land Use Map and further described in the attached Appendix “A” to this 

Ordinance: 

(b) The associated rezoning request was completed by means of Ordinance Number 
09-___________. 

 
(c) The development of the property is subject to the development intensities and 

standards permitted by the overlay Conservation land use designation, Code 

requirements and other requirements of law. 

  

Section 3. SEVERABILITY: 

 If any provision of this Ordinance or the application 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 4. EXCLUSION FROM COUNTY CODE/CODIFICATION: 

(a) It is the intent of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of this 

Ordinance shall not be codified into the Seminole County Code, but that the Code 

Codifier shall have liberal authority to codify this Ordinance as a separate document or 



as part of the Land Development Code of Seminole County in accordance with prior 

directions given to said Code Codifier. 

(b) The Code Codifier is hereby granted broad and liberal authority to codify and edit 

the provisions of the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, as amended. 

 

Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE: 

(a) A certified copy of this Ordinance shall be provided to the Florida Department of 

State and the Florida Department of Community Affairs by the Clerk of the Board of 

County Commissioners in accordance with Section 125.66 and 163.3187, Florida 

Statutes. 

(b) This ordinance shall take effect upon filing a copy of this Ordinance with the 

Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners; provided, 

however, that the effective date of the plan amendment set forth herein shall be thirty-

one (31) days after the date of adoption by the Board of County Commissioners or, if 

challenged within thirty (30) days of adoption, when a final order is issued by the Florida 

Department of Community Affairs or the Administration Commission determining that 

the amendment is in compliance in accordance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, 

whichever occurs earlier.  No development orders, development permits, or land use 

dependent on an amendment may be issued or commence before an amendment has 

become effective.  If a final order of noncompliance is issued by the Administration 

Commission, the affected amendment may nevertheless be made effective by the 

Board of County Commissioners adopting a resolution affirming its effective status, a 

copy of which resolution shall be provided to the Florida Department of Community 



Affairs, Bureau of Local Planning, 2555 Shumard Oak Blvd., Tallahassee, Florida 

32399-2100 by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners. 

 

ENACTED this 28th day of April, 2009. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 
 
By:___________________________________ 

 
     Bob Dallari, Chairman 
 



APPENDIX A 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
 

Parcel 3 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 
Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0120-0000 

Southwest ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼ of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida 

 
Containing 2.45 acres, more or less. 

 
Parcel 7 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 

Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0100-0000 
The North ½ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼  of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida, less road right-of-way. 

 
Containing 5.00 acres, more or less. 

 



 1 

ORDINANCE NO. 2009-    SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA Z2008-54 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING, PURSUANT TO THE LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, THE ZONING 
CLASSIFICATIONS ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED 
IN SEMINOLE COUNTY (LEGAL DESCRIPTION ATTACHED AS 
EXHIBIT); ASSIGNING CERTAIN PROPERTY CURRENTLY 
ASSIGNED THE A-1 (AGRICULTURE) ZONING CLASSIFICATION 
THE C-3 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL AND WHOLESALE) ZONING 
CLASSIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR EXCLUSION 
FROM CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING FOR 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 “Mathews Road 

Storage SSLUA/Rezone.” 

 (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 A-1 (Agriculture) to C-3 (General Commercial and 

Wholesale): 

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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ORDINANCE NO. 2009-    SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 

 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 upon 

the date of filing with the Department. 

    ENACTED this 28th day of April 2008. 

     BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
     SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

     By:________________________________ 
     Bob Dallari, Chairman   
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EXHIBIT “A” 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

 
 

Parcel 3 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 
Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0120-0000 

Southwest ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼ of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida 

 
Containing 2.45 acres, more or less. 

 
Parcel 7 (per ORB 6971/ Pg. 1974) 

Parcel ID # 22-21-29-300-0100-0000 
The North ½ of the Northeast ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of the Northwest ¼  of Section 22, 
Township 21 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida, less road right-of-way. 

 
Containing 5.00 acres, more or less. 
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Watkins, Austin

From: Stettner, Alison
Sent: Monday, March 30, 2009 11:56 AM
To: Watkins, Austin
Subject: FW: Gateway Center
Attachments: Gateway Act Center.JPG

 
 
Alison C. Stettner, AICP  
Planning Manager  
1101 E. First Street  
Sanford, FL  32771  
Phone:  (407) 665-7339  
Fax: (407) 665-7385  
AStettner@seminolecountyfl.gov  
From: DeBord, Dori  
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2009 1:28 PM 
To: Stettner, Alison 
Subject: FW: Gateway Center 
 
Alison, 
 
Attached is an e‐mail from Frank Martz. I would like to revise the staff report to reflect that the City of Altamonte 
Springs has identified this property within their service area based on this e‐mail confirmation.  
 
Dori DeBord, AICP 
Planning and Development Director  
Seminole County Government  
1101 E. First Street  
Sanford,  FL 32771  
Office 407-665-7397 
  
 

From: Franklin W. Martz, II [mailto:FWMartz@Altamonte.org]  
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2009 12:59 PM 
To: DeBord, Dori 
Subject: Gateway Center 
 
Hi Dori – it was good talking with you earlier in the week. 
 
The City understands that Bob Hattaway has made one or several applications to rezone property 
north of Hillview Drive.  This note is to confirm the conceptual understandings between the City and 
Mr. Hattaway regarding his properties south of Hillview Drive.  The City and Mr. Hattaway have a 
shared vision for development within the Gateway Center Activity Center; that being a conversion 
from industrial and dilapidated uses to first-class office and retail in a mixed-use and environmentally 
sustainable environment.  A graphic generally depicting the Gateway Center Activity Center is 
attached. 
  
The City will eventually extend Gateway Drive from its current terminus within the Gateway Crossings 
shopping center eastward to Keller Road.  The City and Mr. Hattaway have conceptually agreed to a 
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future connection from Gateway Drive to Discovery Court, on Mr. Hattaway’s Adult Toy Storage 
property.  In addition, the City is discussing the potential connection of additional property Mr. 
Hattaway owns between the Adult Toy Storage and the rear of the Gateway Crossings retail center.  
Connection to Gateway Drive will be conditioned on either annexation into the City or execution of an 
irrevocable annexation agreement.   
 
Upon annexation, City land use and zoning will be applied to those properties – and will be Multi-Use 
Development land use and MUD zoning, respectively.  In addition to the uses available under the 
MUD zoning district, the City and Mr. Hattaway have discussed considering a few additional and 
compatible uses to be permitted on those properties.  Those discussions are on-going.  Additional 
uses will be compatible with the permitted use list in the MUD zoning district.   
 
The City has identified the areas south and north of Hillview Drive to be in the City’s utility service 
area.  Future development in those areas that require utility services will be required by the City to 
execute irrevocable annexation agreements prior to connection to services.  As we discussed, 
portions of Mr. Hattaway’s holdings in this area are already subject to an annexation agreement, and 
through the connection of other properties to Gateway Drive, we foresee the remainder of Mr. 
Hattaway’s properties south of Hillview Drive will become subject to a similar agreement. 
 
As you know, the City does have adopted design guidelines within the Gateway Center and we 
appreciate that Seminole County has long supported substantial conformance to our guidelines by 
properties approved in Seminole County. 
 
In the next month or two, the City will conclude its agreements with Mr. Hattaway with regard to 
connections to our roadway system, future use agreements and annexation agreements of the 
properties south of Hillview Drive.  Mr. Hattaway, in addition to the above, indicated that he would 
donate to the City any right-of-way that is necessary to make such connections.  Such is the nature of 
our strong partnership between the City and Mr. Hattaway. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Regards, 
 
Frank 
 
 
  

 

 

Franklin W. Martz, II     
Director, Growth Management & Community Redevelopment Agency 
City of Altamonte Springs 
225 Newburyport Avenue 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701  
http://www.altamonte.org 
 FWMartz@Altamonte.org 
℡ 407-571-8143 

     407-571-8156 
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Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

  

 

This e-mail message has been scanned for Viruses and Content and cleared by NetIQ MailMarshal  

PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law. Any written communication to or from City officials regarding City 
business is a public record available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail communications may be subject to public 
disclosures. 

www.altamonte.org 



1

Watkins, Austin

From: Harold Markovitz [haroldmarkovitz@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 05, 2009 1:52 PM
To: Stettner, Alison; Williamson, Tina; Watkins, Austin; mbrown@seminolecountyfl.gov; 

mchase@seminolecountyfl.gov; btucker@seminolecountyfl.gov; 
dbates@seminolecountyfl.gov; kday@seminolecountyfl.gov; 
weismann@seminolecountyfl.gov; rwolf@seminolecountyfl.gov

Subject: Planning and Zoning

Dear Seminole County Zoning Board Members and Interested Media My name is Harold Markovitz 
and I attended the zoning meeting on February 4, 2009, in Sanford, Florida.  I live in an 
established subdivision (Spring Valley) adjacent to the proposed site that is requesting a 
change in zoning from light residential to commercial. The politics I witnessed was shocking. 
I am commenting in regard to: Mathews Rd Storage Small Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone. 
There were six board members present and the vote to approve the change in zoning was 
three/three. The board will now vote again when there will be one more member present. The 
Seminole County staff recommended a DENIAL for the change!!! 
Here is my view on how our board is favoring a zoning change because the three board members, 
“good old boys”, kept referring to the landowner by his first name and stating they knew his 
family and Mr. Bobby Hattaway would build a real nice place on his property because his 
family has helped build the area. Now I know Mr. Hattaway was in the state government and he 
has a lot of money and CONSIDERABLE INFLUENCE WITH THIS BOARD but let us look at the facts. 
The three board members voting against giving Mr. Hattaway his change to commercial zoning 
stated there was no protection provided to the residents in single‐family homes. This is a 
fact! The three “good old boys” did not comment about helping a community of 400 homes help 
keep their homes free from a commercial endeavor butting up to their community. They merely 
threw their support to Mr. Hattaway. When I raised my hand to rebut their obvious cronyism, 
they said the people couldn’t speak anymore.  
My hats off to the three members supporting over one thousand people living in residential 
property next to Mr. Hattaway’s site. The other three should get good supporting roles of in 
a movie that titled,  “ IT’S NOT WHAT YOU KNOW BUT WHO YOU KNOW”.  How can one man’s greed 
come before the concerns of over 1,000 people who occupy the homes? 
I challenge the board to at least require a planned development for the site that would 
guarantee the homeowners a fair shake against Mr. Hattaway. You are supposed to represent the 
PEOPLE. 
Sincerely 
Harold Markovitz 
haroldmarkovitz@yahoo.com 
407 619 2927 
120 Variety Tree Cir 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32714 
 























MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY 
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

FEBRUARY 4, 2009 
 

 
Members present:  Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Ben 
Tucker and Kimberly Day.  
 
Members absent:  Melanie Chase. 
 
Also present:  Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning 
Manager; Austin Watkins, Senior Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, 
Planner; Jim Potter, Senior Engineer, Development Review Division; Cynthia Sweet, 
Senior Planner; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County Attorney; and Connie R. 
DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission. 
 
F. Mathews Rd Storage Small Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone; Hugh 
Harling, applicant; 7.45 ± acres; Small Scale Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low 
Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and Rezone from the A-1 (Agriculture) to the C-3 
(General Commercial and Wholesale) district; located at the southwest corner of 
Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. (Z2008-54 / 08SS.07) 
 
District 3 – Van der Weide 
Austin Watkins, Senior Planning 
 
Austin Watkins, Planning Division – presented this item and stated that the subject 
property is located in a multi-use area and includes a variety of Planned Commercial 
Developments, industrial developments, residential subdivisions, and agricultural uses. 
 
North of the subject property is the Trailwood Estates subdivision, which is a 190-lot, 
well established, single-family subdivision.  The Trailwood Estates subdivision is 
assigned the R-1A (Single-family dwelling) zoning classification and LDR Future Land 
Use (FLU) designation. 
 
The subject property has frontage on Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road.  Oaklando 
Drive is classified as a local roadway and Mathews Road is an ingress/egress 
easement.  Oaklando Drive is a local roadway that cuts through two existing single-
family subdivisions, Trailwood estates and Oakland Hills. 
 
Seminole county comprehensive Plan Policy FLU 2.3 Roadway compatibility states: 
 
 “The County shall encourage the viability of future residential neighborhoods 
   Adjacent to collector and arterial roadways by: 

1. Requiring additional setbacks and buffers for residential development 
adjacent to future major collector and arterial roadways to minimize 
impacts of future roadway improvements; 



2. Requiring development plans to transition residential and nonresidential 
land use intensities at major intersections to maximize compatibility 
with existing residential neighborhoods; 

3. Discouraging through traffic on local residential roadways.” 
 
Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.2 Discourage Through Traffic states: 
 
 “The County shall endeavor to ensure that vehicular connections between 
  subdivisions are designed to serve local residents and preclude through 
  traffic.” 
 
Comprehensive Plan Policy TRA 2.5.9 Access Control to Protect Residential Uses 
states: 
 
 “The County shall require that access to properties fronting on more than 
  one roadway shall be designed to minimize impact to adjacent residential 
   area.  Access should be permitted on adjacent collector or 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.” 
 
According to Staff’s impact calculations, which are based upon an industrial 
development at a 0.65 Floor Area Ration (F.A.R.), the subject property will be impacting 
the surrounding roadways with an additional 1,322 Average Daily Trips through the 
existing roadways.  If Oaklando Drive is improved and access is from Oaklando Drive, 
then access to a signalized intersection at S.R. 434 and Lotus landing Boulevard will be 
provided via Oaklando Drive.  Direct access to a signalized intersection may increase 
the probability that more trips will cut through the existing neighborhoods via Oaklando 
Drive, which is also not consistent with the Seminole county Comprehensive Plan 
policies. 
 
The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan has explicitly made the preservation of 
neighborhoods a priority of the Comprehensive Plan.  Issue FLU 1: Neighborhood 
Protection states: 
 
 “For urban neighborhoods, the focus concerned the need for compatibility  
  standards to guarantee that redevelopment and infill development fit well 
  with existing neighborhoods, while ensuring that needed revitalization  
  occurs.  This focus pertains to the key issue of ensuring viable “Centers” 
  as identified by the Central Florida Regional Growth Vision.” 
 
Seminole County Comprehensive Plan FLU Policy 2.5 Transitional Land uses in Urban 
Areas Not approved for Mixed Development indicates that the County shall evaluate 
plan amendments to ensure that a transitional land use is provided as a buffer between 
residential and nonresidential uses and between varying intensities of residential uses. 



Further, Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land Uses indicates that Industrial is not 
compatible adjacent to the LDR FLU.  Staff finds that this application lacks sensitive site 
design and transitional standards. 
 
The Board commissioned the Hillview Small Area Study in 1999, which was accepted 
by the board on June 7, 2000.  The Hillview Small area Study recommended that this 
area be designated PD (Planned Development) FLU when ready to develop.  Further, 
the study was concerned about compatibility of the existing single-family residential, 
light industrial and new development.  Glatting Jackson authored the study which 
recommended that the PDs have tailored land uses and design standards due to the 
ability to accommodate existing single-family development. 
 
In the immediate vicinity, the Hattaway/Hillview PCD, Harling Locklin Mathews 
Road/Oaklando Drive PCD, and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for a variety of industrial and 
office uses.  The Hattaway/Hillview PCD and Terry L. Butler PCD allow for “residential 
(single and multi-family), industrial (office showroom and warehouse/storage facility), 
office, public uses, churches, daycare, and public/private education”.  The development 
orders prohibit the use of remote parking.  All of the PCDs in the area require that 
“outside storage shall be screened as not to be visible from public view”.  None of the 
above reference PCDs have received Final Site Plan approval from the Seminole 
County Board of County Commissioners. 
 
During the Development Review Committee (DRC) process, Staff advised the Applicant 
to pursue the PD FLU and PCD zoning classification for a more appropriate FLU and 
zoning, which incorporates sensitive site design standards and other transitional 
features because the IND FLU and C-3 zoning classifications do not permit conditions 
of approval.  This advice was based upon the Hillview Small Area Study, Seminole 
County Comprehensive Plan policies, adjacent Future land Use designations, lack of 
sensitive site design standards, and to ameliorate the negative impacts of 
incompatibility to the adjacent LDR FLU, such as adverse lighting, noise, and traffic.  
However, the Applicant decided to move forward with the IND FLU and C-3 zoning. 
 
Staff finds that the proposed application is not consistent with Seminole County 
Comprehensive Plan Policy FLU 2.3 Roadway Compatibility, Policy TRA 2.5.2 
Discourage Through Traffic, Policy FLU 2.5 Transitional Land Uses in Urban Areas Not 
Approved For Mixed Development, and Exhibit FLU;  Appropriate Transitional Uses.  
Additionally, the proposed application is not consistent with the Hillview Small Area 
Study because of the requested zoning classification and FLU designation. 
 
Staff finds that the proposed application lacks sensitive site design and transitional 
standards by not including the following in the application: 
 

 Sufficient buffers (above and beyond the Active buffer and setback); 
 Limitation on uses (such as no remote parking or vehicle storage); 
 Passive design features adjacent to the LDR FLU (such as moving uses more 

interior to the site); 



 Limited hours of operation; 
 Noise limitations 
 Limitations on maximum allowable building heights; 
 Residential-compatible architectural features; 
 Vehicular access avoiding residential developments (no access on Oaklando 

Drive); 
 And other sensitive site design standards as appropriate. 

 
Staff finds that the Comprehensive Plan has the explicit issues, goals, and policies that 
support the preservation of existing neighborhoods.  This is evident through the 
numerous Comprehensive Plan policies that discourage cut through traffic, discourage 
direct access to residential neighborhoods for nonresidential uses, and encourage 
sensitive site design standards for compatibility on infill parcels. 
 
Staff recommends denial of this request. 
 
Bob Hattaway, Applicant – stated that in 1974, he purchased 17 or 18 acres on 
Hillview Drive for a greenhouse business.  This greenhouse business was in operation 
until 1988.  At that time, his request to rezone this property to C-3 was approved by the 
Board and his greenhouse business was converted to the current business – Adult Toy 
Storage.  There are 500,000 square feet of building space with 25 acres of outside 
parking and is about 85% to 90% filled.  
 
A few years ago, he started purchasing property on the north side of Hillview Drive and 
with the subject property, owns approximately 29 acres.  This is the future for Hattaway 
Holdings, LLC and Adult Toy Storage. 
 
The City of Altamonte Springs sold the property to the south of Adult toy Storage and 
will be bringing in a major road that will go through his property with proposed office 
buildings, hotels and parks.   
 
He showed pictures of the subject property and the surrounding area, including Spring 
Valley, the sewer plant, a landscape company, an area where semi-tractor trailers are 
parked and a small church on Oaklando. 
 
In addition, he showed many areas adjacent to his property which are covered with junk 
and debris as well as a house on Mathews Road that is falling down. 
 
He is a business man and does not intend to harm his neighbors.  He is asking for 
reasonable uses that are compatible for the community and will improve Seminole 
County. 
 
Commissioner Bates – asked if the Applicant is looking at the property on the north 
side of Hillview to relocate his business or add to it? 
 



Mr. Hattaway – they are looking at it as an addition to and possible relocation as well.  
With the world as it is today, they do not want to limit themselves. 
 
 
 
The Commission took a 5 minute recess at 8:00 and resumed at 8:05 p.m. 
 
 
 
Hugh Harling, Applicant – has been working with Mr. Hattaway since 1974.  The 
County codes have protections in place to protect residential areas such as Spring 
Valley from issues such as noise, odors, lighting, and buffering issues. 
 
The separation was set by Spring Valley and other subdivisions to the north and west of 
the subject property.  They are protected now and should be protected in the future from 
adjacency. 
 
They received a letter from the County stating they were not going to maintain the 
roadways of Oaklando and Mathews.  Mr. Hattaway offered to donate his portion of the 
right-of-way along the entire length of Oaklando and Mathews, but has not received any 
response from the County to-date. 
 
He believes these roads need to be paved, especially since there is currently a lot of 
traffic in this area. 
 
They are prepared to buffer themselves against the neighbors to the north of them and 
request that this item be approved. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – for the record, the Commission received four letters from 
Donna Jones, L. R. Durmont, Susan Roberts and E. J. Elliott. 
 
No one spoke in favor of this request from the audience. 
 
Ernest Walters – was not clear about the request and wanted to know why the roads 
are not maintained. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – advised that this Commission does not address the 
maintenance of the roads and asked if Staff could answer Mr. Walters’ question. 
 
Alison Stettner, Planning Manager – asked Mr. Walters to give his name and phone 
number to Jim Potter with Development Review so he can contact Public Works with 
respect to Mr. Walters’ concerns. 
  
Barry Johnson – he has lived in this area since 1962 and is opposed to the request, 
especially due to the traffic problems that are a direct result of Mr. Hattaway’s business. 
 



Kevin Bano – advised that he is opposed to this project due to increased traffic, noise, 
and odors.   He would like to know what the zoning Industrial means. 
 
Mr. Watkins – explained the proposed request. 
 
Mr. Bano – asked if Industrial means heavy industrial such as organic chemicals? 
 
Mr. Watkins – stated that Industrial land use will allow for a variety of zoning 
designations which may be more restrictive than the actual land use.  The Applicant is 
asking for one of the lesser intensive of the allowable zoning classifications under 
Industrial. 
 
James Stephenson – spoke on behalf of the Spring Valley Farms Community 
Association Board of Directors and advised that they are opposed to the change in 
zoning to Industrial.  They are worried that any type of business can be placed in this 
area, especially if Mr. Hattaway sells the property in the future. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked Mr. Stephenson to point out where his house is. 
 
Mr. Stephenson – pointed out the location of his house and advised that it is 1000 feet 
from the property line. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – asked Mr. Stephenson if he has a wood fence in his 
backyard. 
 
Mr. Stephenson – advised that he has a chain link fence, but others have a concrete 
block fence. 
 
Pat Green – pointed out the location of her house and advised that she has lived in 
Spring Valley for 24 years.  She also pointed out a gravel area where trucks park all the 
time.  They constantly hear the beeping sound of the trucks.   She is opposed to this 
request as she believes it would be an inappropriate use for this area and it would hurt 
their property values.  She also believes there needs to be a transitional area with 
additional buffering. 
 
Robert Timlin – is opposed to this project mainly because of the noise.  He said Spring 
Valley is a family oriented neighborhood with small children and he worries about their 
security if this project is approved. 
 
Maryanne Sinacore – pointed out the location of her house and advised that she is 
opposed to this project.  There are a lot of trucks and boats going up and down the dirt 
road consistently and they don’t have any peace and quiet any longer. 
 
Harold Markovitz – has lived in this area since 1991 and is opposed to this project.  
The proximity of Mr. Hattaway’s property is very close to the Spring Valley 
neighborhood.  You can see it, hear it and sometimes smell it. 



 
Mr. Harling – addressed the points brought up by the citizens and stated that he 
believes they can only see the property if they look over a concrete wall; the Applicants 
have talked about odor control and the existing County ordinances; the beeping of 
trucks is required by law for safety reasons; and between the time this item goes before 
the Board of County Commissioners, they will work on mitigating all the issues including 
the noise issues, which seem to be the biggest complaint. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – gave background history of this area and stated that there 
have been trucks going down these roads long before Mr. Hattaway opened his 
business.  He stated that he stores his personal RV at Mr. Hattaway’s business.  He 
does not believe this area will ever be a single-family residential development that 
matches Spring Valley.   
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked Staff if they know how far the sewer plant is from the 
proposed property? 
 
Mr. Watkins – advised that he was not sure. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked Staff if they know where the chlorine tanks that are 
used to treat the water are stored? 
 
Mr. Watkins – pointed to where he believes the tanks are on the overhead map. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – stated he believes the Hattaway family has done formidable 
work in the development of this community.  He also believes this is a valid business 
which is buffered in many ways from the residential area.  He does not believe it is as 
bad as being discussed. 
 
Commissioner Brown – stated that he lives in Spring Valley and hears the noise but 
does not smell any odors.  He stated that he does not have any complaints with the 
smell.  He believes the problem with straight zoning would be not having the opportunity 
to increase the buffering.  He also stated that he can see the property without looking 
over a wall. 
 
General discussion ensued regarding contract zoning and straight zoning. 
 
Commissioner Wolf – stated that the residents have a reasonable expectation that this 
would be developed in a residential capacity.  It has been stated by the citizens as well 
as one of the Commissioners that noise is a problem and by approving this item, that 
problem would only increase.  He further believes there are compatibility and 
transitional issues with this project as presented and will have a hard time supporting 
this request. 
 
Commissioner Day – stated that she believes this will not be single-family, low 
residential at all and it is a transition zone.  This would be a suitable use on the majority 



of the property; but there needs to be some provision in there for some greater buffering 
for the portion of the property that backs up to residential. 
 
She does agree that the dirt road needs to be paved and commended the Applicant for 
donating the right of way.  The extension of Gateway Drive will eliminate a lot of the cut 
through traffic.  It makes sense that the area around Hillview and Mathews would be a 
good use for the proposed project, but as you get closer to the residential area, there 
needs to be a greater buffer requirement. 
 
Commissioner Brown – regarding Mr. Harling’s remark that he will work on the noise 
issues, with straight zoning, you cannot contract zone.  The Applicant can commit to it 
but the commitment is nothing.   
 
Commissioner Brown – asked Kathleen Furey-Tran if that was correct. 
 
Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County Attorney – advised that it was. 
 
Commissioner Brown – stated he would trust Mr. Hattaway, but legally they cannot do 
that (referring to commitments made). 
 
Commissioner Wolf – asked if the Developer submits a plan that has extensive buffers 
and shows some mitigation for sound, would that be enough? 
 
Mrs. Furey-Tran – the issue would be if the property was resold, the property is still the 
C-3 zoning. 
 
Commissioner Brown made a motion to deny this request. 
 
Commissioner Wolf seconded this motion. 
 
This motion tied with Commissioners Brown, Wolf and Day voting to deny and 
Commissioners Tucker, Eismann and Bates opposing the motion. 
 
In light of the tie vote, Commissioner Tucker made a motion to move this item to 
the Board of County Commissioners without a recommendation. 
 
General discussion ensued with respect to this motion. 
 
Commissioner Tucker’s motion dies for lack of a second. 
 
Commissioner Brown – would like to encourage other members of the Commission to 
consider protecting the homeowners from the noise and the other issues inherent with 
this area. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked Mrs. Stettner if this had been submitted as requested 
by Staff, would Staff have a different recommendation? 



 
Mrs. Stettner – stated quite possibly, if it had come in as a PCD with appropriate 
transitional buffering area, Staff would recommend approval. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – if the Applicants came up with the exclusions voluntarily, 
agreed to them and did a straight zoning, would Staff agree to that? 
 
Mrs. Stettner – stated not at all.  Staff cannot control any conditions placed on a 
straight zoning. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked Mrs. Stettner why the previous item was approved 
when it had a list of stipulations? 
 
Mrs. Stettner – stated that is was not a straight zoning. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – stated that is was a straight zoning with exceptions. 
 
Mr. Watkins – advised that the items presented earlier were for Planned Development 
zoning classifications so Staff was able to place limitations on uses such as setbacks, 
buffers, and other design standards. 
 
The proposed item before the Commission references those sensitive site design 
standards; however, this application is lacking these.  The reason this application is 
lacking these is because it’s a straight rezone classification and not a Planned 
Development. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – asked if the other criteria in the Code for standards for 
buffers, landscaping, etc., apply within straight zoning? 
Mr. Watkins – stated that if this application was approved, the active/passive buffering 
standards as well as performance standards would apply to the property.  However, 
there are several public policy documents adopted by the Board of County 
Commissioners, such as the Hillview Small Area Study, which was completed by 
Glatting Jackson that recommended this property be developed as a Planned 
Development with particular limitations on uses as well as the Land Development Code 
and the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – stated that his question was, (regarding the Code within 
straight zoning), are the areas of passive buffers that are in straight zoning inadequate? 
 
Mr. Watkins – according to this particular application and Staff’s review, the adopted 
policies of the Board of County Commissioners and the Hillview Area Study, Staff feels 
that the buffering standards located within the Land Development Code are inadequate. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – are they inadequate in a general sense? 
 



Mr. Watkins – they are inadequate per the Glatting Jackson Hillview Small Area Study 
which recommended the buffers be above and beyond the active/passive requirements. 
 
Mrs. Stettner – the active/passive buffering standards that are currently in the Land 
Development Code are problematic, as the Commission knows from the past 
workshops.  It is an area that Staff frequently works with and is why Staff is making 
recommendations in the new Land Development Code to change those standards to 
more of a performance based zoning concept that allows increased landscaping and 
structure abilities so that we can have better buffering between these types of uses. 
 
However, at this time, Staff does not have that.  Staff has an area study that says the 
buffering standards are not adequate as they are today and the Comprehensive Plan 
that says Industrial and Low Density Residential are not compatible land uses. 
 
Commissioner Wolf – would the Applicant have to submit a Planned Development that 
incorporates those buffers for this to be approved and then they would be held to these 
standards? 
 
Mrs. Stettner – yes 
 
Commissioner Wolf – asked how this would work – would the Applicant withdraw this 
application and come back with a new application for a Planned Development? 
 
Mrs. Stettner – advised that they could take the recommendation of this Commission 
today and move forward to the Board of County Commissioners, or they could go back 
and create a Planned Development and then come back to this Commission with a 
different plan. 
 
General discussion ensued with respect to this request. 
 
Commissioner Brown made a motion to deny this request. 
 
Commissioner Eismann asked for a legal ruling on whether another motion is in order. 
 
Mrs. Furey-Tran – with a 3 – 3 vote, the Commission can take another vote. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – do we need another vote or another motion? 
 
Mrs. Furey-Tran – the Commission can make another motion and then vote on the 
motion. 
 
Commissioner Wolf seconded the motion to deny the request. 
 
General discussion ensued with respect to this request and how to handle a tie vote. 
 



Commissioner Bates – asked Commissioner Brown to point out the location of his 
house. 
 
Commissioner Brown pointed out the location. 
 
Commissioner Tucker – stated that he does not see a problem with sending this to the 
Board of County Commissioners without a recommendation. 
 
Commissioner Brown – stated that this Commission is a recommending Board and 
should not send anything to the Board of County Commissioners without a 
recommendation. 
 
Commissioner Wolf – agreed with Commissioner Brown. 
 
This motion tied with Commissioners Brown, Wolf and Day voting to deny and 
Commissioners Tucker, Eismann and Bates opposing the motion. 
 
Commissioner Eismann stated that this issue will have to be moved to a date certain. 
 
Mrs. Stettner – would the Commission like to move this item to the next meeting, 
March 4? 
 
Commissioner Wolf – asked if the Applicant has to come back with the exact same 
application or could it be modified before it comes back in March? 
 
Mrs. Stettner – advised that it would be the exact same package. 
 
Commissioner Wolf – asked if the Applicant chose to make any changes to it and 
bring it back next month, is that possible? 
Mrs. Stettner – stated not at this time. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – asked Mrs. Furey-Tran if the Commission would have to 
rehear the entire item again or is it just for discussion and then another vote? 
 
Mrs. Furey-Tran – the public hearing has already been closed so it will be open for 
discussion and then take another vote. 
 
Commissioner Eismann – since the absent Commissioner did not hear the 
presentation of this item, what happens? 
 
Mrs. Furey-Tran – the absent Commissioner will have the benefit of the minutes and if 
they have questions, they will be able to direct those questions to anyone they would 
like. 
 

 
 



 
MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY 

LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
MARCH 4, 2009 

 
 
Members present:  Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Melanie 
Chase and Kimberly Day.  
 
Members absent:  Ben Tucker. 
 
Also present:  Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning 
Manager; Dori DeBord, Planning and Development Director; Austin Watkins, Senior 
Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, Planner; Lee Shaffer, Principal 
Engineer, Development Review Division; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County 
Attorney; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission. 
 
 
Continued Item: 
 
 
A. Mathews Rd Storage Small Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone; Hugh 
Harling, applicant; 7.45 ± acres; Small Scale Land Use Amendment from LDR (Low 
Density Residential) to IND (Industrial) and Rezone from the A-1 (Agriculture) to the C-3 
(General Commercial and Wholesale) district; located at the southwest corner of 
Oaklando Drive and Mathews Road. (Z2008-54 / 08SS.07) 
 
District 3 – Van der Weide 
Austin Watkins, Senior Planning 
 
Commissioner Chase – advised the Commission that, since she was absent at last 
month’s meeting, she has reviewed the video, visited the property, spoke to all parties 
from both sides and did research on whether she should abstain from voting on this 
issue. 
 
Having read the Statutes on when a Commissioner should or can abstain and due to 
the fact that she does not have any business interest in the item and will not gain or lose 
from the outcome of this item, she will be voting on this item and will not abstain. 
 
Commissioner Wolf made a motion to recommend denial of this request. 
 
Commissioner Brown seconded the motion. 
 
Commissioner Chase – when she reviewed the video, she got the impression that 
most of the Commissioners, if not all, seemed to have a problem with the lack of 



adequate buffering against the Spring Valley Subdivision.  She believes this is an 
impermissible request from the Applicant. 
 
Commissioner Brown – stated that there are lighting issues in addition to the 100 foot 
buffer issue.  The Future Land Use of this property is Low Density Residential but it 
could become Medium Density Residential.  The City of Altamonte Springs’ plan with 
Gateway Drive; which is on the other side of Adult Toy Storage, is going to be 
developed in an office or retail type of setting and they will not be encouraging industrial 
uses within the city in that area. 
 
To develop this property, the Applicant will have to go into Altamonte city water. 
 
Austin Watkins – the site is located in an “unclaimed” water and utilities service area.  
If this item is approved, one of the utility providers would have to claim that area. 
 
Alison Stettner – has spoken to Altamonte city staff and they have advised that they 
will serve this area in the future. 
 
Commissioner Brown – does not believe the industrial zoning is appropriate.  If it was 
going to be industrial, then the Planned Development would at least give you a way to 
address the issues. 
 
The homes that surround this area, Trailwood being impacted even more than Variety 
Tree Circle, are above 75% homestead and are established neighborhoods. 
 
The motion to deny passed 4 – 2 with Commissioners Eismann and Chase voting 
no. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1.Approve the request and enact an ordinance for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family 
Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately 100 
feet east from the intersection of S. Ronald Reagan Boulevard and Plumosa Avenue, and
approve the associated Site Plan and Development Order, and authorize the Chairman to 
execute the aforementioned documents, based on staff findings (Nathaniel Weaver/ Thomas 
McKeon); or

2.Deny the request for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP (Residential 
Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately 100 feet east from the
intersection of S. Ronald Reagan Boulevard and Plumosa Avenue, and authorize the
Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order, (Nathaniel Weaver/ Thomas McKeon); or

3.Continue the item to a time and date certain

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Nathanial Weaver, is requesting a rezone from R-2 to RP, in order to convert an 
existing 920 square foot single-family dwelling into an accounting office. The subject property
has a Medium Density Residential Future Land Use designation, which allows for the 
requested zoning district.  

The accounting office will have two employees; the proposed hours of operation will be from 9 
A.M. – 5 P.M. Monday thru Friday and closed on the weekends.  Due to the nature of the 
business, the applicant does not anticipate any additional increase in traffic to the site than 
would otherwise be generated by a single-family dwelling. The applicant has proposed a 6-foot 
high privacy fence and a 5-foot landscaped buffer along the perimeter of the property in order 
to minimize any adverse impacts to the adjacent property owners.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning and Zoning Commission met on March 4, 2009, and voted unanimously (6-0) to
recommend approval of the request for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP 
(Residential Professional) District for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately 100 feet east from 
the intersection of S. Ronald Reagan Boulevard  and Plumosa Avenue, and
recommended approval of the associated Site Plan and Development Order. 

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 35

 
SUBJECT: Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone from R-2 to RP

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Joy Williams EXT: 7399

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Joy Williams



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board approve  the request and enact an ordinance for a rezone from 
R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, 
located approximately 100 feet east from the intersection of S. Ronald Reagan Boulevard  and 
Plumosa Avenue, and approve the associated Site Plan and Development Order, and 
authorize the Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents, based on staff findings.

 

 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff Report
2. Location Map
3. Future Land Use Map
4. Aerial Map
5. Approval Development Order
6. Rezone Ordinance
7. Denial Development Order
8. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes
9. Ownership Disclosure Form

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )



Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone
Rezone from R-2 to RP

APPLICANT Nathaniel Weaver / Thomas McKeon
PROPERTY OWNER Nathaniel & Nadine Weaver

REQUEST Rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP
(Residential Professional) district.

PROPERTY SIZE 0.20 + acres
HEARING DATE (S) P&Z: March 4, 2009 BCC: April 28, 2009
PARCEL ID 07-21-30-510-0A00-0270

LOCATION Approximately 100 feet east from the intersection of S.
Ronald Regan Boulevard and Plumosa Avenue

FUTURE LAND USE MDR (Medium Density Residential)
ZONING R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling)
FILE NUMBER Z2008-58
COMMISSION DISTRICT #4 – Henley

Proposed Development:

The applicant proposes to convert and existing 920 square foot single family dwelling
into a professional accounting office. This will be a low intensity use with a total of two
employees; the applicant has stated that over 90% of the business will be conducted
offsite in order to provide convenient scheduling to their clients.

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW:

ZONING REQUEST

The following table depicts the minimum regulations for the current zoning district of R-2
(One & Two Family Dwelling) and the requested zoning district of RP (Residential
Professional).

DISTRICT
REGULATIONS

Existing Zoning
(R-2)

Proposed Zoning
(RP)

Minimum Lot Size 9,000 sq. ft. * None
Minimum House Size 700 sq ft – 1400 sq ft. * None
Minimum Width at Building Line 75 ft. * None
Front Yard Setback 25 feet 25 feet
Side Yard Setback 10 feet 10 feet
(Street) Side Yard Setback 25 feet 25 feet
Rear Yard Setback 30 feet 30 feet
Maximum Building Height 35 feet **1 story

* No minimum lot size or width for special uses as long as the necessary parking requirements can be met.
** NEW CONSTRUCTION ONLY, PER SEC. 30.628.



Case No. Z2008-58 Joy Williams, Planner
Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone 2 District #4 - Henley

COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES:

The property to the north has an Industrial Future Land Use designation with an M-1
(Industrial) zoning classification. The properties to the west and east have a Medium
Density Residential (MDR) Future Land Use with an R-2 zoning classification, and the
property to the south has a Medium Density Residential (MDR) Future Land Use with an
R-1 zoning classification.

The Future Land Use Designation of the subject property is Medium Density Residential
(MDR) which allows the requested RP (Residential Professional) zoning district. Staff
finds the proposed rezoning request consistent and compatible with the surrounding
development patterns of the area.

SITE ANALYSIS:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

Floodplain Impacts:

Based on FIRM map with an effective date of 2007, there appears to be no floodplains on
the subject property.

Wetland Impacts:

Based on preliminary aerial photo and County wetland map analysis, there appears to be
no wetlands on the subject property.

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife:

Based on a preliminary analysis, there are not endangered and threatened wildlife on the
subject property.

PUBLIC FACILITY IMPACTS:

Rule 9J-5.0055(3)(c)1-2, Florida Administrative Code, requires that adequate public
facilities and services be available concurrent with the impacts of development.

Utilities:

The site is located in the City of Altamonte Springs utility service area, and is currently
connected to public utilities. There is a 6-inch water main and an 8-inch gravity sewer
main on Lake Mobile Dr.



Case No. Z2008-58 Joy Williams, Planner
Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone 3 District #4 - Henley

Transportation / Traffic:

The property access is from Plumosa Avenue which is classified as a local road and
does not have improvements programmed in the County 5-year Capital Improvement
Program.

School Impacts:

The proposed change in use will not generate any school impacts.

Drainage:

The proposed project is located within the Little Wekiva Drainage Basin, and has limited
downstream capacity. The site will have to be designed to hold the 100-year, 24-hour
total retention for any new impervious.

Parks, Recreation and Open Space:

The site is currently a single-family dwelling that is proposed to be used as an office. No
additional open space is required.

Buffers and Landscaping:

The applicant proposes a 5-foot landscaped buffer along the perimeter of the property in
addition to a 6-foot high wood privacy fence. The landscaping will consist of 17
Japanese Blueberry trees, 53 Sweet Viburnum hedges, and 42 Giant Border Grass
plants within the buffer and parking areas.

The Board of County Commissioners may place additional restrictions on buffer and
landscaping requirements per Sec. 30.624 (c).

APPLICABLE POLICIES:

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS:

This project does not warrant running the County Fiscal Impact Analysis Model.

SPECIAL DISTRICTS:

The subject property is not located within any special district or overlay.

SEMINOLE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:

The following policies are applicable with the proposed project:

Policy FLU 2.6: Conversion of Residential Structures
Policy FLU17.4: Relationship of Land Use to Zoning Classifications



Case No. Z2008-58 Joy Williams, Planner
Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone 4 District #4 - Henley

INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION:

An Intergovernmental notice was sent to the City of Casselberry on February 4, 2009.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION:

At this time, Staff has received no letters of support or opposition.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the request for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family
Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately
100 feet east from the intersection of S. Ronald Regan Boulevard and Plumosa Avenue,
and recommend approval of the associated Site Plan and Development Order.
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FILE NO.: Z2008-58 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-20000010 
 

1 
 

SEMINOLE COUNTY APPROVAL DEVELOPMENT 
ORDER 

 
 On April 28, 2009, 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: Nathaniel & Nadine Weaver 
   525 Plumosa Avenue 
   Altamonte Springs, FL  32701 
 
Project Name: Plumosa Avenue (525) 
 
Requested Development Approval:   Request for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family 

Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately 100 

feet east from the intersection of S. Ronald Regan Boulevard  and Plumosa Avenue. 

 

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: Joy Williams, Planner 

                                                                 1101 East First Street 
                                                                       Sanford, Florida  32771 



FILE NO.: Z2008-58 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-20000010 
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Order 
 
 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: 

a. Permitted uses shall be limited to Professional Offices only. 
b. Hours of operation shall be from 9 A.M. – 5 P.M. Monday – Friday and closed on Saturday and 

Sunday.  
c. No more than two (2) employees may be on property at a given time.   
d. The applicant shall install a six-foot tall opaque fence along the perimeter property line to provide 

a buffer from existing residential.  
e. There will be a 5-foot landscaped buffer along the perimeter of the property consisting of 17 

understory trees and a hedge that shall be maintained at no less than 36 inches in height. 
f. All development shall comply with the site plan attached labeled Exhibit B. 
g. Per Sec. 30.631. of the Land Development Code; Any substantial change to the approved site 

plan, or any substantial change of use shall  be reviewed by the Seminole County Planning and 
Zoning Commission and approved by the Seminole County Board of Commissioners. 

              
 (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. 

       (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:  _______________________________ 
                                                              Bob Dallari 
             Chairman, Board of County Commissioners 
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT 
 

 COMES NOW, the owner, Nathaniel & Nadine Weaver, 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 Development Order. 

___________________________         __________________________         
Witness              Nathaniel Weaver 
                                                                  
___________________________         __________________________ 
Witness                                                    Nadine Weaver 
 
 
         
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 Nathaniel & Nadine 
Weaver 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 _________________, 2009. 
 
       
 
                                                          __________________________________                    

Notary Public, in and for the County and State 
                                                              Aforementioned 
 
                                 My Commission Expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

 
LOT 27 + W 20 FT OF LOT 28 BLK A REPLAT OF LAKE MOBILE SHORES PB 8 PG 55, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
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EXHIBIT B 
SITE PLAN 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2009         SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
                Z2008-58 
 

 1 

 
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    R-2 (ONE & TWO FAMILY 
DWELLING) ZONING CLASSIFICATION THE   RP  (RESIDENTIAL 
PROFFESIONAL) 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 Plumosa Avenue (525) 

Rezone dated April 28, 2009. 

 (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    R-2 (One & Two Family Residential) to RP (Residential 

Professional):  

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. 



ORDINANCE NO. 2009         SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
                Z2008-58 
 

 2 

 
 

 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 #08-20000010   in the Official Land Records of 

Seminole County. 

      ENACTED this 28th day of APRIL 2009. 

      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
      SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

      By:________________________________ 
       Bob Dallari, Chairman 
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EXHIBIT A 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

 
LOT 27 + W 20 FT OF LOT 28 BLK A REPLAT OF LAKE MOBILE SHORES PB 8 PG 55, 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 
 



FILE # Z2008-58             DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-20000010 
 
 
 

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER 
 

On April 28, 2009,  Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order relating to 
and touching and concerning the following described property: 

 
See Attached Exhibit A 

 
 (The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the owner of 
the aforedescribed property.) 

 
 
Property Owner(s): Nathaniel & Nadine Weaver 
    525 Plumosa Avenue 
    Altamonte Springs, FL  32701 
         
Project Name:  Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone 

 

Requested Development Approval:   Request for a rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family 

Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district for 0.20 ± acres, located approximately 100 

feet east from the intersection of S Ronald Regan Boulevard  and Plumosa Avenue. 

 
The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the rezone request from R-2 

(One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) district is not compatible with 
the surrounding area and could not be supported. 
 

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone” and all 
evidence submitted at the public hearing on April 28, 2009, regarding this matter the Board of 
County Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the requested rezone 
from R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP (Residential Professional) 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:________________________ 
             Bob Dallari, Chairman 
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
MARCH 4, 2009

1

MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MARCH 4, 2009

Members present: Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Melanie
Chase and Kimberly Day.

Members absent: Ben Tucker.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning
Manager; Dori DeBord, Planning and Development Director; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, Planner; Lee Shaffer, Principal
Engineer, Development Review Division; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

E. Plumosa Avenue (525) Rezone; Nathaniel Weaver/Thomas McKeon,
Applicants; 0.20 ± acres; Rezone from R-2 (One & Two Family Dwelling) to RP
(Residential Professional) district; located approximately 100 feet east from the
intersection of S. Ronald Regan Boulevard and Plumosa Avenue. (Z2008-58)

District 4 - Henley
Joy Williams, Planner

Joy Williams, Planning Division – the Applicant proposes to convert an existing 920
square foot single-family residence into an accounting office. The office will operate
under two employees; and the proposed hours of operation will be from 9 A.M. – 5 P.M.
Monday thru Friday. Due to the nature of the business, the Applicant does not
anticipate any additional increase in traffic that would otherwise be generated by a
single family dwelling.

The Applicant proposes a 5-foot landscaped buffer along the perimeter of the property
in addition to a 6-foot high wood privacy fence, in order to minimize any adverse
impacts on the adjacent property owners.

The subject property has a Medium Density Residential Future Land Use which allows
for the RP zoning district.

The property to the north has an Industrial Future Land Use designation with an M-1
(Industrial) zoning classification. The properties to the west, south, and east, have a
Medium Density Residential (MDR) Future Land Use, with R-1 and R-2 zoning
classifications. Staff finds the requested zoning district of RP to be compatible with the
surrounding development patterns of the area.

Staff recommends approval of the request



MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
MARCH 4, 2009

2

Nathaniel Weaver, Applicant – stated that this area is becoming increasingly less
useful for residential use and therefore is proposing to use this area for his office. He
agrees with Staff findings and would be happy to answer any questions.

No one spoke in opposition to this request from the audience.

Christine Watkins – stated that she will be a neighbor of the Applicant if this item is
approved and is not in opposition to this request as long as the change is gradual.
Commissioner Wolf made a motion to recommend approval of this request.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 6 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the request and enact an ordinance for a rezone from RC-1(Country Homes) to A-
1 (Agriculture) for 5 ± acres, located on the west side of Markham Woods Road, approximately 
½ mile north of E.E Williamson Road, and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
aforementioned document, based on staff findings (Marjorie Chalfant / Jeffrey Hensley); or

2. Deny the request for a rezone from RC-1(Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) for 5 ± acres, 
located on the west side of Markham Woods Road, approximately ½ mile north of E.E 
Williamson Road, and authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order 
(Marjorie Chalfant / Jeffrey Hensley); or

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

Applicant Marjorie Chalfant is requesting a rezone from RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 
(Agriculture) for 5 ± acres, to allow for those uses permitted under the A-1 zoning district.

The subject site was granted a special exception in 1989 to allow for the keeping of horses 
and ponies for the immediate use of the occupant and guest.  The site currently consist of a 
single family residence, a guest home, and a horse barn. 

The Future Land Use designation of the surrounding properties is Suburban Estates (SE); the
properties to the north, west, and east have an A-1 (Agriculture) zoning classification, and the 
property to the south has an RC-1 (Country Homes) zoning classification.  Staff finds the 
proposed rezone to the A-1 (Agriculture) zoning classification is consistent and compatible 
with the surrounding zoning and future land use designations. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on March 4, 2009 and voted unanimously 6-0 to
recommend denial of the request to rezone from RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) 
for 5 ± acres, located on the west side of Markham Woods Road approximately ½  mile north 
of E.E Williamson Road.

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 36

 
SUBJECT: Markham Woods Road Rezone from RC-1 to A-1

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Joy Williams EXT: 7399

District 5 Brenda Carey Joy Williams



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the request and enact an ordinance for a rezone 
from RC-1(Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) for 5 ± acres, located on the west side of 
Markham Woods Road, approximately ½  mile north of E.E Williamson Road, and authorize 
the Chairman to execute the aforementioned document, based on staff findings.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff Report
2. Location Map
3. Future Land Use Map
4. Aerial Map
5. Rezoning Ordinance
6. Denial Development Order
7. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes
8. Ownership Disclosure Form

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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FUTURE LAND USE

ZONING

SITE

SITE

Applicant:
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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.
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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 RC-1 (COUNTRY HOMES) ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THE A-1 (AGRICULTURE) 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 Markham Woods

(1650) Rezone dated April 28, 2009.

(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 RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture):

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.
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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 in the Official Land Records of Seminole County.

ENACTED this 28th day of APRIL 2009.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THE NORTH ½ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ OF THE SOUTHEAST ¼ OF THE NORTHWEST
¼ OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, SUBJECT TO FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT
OVER THE WEST 50 FEET THEREOF; TOGETHER WITH AN EASEMENT FOR
PURPOSES OF INGRESS AND EGRESS TO, OVER AND THROUGH THE EAST 30 FEET
OF THE SOUTH ½ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ OF THE SOUTHEAST ¼ OF THE
NORTHWEST ¼ OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST; TOGETHER
WITH AN EASEMENT FOR PURPOSES OF INGRESS AND EGRESS TO, OVER AND
THROUGH THE EAST 690.56 FEET OF THE NORTH 30 FEET OF THE NORTH ½ OF THE
NORTHEAST ¼ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ (LESS THE EAST 25 FEET THEREOF FOR
LONGWOOD-MARKHAM ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY) OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20
SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,

AND
THE WEST 40 FEET OF LOT 7, WINGFIELD RESERVE, PHASE 1, ACCORDING THE
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 24, PAGES 79 AND 80, SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA,

AND
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND EASEMENT OVER THE SOUTH 25 FEET OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 4,
INCLUSIVE, OF WINGIELD RESERVE, PHASE 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 24, PAGES 79 AND 80, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS SET OUT IN INSTRUMENT RECORDED MARCH 18,
1981 IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 1325, PAGE 709, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.



FILE # Z2008-67 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-20000014

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On April 28, 2009, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order relating to
and touching and concerning the following described property:

See Attached Exhibit A

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the owner of
the aforedescribed property.)

Property Owner(s): Marjorie Chalfant
1650 Markham Wood Road
Longwood, FL 32779

Project Name: Markham Woods Road (1650) Rezone

Requested Development Approval: Request for a rezone from RC-1 (Country Homes) to

A-1 (Agriculture) for 5 ± acres, located on the west side of Markham Woods Road

approximately ½ mile north of E.E Williamson Road.

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the rezone request from
RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) district is not compatible with the surrounding
area and could not be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Markham Woods Road (1650) Rezone” and
all evidence submitted at the public hearing on April 28, 2009, regarding this matter the Board
of County Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the requested rezone
from RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) 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:________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”

THE NORTH ½ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ OF THE SOUTHEAST ¼ OF THE NORTHWEST
¼ OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, SUBJECT TO FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT
OVER THE WEST 50 FEET THEREOF; TOGETHER WITH AN EASEMENT FOR
PURPOSES OF INGRESS AND EGRESS TO, OVER AND THROUGH THE EAST 30 FEET
OF THE SOUTH ½ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ OF THE SOUTHEAST ¼ OF THE
NORTHWEST ¼ OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST; TOGETHER
WITH AN EASEMENT FOR PURPOSES OF INGRESS AND EGRESS TO, OVER AND
THROUGH THE EAST 690.56 FEET OF THE NORTH 30 FEET OF THE NORTH ½ OF THE
NORTHEAST ¼ OF THE SOUTHWEST ¼ (LESS THE EAST 25 FEET THEREOF FOR
LONGWOOD-MARKHAM ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY) OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20
SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,

AND
THE WEST 40 FEET OF LOT 7, WINGFIELD RESERVE, PHASE 1, ACCORDING THE
PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 24, PAGES 79 AND 80, SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA,

AND
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND EASEMENT OVER THE SOUTH 25 FEET OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 4,
INCLUSIVE, OF WINGIELD RESERVE, PHASE 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 24, PAGES 79 AND 80, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS SET OUT IN INSTRUMENT RECORDED MARCH 18,
1981 IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 1325, PAGE 709, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA.
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MARCH 4, 2009

Members present: Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Melanie
Chase and Kimberly Day.

Members absent: Ben Tucker.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning
Manager; Dori DeBord, Planning and Development Director; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, Planner; Lee Shaffer, Principal
Engineer, Development Review Division; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

C. Markham Wood Road (1650) Rezone; Marjorie Chalfant, Applicant; 5 ±
acres; Rezone from RC-1 (Country Homes) to A-1 (Agriculture) district; located on the
west side of Markham Woods Road approximately ½ mile north of E.E Williamson
Road. (Z2008-67)

District 5 - Carey
Joy Williams, Planner

Joy Williams, Planning Division - the Applicant is requesting a rezone from RC-1 to
A-1 to allow for those uses permitted under the A-1 zoning district. The property has a
future land use designation of Suburban Estates which does allow for the RC-1 zoning
district.

The site currently consists of a single family residence, a guest house, and a horse
barn.

The A-1 zoning district permits uses such as Single Family Residences, gazing and
pasturing of animals, stables, barns, sheds, and other similar uses; as well as
conditional uses that require a special exception approval, such as riding stables,
kennels, & plant nurseries.

The adjacent properties to the north, west, and east have an A-1 zoning classification,
and the property to the south is zoned RC-1, all of which have a (SE) Future Land Use
designation.

Staff finds that the requested A-1 zoning district is compatible with the surrounding land
use patterns.

Staff recommends approval of the request
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Commissioner Wolf – on the RC-1 property, three sides of it are currently A-1,
correct?

Mrs. Williams – yes

Commissioner Wolf – are the A-1 property currently residences?

Mrs. Williams – correct, they are within the Wingfield subdivision.

Applicant was not present at this time.

No one spoke in favor of this request from the audience.

Mark Brown – is a resident of Wingfield Reserve and opposes this request as it will be
very disruptive to their neighborhood. It would also directly impact the values of the
surrounding homes.

Commissioner Wolf – asked if the property to the north which is zoned A-1, is covered
under the Homeowners Association?

Mr. Brown – pointed out his house and advised that it is covered by the HOA and must
abide by all the restrictions and covenants of the HOA.

Mrs. Williams – stated that all of those homes are platted parcels, are A-1 and fall
under the regulations of the Homeowners Association.

Lynn Vouis, Attorney – represents Mr. Brown and Mr. and Mrs. Wilson and stated that
their properties directly abut the subject property. If the Commission does not consider
the uses in the neighborhood, a permitted use under A-1 would be something that is not
compatible and very detrimental. This is not compatible with the Future Land Use of
Suburban Estates either.

Commissioner Brown – deed restrictions are not enforced by the County. They are
only enforced by the adjoining homeowners or the HOA, is that correct?

Ms. Vouis – that is correct.

Tom Wilson – lives in Wingfield and his property is on the west side of the proposed
property. He believes the number of horses on her property exceeds the usage
allowed. Stated he believes the Applicant is running a commercial business out of her
home. He said the property is currently for sale. He believes this will impact the
property values if approved.

Paul Hinckley, Attorney – represents the Wingfield Reserve HOA and opposes this
request. The change in zoning would not be compatible for the surrounding area. The
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access points are not appropriate and traffic should be for residential use only. When
the easement was granted, it was supposed to be used for the owners only. If the
zoning is changed, other people will be using the easement as well.

Michael Melton – stated he owns 5+ acres to the south of this property and the whole
area is surrounded by homes. He stated that in the Applicant’s advertisement for the
sale of her property, she has an entrance shown that will come through his property.
She has a horse jumping arena and doesn’t like the smell of the horses and is very
opposed to the request.

Commissioner Brown – asked if the Applicant has another easement other than the
one that comes through Wingfield?

Mrs. Williams – advised that she does and then pointed out the easement.

Commissioner Brown – asked if the Applicant uses the Markham Woods entrance or
does she use Mr. Melton’s easement?

Mr. Melton – she does not use his.

The Applicant and her representative arrived.

Jeffrey Hensley, Attorney – spoke on behalf of the Applicant and stated that when Ms.
Chalfant purchased this property, it was a rundown eyesore. She made numerous
improvements to this property.

This piece of land has been a home for equestrian users for as long as can be
remembered. It has also been a commercial property since it was platted. The
Applicant is not trying to zone it commercial, it is commercial. The guidelines of the law
state that she can own horses.

Ms. Chalfant now works in the Tampa area and needs to sell this property. However,
anyone who would be interested in purchasing her property would be faced with the
same harassment and complaints that she has had over the last several years.

Marjorie Chalfant, Applicant – gave a history of the types of complaints she has been
receiving since she purchased this property. She stated that if her property is rezoned
to A-1, it should stop most of the complaints and she advised that there will be no
change in the use of this property if it is rezoned.

Commissioner Brown – asked Ms. Chalfant if she has a fee simple deeded property
that goes to Markham Woods Road or if it’s an easement over someone else’s
property?
Ms. Chalfant – advised that there are three easements to the property.
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Commissioner Brown – asked Ms. Chalfant, on the northeast corner, is it an
easement or does she have deeded property that goes to Markham Woods Road?

Ms. Chalfant - it is an easement and it is solely for the use of access to and from the
property.

Commissioner Brown – asked if Ms. Chalfant owned the property going to Wingfield
Drive.

Ms. Chalfant – yes, she owns the property.

Commissioner Wolf – stated that when he looks at the plot, it looks like A-1 is
surrounding the property; but when he looks at the photograph, it looks like R1-AAAA
type homes. So when there are R1-AAAA type homes, can it still remain agriculture?
Does it switch? Also, when a compatibility anaylsis is done, do you just look at a piece
of paper and the A-1 zoning, or do you actually take into account what is actually built
there?

Mrs. Williams – Staff has to look at what the Future Land Use allows for and the
surrounding zoning. The Wingfield subdivision is a deed restricted neighborhood;
therefore even though they have the A-1 zoning, they can’t technically have some of the
uses that an A-1 zoning would allow.

Commissioner Wolf – so it doesn’t automatically switch?

Mrs. Williams – no, it does not.

Commissioner Wolf – so when Staff does the compatibility analysis, is it done as an A-
1 or what is actually there?

Mrs. Williams – Staff has to look at the zoning and the Future Land Use.

Commissioner Chase – asked Staff how this particular piece of property was excluded
from the A-1 zoning?

Mrs. Williams – when the development was created, they did exclude this parcel from
the plat itself.

Commissioner Chase – when it is platted, it doesn’t change?

Mrs. Williams – no, as long as it meets the zoning regulations.

Commissioner Wolf – in looking at the existing RC-1, it states that the keeping of
horses and ponies is permitted with a special exception, is that correct?

Alison Stettner, Planning Manager – yes, that is correct.
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Commissioner Brown – the horses would be for personal use only. Under A-1, a
person could ask for a special exception for commercial use, is that correct?

Mrs. Williams – under A-1, you would have to get approval, via a special exception, for
a riding stable. However, under A-1 you can have barns for personal use.

Commissioner Bates made a motion to recommend approval of this request.

This motion died for lack of a second.

Commissioner Chase made a motion to recommend denial of this request.

Commissioner Day seconded the motion.

General discussion ensued regarding the different zonings in this area and the
permitted uses associated with the zoning classifications.

The motion passed unanimously 6 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the request for a Major Amendment to the Stockbridge PUD for Tract 7 and a 
portion of Tract 5, and approve the revised Final Master Plan and Addendum #5 to the 
Stockbridge PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, for 1.54 + acres, located at the 
intersection of N. Line Drive and Sand Lake Road,and authorize the Chairman to execute the
aforementioned document, based on staff findings, (Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated. / 
Steve Mellich, applicants); or

2. Deny the request for a Major Amendment to the Stockbridge PUD for Tract 7 and a portion 
of Tract 5, on 1.54 + acres, located at the intersection of N. Line Drive and Sand Lake Road,
and authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order, (Congregation of Beth 
AM Incorporated. / Steve Mellich, applicants); or

3. Continue the item until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The Stockbridge PUD and Final Master Plan were approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners on February 22, 1983.  The PUD consist of 7 tracts, primarily residential and 
recreational, with two tracts being designated for professional office and residential
professional uses.  The subject site allows for those uses permitted under the Residential 
Professional and professional office zoning district.  The site plan for the Congregation of Beth 
AM Incorporated was approved in 1987.   

The applicant is requesting the PUD Major Amendment to allow for a change of location of the 
access point and modifications to the setbacks and buffering along the east side of the 
property.  The applicant proposes to relocate the access from Sand Lake Road to N. Line 
Drive, in order to relieve traffic along Sand Lake Road and provide a safer access into the
site.  The request has been reviewed and supported by the Development Review Manager.    

The applicant is also requesting a waiver to the active/passive buffer and setback design 
standards along the east side of the property to allow for a proposed 23-foot by 60-foot
portable classroom.  The classroom will have no active components facing the east property 
line and, therefore, will be considered a passive edge. 

The table below depicts the required and proposed setbacks and buffering components for the 

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 37

 
SUBJECT: Stockbridge PUD Major Amendment (Tract 7 & a portion of Tract 5, Congregation 
of Beth AM, Incorporated)

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Joy Williams EXT: 7399

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Joy Williams



east property line: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Staff has no objection to the buffer waiver, due to the fact that the buffer has existed in its 
current configuration for many years, any additional canopy trees may not survive because of 
the conflicts with existing trees and the east side of the proposed building will be passive.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission met on March 4, 2009, and voted unanimously 6-0 to 
recommend approval of the request for a Major Amendment to the Stockbridge PUD for Tract 
7 and a portion of Tract 5, for 1.54 + acres, located at the intersection of N. Line Drive and 
Sand Lake Road, and approval of the revised Final Master Plan and Addendum #5 to the 
Stockbridge PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the request for a Major Amendment to the 
Stockbridge PUD for Tract 7 and a portion of Tract 5, and approve the revised Final Master 
Plan and Addendum #5 to the Stockbridge PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement, for 1.54 
+ acres, located at the intersection of N. Line Drive and Sand Lake Road,and authorize the 
Chairman to execute the aforementioned document, based on staff findings.

 
 

 
Requirement per Land Development 
Code Sec. 30.1232 Proposed

 
  

Passive 
Setback

25 feet for  one (1) story 23 feet (1 story)

   

Landscape 
Buffer

15-foot landscape buffer along building 
and a 25-foot landscape buffer along all 
parking & drive isles, consisting of a six
(6) foot high wall and/or landscaped 
earthen berm along with 20 canopy
trees.

15-foot landscape buffer 
along building, parking & drive 
isles, consisting of an existing 
six (6) foot high wood fence
and the existing vegetation 
consisting of 12 canopy trees.



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Future Land Use Zoning Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Revised Final Master Plan
5. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes
6. DCA Addendum #5
7. Denial Development Order
8. Ownership Disclosure Form

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MARCH 4, 2009

Members present: Matthew Brown, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf, Dudley Bates, Melanie
Chase and Kimberly Day.

Members absent: Ben Tucker.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant Planning
Manager; Dori DeBord, Planning and Development Director; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Joy Williams, Planner; Lee Shaffer, Principal
Engineer, Development Review Division; Kathleen Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

D. Stockbridge PUD Major Amendment (Tract 7 & a portion of Tract 5);
Congregation Beth AM Inc. / Steve Mellich, Applicants; 1.54 ± acres; Major
Amendment to the Stockbridge PUD for Tract 7 and a portion of Tract 5, located at the
intersection of N. Line Drive and Sand Lake Road. (Z2008-42)

District 3 - Van Der Weide
Joy Williams, Planner

Joy Williams, Planning Division - The Applicant is requesting the Major Amendment
to allow for a change in location of the access point, along with modifications to the
setback and buffering along the east side of the property.

The Stockbridge PUD was approved in 1983, consisting of 7 tracts, primarily residential
and recreational, with two tracts being designated for professional office and residential
professional uses.

The approved DCA states that Tract 7 will have only one access point from Sand Lake
Road. Due to a progressing change in the traffic patterns, the Applicant proposes to
relocate the access from Sand Lake Road to North Line Drive. The request has been
reviewed and supported by the Development Review Manager.

The amendment also includes a modification to the active/passive buffer and setback
design standards along the east side of the property, which is adjacent to a residential
neighborhood. The modification would include a setback reduction from 25 feet to 23
feet to allow for a portable classroom, and a landscaped buffer reduction from 25 feet to
15 feet along the existing parking area.

Staff finds that the proposed access relocation is compatible for the site and the
adjacent local roads providing better traffic flow and access to the site. Staff also finds
that the proposed setback and buffer modification does not adversely affect the
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residential property to the east since the existing buffer has been in place for several
years and the setback reduction is not substantial.

Staff recommends approval of the request.

Commissioner Wolf – do all portable classrooms meet the same hurricane standards
as the surrounding houses?

Mrs. Williams – yes, they have to meet all the standards required by the Building Code.

Steve Mellich – represents the owners and stated that this request is to relocate the
existing access going off of Sand Lake and align it with Line Drive. The portable
classroom already exists on the property, just not in its proposed location. The
relocation of the access point off of Sand Lake onto Line Drive would require the
Applicants to relocate the portable classroom to its proposed location; which is exactly
23 feet 1 inch away from the existing building which in turn, will require them to get a
setback waiver. With the relocated access point the classroom in its current location
would interfere with safe and adequate access to the existing parking lot.

The Applicants agree with Staff recommendations and would be happy to answer any
questions.

No one spoke in favor or opposition to this request from the audience.

Commissioner Brown – asked Staff if the County owns half of Line Drive and is it
permissible to put a driveway on Line Drive?

Lee Shaffer, Principal Engineer, Development Review Division – the center of Line
Drive is the County line and Seminole County has the maintenance and permitting even
though Orange County is across the street.

Commissioner Wolf – asked if there will be a noise issue since this classroom is
located within 23 feet of a residential area?

Mrs. Williams - with the proposed active/passive buffering, the setback of 23 feet, and
the side that faces the east property line is a passive side, noise should not be an issue.

Commissioner Brown – asked if the parking lot was going to be resurfaced and would
there be a sufficient number of parking spaces available for the church?

Mrs. Williams – yes, there will be.

Commissioner Brown made a motion to recommend approval of this request.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.
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The motion passed unanimously 6 – 0.



ADDENDUM # 5
(Approved on April 28, 2009)

Commitments for Stockbridge, A
Planned Unit Development In

Seminole County, Florida

The Stockbridge Planned Unit Development dated February 22, 1983, as amended, is
hereby amended as follows: (Plain text is provided for reference; strikethroughs are
deletions and underlines are additions)

Legal description attached as Exhibit “A”
Amended Final Master Plan for Tract 7 and a portion of Tract 5

attached as Exhibit “B”

F. Professional Office and Residential Professional, Uses and Setbacks

1. Setbacks for tract 7 and that portion of Tract 5

North Property Line - 25 feet
West Property Line - 25 feet
South Property Line- 0 feet
East Property Line- 23 feet

2. Buffering for tract 7 and that portion of Tract 5

A 15-foot landscaped buffer on the east property line adjacent to the building,
parking, and drive isles. The buffer shall consist of a 6-foot privacy fence
along with 12 canopy trees.

L. Off-Site Road Impact Commitments

5. On the tract designated residential professional, located on the northwest
corner of the PUD, developer will provide for a single entry only, on to Sand
Lake Road N. Line Drive, as far removed from the intersection as is practical.
Specification of requirements shall occur at site plan approval of the subject
parcel.

DONE AND ORDERED ON THE DATE FIRST WRITTEN ABOVE

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

BY:________________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated., the owner of the
aforedescribed property in this Development Order, 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.

Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated.

__________________________________ _______________________________
Witness Daniel F. Williams, President

__________________________________
Print Name

___________________________________
Witness

____________________________________
Print Name

STATE OF FLORIDA )
)

COUNTY OF )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly
authorized in the State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally
appeared Daniel F. Williams, as President of Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated.,
who is personally known to me or who has produced
_____________________________________ as identification and who did execute
the foregoing instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid
this ___________ day of _______________________, 2009.

Notary Public, in and for the County and
State Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT “A”
Legal Description

FOR A POINT OF REFERENCE, COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
SECTION 7, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, SAID POINT BEING A 4 INCH SQUARE CONCRETE MONUMENT
SITUATED N00°04’38”E, 20.38 FEET FROM A 6 INCH SQUARE CONCRETE
MONUMENT LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 21,
TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 28 EAST, ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA; FROM
SAID POINT OF REFERENCE RUN THENCE S00°04’38”W, ALONG THE WEST LINE
OF THE NORTHWEST ¼ OF SAID SECTION 7, A DISTANCE OF 1,350.14 FEET;
THENCE RUN S89°20’33”E, ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAND
LAKE ROAD; A DISTANCE OF 33.00 FEET FOR A POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE S89°20’33”E A DISTANCE OF 200.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WEST
LINE OF WEKIVA RESERVE UNIT 1, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 32, PAGES 66-
67, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE S00°04’38”W,
ALONG SAID WEST LINE AND THE WEST LINE OF WEKIVA RESERVE UNIT 2, AS
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 34, PAGES 33-35, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY, FLORIDA, A DISTANCE OF 481.68 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID
WEST LINE, RUN N89°29’42”W, A DISTANCE OF 25 FEET; THENCE N00°04’38”E, A
DISTANCE OF 155.00 FEET; THENCE N89°29’42”W, A DISTANCE OF 175.00 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF COUNTY LINE ROAD;
THENCE N00°04’38”E ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 327.21
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
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EXHIBIT “B”
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FILE # Z2008-42 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-21500008

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On April 28, 2009, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order relating to
and touching and concerning the following described property:

See Attached Exhibit A

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the owner of
the aforedescribed property.)

Property Owner(s): Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated
3899 Sand Lake Road
Longwood, FL 32779

Project Name: Stockbridge PUD Major Amendment (Tract 7 & a portion of Tract
5, Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated.)

Requested Development Approval: The applicant is requesting a Major Amendment to the
Stockbridge PUD (Planned Unit Development) for 1.54 + acres, located at the intersection of
N. Line Drive and Sand Lake Road.

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the requested Major
Amendment to Stockbridge PUD (Planned Unit Development) is not compatible with the
surrounding area and could not be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Stockbridge PUD Major Amendment (Tract
7 and a portion of Tract 5, Congregation of Beth AM Incorporated.” and all evidence
submitted at the public hearing on April 28, 2009, regarding this matter the Board of County
Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that the requested PUD Major
Amendment 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:________________________
Bob Dallari, Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”

FOR A POINT OF REFERENCE, COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
SECTION 7, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 29 EAST, SEMINLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
SAID POINT BEING A 4 INCH SQUARE CONCRETE MONUMENT SITUATED
N00°04’38”E, 20.38 FEET FROM A 6 INCH SQUARE CONCRETE MONUMENT LOCATED
AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 21, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 28
EAST, ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA; FROM SAID POINT OF REFERENCE RUN THENCE
S00°04’38”W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTHWEST ¼ OF SAID SECTION 7, A
DISTANCE OF 1,350.14 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°20’33”E, ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE OF SAND LAKE ROAD; A DISTANCE OF 33.00 FEET FOR A POINT OF
BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUE S89°20’33”E A DISTANCE OF 200.00 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE WEST LINE OF WEKIVA RESERVE UNIT 1, AS RECORDED IN PLAT
BOOK 32, PAGES 66-67, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA;
THENCE S00°04’38”W, ALONG SAID WEST LINE AND THE WEST LINE OF WEKIVA
RESERVE UNIT 2, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 34, PAGES 33-35, PUBLIC RECORDS
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, A DISTANCE OF 481.68 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING
SAID WEST LINE, RUN N89°29’42”W, A DISTANCE OF 25 FEET; THENCE N00°04’38”E, A
DISTANCE OF 155.00 FEET; THENCE N89°29’42”W, A DISTANCE OF 175.00 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF COUNTY LINE ROAD; THENCE
N00°04’38”E ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 327.21 FEET TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the FY 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget Amendment 
Resolution.

BACKGROUND:
The "Mid-Year Budget Process" is a comprehensive review of the County's budget.  The 
proposed amendment to the County's fiscal year 2008/09 budget falls into the following
categories:

 Beginning Fund Balance Adjustment to Actual:  This constitutes a true-up of each fund's 
budgetary beginning fund balance for fiscal year 2008/09 to actual receipts (or ending 
fund balance) per the County's Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the fiscal 
year ended September 30, 2008.

 Budgetary Ending Fund Balance/Reserves:  The budgetary ending reserves of each fund 
are adjusted as a result of the beginning fund balance adjustment, changes in funding 
sources, appropriations and other adjustments detailed in the other sections.

 Other Adjustments:  This section details the other adjustments affecting fund 
appropriation totals and budgetary ending reserves.  A change in total sources impacts 
the budget totals by fund, while the adjustments to both sources and uses affect the
budgetary ending reserve.

 Grant Adjustments:  This section addresses adjustments required to true up the budget 
to actual carry forward balances of unexpended grant funds to fiscal year 2008/09.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the FY 
2008/09 Mid-Year Budget Amendment Resolution.

 Public Hearing 4/28/2009 Item # 38

 
SUBJECT: BAR #09-48 - FY 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget Amendment

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

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

County-wide Lisa Spriggs



ATTACHMENTS:

1. FY 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget Resolution

Additionally Reviewed By:

Budget Review ( Lisa Spriggs )

Revenue Review ( Lisa Spriggs )



Resolution No. 2009-R-_______              Seminole County Government 
    

 
R E S O L U T I O N 

 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION AMENDING 
RESOLUTION No. 08-R-224 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008/09 
BASED ON THE BUDGET ESTIMATE OF REVENUES 
AND EXPENDITURES FOR THE COUNTY OF 
SEMINOLE WAS ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF APRIL 28, 2009. 
 
 

WHEREAS, the proposed budget for Fiscal Year 2008/09 was adopted at a 
public hearing held by the Board of County commissioners of Seminole County as the 
governing body of Seminole County, and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 23, 2008 the Board of County Commissioners passed 

Resolution No. 08-R-224 making appropriations for the Fiscal Year 2008/09 based on the 
budget estimate of revenues and expenditures for the County of  Seminole, and 

 
WHEREAS, certain revenue and expenditure adjustments are necessary to 

recognize actual fund balance revenues and adjust operating and capital expenditures 
accordingly. 

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

Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida: 
 

SECTION I 
 
That the Seminole County budget for Fiscal Year 2008/09, adopted by Resolution 

No. 08-R-224, be amended by the following Schedule of Adjustments: 



Fund Fund Description Current Budget Adjustments Adjusted Budget

General Fund and Subfunds
00100 General Fund 275,701,201                   5,388,926                 281,090,127                      
00108 Facilities Maintenance Fund 2,017,755                       518,266                    2,536,021                          
11400 Court Support - $2 Technology Fee 2,168,164                       (132,989)                  2,035,175                          
12300 Alcohol / Drug Abuse 85,000                            33,012                      118,012                             
12302 Teen Court 318,652                          24,555                      343,207                             
12901 Civil Mediation: County 185,975                          23,319                      209,294                             
12902 Civil Mediation: Circuit 238,257                          10,732                      248,989                             
12903 Family Mediation 190,000                          25,034                      215,034                             
13000 Stormwater 11,620,655                     879,243                    12,499,898                        
13100 Economic Development 2,758,044                       385,842                    3,143,886                          
30600 Infrastructure Improvements 319,282                          9,928,716                 10,247,998                        
60301 BOCC Agency Funding (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
60302 Public Safety - System Wide Training 42,000                            124,925                    166,925                             
60303 Libraries 134,752                          77,500                      212,252                             
60304 Animal Services - Donations 20,000                            77,335                      97,335                               

Total General Fund 295,799,737                   17,364,416               313,164,153                      
  

Special Revenue Funds -                                     
10101 Transportation Trust 30,378,069                     1,234,526                 31,612,595                        
10102 Ninth Cent Gas Tax 5,438,750                       (305,959)                  5,132,791                          

Total Transportation Trust 35,816,819                     928,567                    36,745,386                        
  

00101 Police Education 244,528                          165,188                    409,716                             
-                                     

00103 Natural Lands Endowment 850,337                          190,099                    1,040,436                          
-                                     

00104 Boating Improvements 666,592                          769                           667,361                             
-                                     

10400 Building Program Fund 5,105,509                       (910,612)                  4,194,897                          
-                                     

11000 Tourist Development - 3% 5,998,894                       (401,117)                  5,597,777                          
-                                     

11200 Fire Protection 83,634,543                     3,677,256                 87,311,799                        
-                                     

11500 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  1991 168,016,777                   518,144                    168,534,921                      
11541 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 129,704,112                   (3,074,416)               126,629,696                      

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax 297,720,889                   (2,556,272)               295,164,617                      
-                                     

11800 EMS Trust 535,028                          4,756                        539,784                             
-                                     

00102 Tank Inspections 280,914                          (33,454)                    247,460                             
00106 Petroleum Clean-up 405,017                          37,428                      442,445                             
11901 CDBG 5,339,251                       (462,654)                  4,876,597                          
11902 HOME 3,309,899                       (286,837)                  3,023,062                          
11903 Drug Abuse  (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
11904 Emergency Shelter 106,525                          -                            106,525                             
11905 CSBG 246,352                          -                            246,352                             
11907 Hazardous Mitigation - Wind Grant (Close Fund) -                                  14,746                      14,746                               
11908 Disaster Preparedness 122,742                          -                            122,742                             
11910 EMS Matching 185,022                          61,674                      246,696                             
11911 Hurricane Housing & Recovery 38,000                            10,371                      48,371                               
11912 Public Safety Grants (State) 11,638                            62                             11,700                               
11913 Public Safety Grants (Other) 1,716,670                       17,210                      1,733,880                          
11914 FRDAP Grants 411,892                          -                            411,892                             
11915 Public Safety Grants (Federal) 131,535                          (26,098)                    105,437                             
11916 Public Works Grants (State) 14,579,307                     -                            14,579,307                        
11917 Leisure Service Grants (Federal) -                                  -                            -                                     
11918 Planning & Development Grants (State)

(Close Fund)
-                                  13,022                      13,022                               

11919 Community Service Grants 480,000                          (37,898)                    442,102                             
11920 Neighborhood Stabilization Grant 7,019,514                       -                            7,019,514                          

Total Grants 34,384,278                     (692,428)                  33,691,850                        
-                                     

12007 SHIP:  FY06/07 1,353,000                       (71,086)                    1,281,914                          
12008 SHIP:  FY07/08 4,286,997                       215,754                    4,502,751                          
12009 SHIP:  FY08/09 3,764,113                       -                            3,764,113                          

Total SHIP Funds 9,404,110                       144,668                    9,548,778                          
-                                     



Fund Fund Description Current Budget Adjustments Adjusted Budget

12500 Emergency 911 5,188,090                       602,562                    5,790,652                          
-                                     

12601 Arterial Impact Fee (50,810,744)                    (2,695,527)               (53,506,271)                       
12602 North Collector Impact Fee 4,139,284                       48,890                      4,188,174                          
12603 West Collector Impact Fee 298,145                          (196,928)                  101,217                             
12604 East Collector Impact Fee 4,212,053                       (130,696)                  4,081,357                          
12605 South Central Collector Impact Fee (13,532,484)                    (318,374)                  (13,850,858)                       

Total Transportation Impact Fees (55,693,746)                    (3,292,635)               (58,986,381)                       
-                                     

12801 Fire/Rescue Impact Fees 3,166,262                       (36,590)                    3,129,672                          
12802 * Law Enforcement Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                                  5,538                        5,538                                 
12804 Library - Impact Fees 134,566                          192,331                    326,897                             
12805 * Drainage - Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                                  20,010                      20,010                               

Total Development Impact Fees 3,300,828                       181,289                    3,482,117                          
-                                     

13300 17/92 Redevelopment Agency 9,172,311                       (108,744)                  9,063,567                          
-                                     

MSBU Funds -                                     
15000 MSBU: Street Lighting Districts 2,593,000                       265,724                    2,858,724                          

-                                     
15100 MSBU: Residential Solid Waste 17,495,000                     1,244,020                 18,739,020                        

-                                     
16000 MSBU: Main 929,800                          135,418                    1,065,218                          
16002 MSBU: Charter Oaks Tamarak (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
16005 MSBU: Lake Mills 48,325                            4,052                        52,377                               
16006 MSBU: Lake Picket 114,130                          5,542                        119,672                             
16007 MSBU: Lake Amory 7,285                              629                           7,914                                 
16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge 39,575                            1,889                        41,464                               
16013 MSBU: Howell Creek 10,050                            714                           10,764                               
16024 MSBU: Lake of the Woods -                                  -                            -                                     
16025 MSBU: Mirror Lake 17,300                            1,641                        18,941                               
16026 MSBU: Spring Lake 28,600                            4,475                        33,075                               

Total MSBU Funds 1,195,065                       154,360                    1,349,425                          
-                                     

Debt Service Funds -                                     
21400 Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds 1,250,024                       29,973                      1,279,997                          

-                                     
22100 Limited G.O. Bonds 5,835,364                       158,752                    5,994,116                          

-                                     
22500 Sales Tax Revenue Bonds 7,175,982                       6,719                        7,182,701                          

Total Debt Service Funds 14,261,370                     195,444                    14,456,814                        
-                                     

Capital Project Funds -                                     
32000 Jail Expansion Projects 31,489,596                     3,259,673                 34,749,269                        

-                                     
32100 Natural Lands/Trails Projects 12,030,536                     132,250                    12,162,786                        

-                                     
32200 Courthouse Facilities Projects 2,626,478                       312,658                    2,939,136                          

Total Capital Projects Fund 46,146,610                     3,704,581                 49,851,191                        
-                                     

Enterprise Funds -                                     
40100 Water & Sewer: Operating 58,359,600                     608,425                    58,968,025                        
40102 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water 9,348,604                       472,891                    9,821,495                          
40103 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer 23,059,205                     (3,054,792)               20,004,413                        
40105 Water & Sewer: Bond Series 2006 124,054,485                   397,109                    124,451,594                      
40107 Water & Sewer: Debt Service Reserves 14,721,180                     -                            14,721,180                        
40110 Water & Sewer: Grants 7,530,000                       -                            7,530,000                          

Total Water & Sewer 237,073,074                   (1,576,367)               235,496,707                      
-                                     

40201 Solid Waste: Operating 41,279,981                     2,740,958                 44,020,939                        
40204 Solid Waste: Landfill Management Escrow 13,355,224                     (408,071)                  12,947,153                        

Total Solid Waste 54,635,205                     2,332,887                 56,968,092                        
-                                     

50100 Self Insurance 18,257,314                     4,019,164                 22,276,478                        
-                                     

Grand Total 1,123,785,385                25,637,575               1,149,422,960                   



 
SECTION II 
 
 That all Sections or parts of Sections of all Resolutions in conflict herewith be and 
the same are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict. 
 
 ADOPTED this 28th day of April, of 2009. 

 
ATTEST:  BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS   SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
   
 
   By:  
MARYANNE MORSE                   BOB DALLARI, CHAIRMAN 
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of  
Seminole County, Florida 
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MIDYEAR BUDGET AMENDMENT 

FISCAL YEAR FY 2008/09 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

 

OVERVIEW 

 

The “FY 2008/09 Midyear Budget Amendment” reconciles the actual results for the County’s 

fiscal year ended September 30, 2008 to the beginning budgetary fund balance for each fund in 

the FY 2008/09 budget.  Additionally, the amendment addresses other known budgetary 

adjustments such as the carry forward of unexpended grant funds, changes in revenue estimates, 

operational modifications and miscellaneous changes.  The total budget amendment of 

$25,637,575 (detailed in Section A, Fund Summary), is comprised of adjustments to beginning 

fund balances totaling $42,848,191, offset by grant adjustments totaling ($632,446) and other 

mid-year adjustments totaling ($16,578,170); comprised of a reduction in budgetary revenue 

estimates totaling ($26,033,849) offset by transfers of $9,455,679.  The adjusted County-wide 

budget after amendment is $1,149,422,960. 

 

The “Midyear Budget Process” is a comprehensive review of the County’s current budget.  The 

midyear package is designed to present the overall change in the following categories: 

 

Beginning Fund Balance (detailed in Section B) 

 

 Adjustment for FY 2007/08 Carry Forward – This constitutes a true-up of each fund’s 

budgetary beginning fund balance as of October 1, 2008 to actual results (or ending fund 

balance) per the County’s Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the fiscal year 

ended September 30, 2008.  The total budget adjustment of $42,848,191 represents the 

difference between what was budgeted as the beginning fund balance for each fund and 

actual financial results experienced.   

  

Beginning fund balance represents the cash forward or ending fund balances from the 

previous year and is comprised of one-time sources generated from unspent reserves, 

excess revenues, expenditure savings and carry forward projects that cannot be completed 

prior to the close of the fiscal year.  The fund balance is an essential tool in maintaining 

the fiscal sustainability of the budget by providing for operating cash in the ensuing fiscal 

year as an interim flow to normal revenue streams, providing for renewal and 

replacement of public facilities and infrastructure, limiting a funds risk from revenue 

shortfalls and unexpected expenditures, and providing for economic stabilization until 

economic conditions improve.  Because it is generated from one-time sources, fund 

balance is most prudently used to fund reserves and one-time expenses associated with 

capital projects. 

The amount of fund balance held by each fund is dependent upon various factors.  The 

size of the fund, the amount of reserves required, carry forward projects, source of 

revenues (i.e., bond funds, user fees), the predictability of revenues and expenditures, 

long and short term capital projects, and future planning all impact why fund balances 

can vary greatly by fund.             
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Budgetary Ending Fund Balance/Reserves (detailed in Section C) 

 

 Adjustment for FY 2007/08 Actual (from Section B) – Represents a corresponding 

adjustment to budgetary ending fund balance/reserves as a result of the beginning fund 

balance adjustment described above.  The effect is an increase to budgetary ending fund 

balance/reserves of $42,848,191. 

 Other Mid-year Adjustments (from Section D) – Represent changes in sources of 

funding either from what was anticipated or from what was projected during the original 

budget process, and other adjustments to appropriations or transfers that effect the 

budgetary ending fund balance/reserves.  These changes include adjustments for revenue 

shortfalls, special revenue fund true-ups, operational modifications and other 

miscellaneous accounting adjustments necessary to properly account for County 

resources.  The net impact to budgetary ending fund balance/reserves is ($20,601,129), 

inclusive of revenue reductions totaling $26.1 Million.  

 General Fund $ 7, 341,339 

Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001  6,531,395 

Building Program Fund  1,185,000 

Impact Fees  1,945,000 

Solid Waste  3,235,600 

Water and Sewer  1,420,000 

Water and Sewer:  Connection Fees  2,485,000  

Transportation Trust  1,084,640 

Tourist Development  435,000 

Court Support - $2 Technology Fee  410,000 

Total Major Revenue Reductions $ 26,072,974 

 

The dramatic decline in revenue is a result of the global economic fall that took place 

almost simultaneous with the adoption of the FY 2008/09 budget.  According to the 

National Bureau of Economic Research, the United States has been in a recession since 

December 2007.  However, until late September 2008 it was believed that the recession 

would be mild.  The decisive event that drove the slowing economy and shaky markets 

into the abyss was the Lehman Brothers bankruptcy, followed by a plummeting S&P 500 

Index.  The crux of this recession is consumer spending, which is indicated to have had 

the sharpest drop since World War II.   

 

As a result of economic conditions, major operating revenue sources have continued to 

decline.  Revenue adjustments being made are based on current data and conservative 

projections of the eventual leveling off from declining conditions.  The reductions 

reflected have been factored into the development of the FY 2009/10 budget. 

 

Grant Adjustments (detailed in Section E) 

 

 Grant Adjustment – Represent fund adjustments to true-up budgetary balances of 

unexpended grant revenue to the actual available carryforward balance from fiscal year 

2007/08. 
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FY 2007/08 Results  

The following is an overview of the fiscal status of the County’s main operating funds. 

 

General Fund 

Financial activities for FY 2007/08 resulted in a $3,429,895 adjustment to the General fund’s 

budgetary beginning fund balance.  In addition, $9,246,832 from the Jetta Point Park capital 

project, which is now being funded by Tourist Development Tax, is included in the “Other Mid-

Year Adjustments” section of this book as a transfer from the Infrastructure Improvements 

capital fund to the General fund.  This transfer will be made in FY 2008/09 but had been 

anticipated in the adopted beginning fund balance as cash forward from FY2007/08.  Because 

this was projected fund balance revenue, the $9.2 million transfer is added to the $3.4 million, 

netting total undesignated cash forward of $12,676,727.   

The net adjustment to the General fund’s budgetary beginning fund balance totaling $12.6 

million resulted from constitutional officers saving,  Jetta Point Park Funds, FEMA 

reimbursement associated with the 2004 hurricanes and lower than usual expenditures attributed 

for the most part to conservatism in spending based on the economy.   

The following table illustrates how the $12.6 million increase in fund balance was generated and 

the impact of other midyear adjustments on the Adjusted General Fund Ending Fund 

Balance/Reserves. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The net adjustment to budgetary Reserves is an increase of $5.3 million for a total General Fund 

Budgetary Reserve of $42.7 million which is approximately 20% of current operating revenues. 
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Transportation Trust 

 

The Transportation Trust (inclusive of the Ninth Cent Gas Tax Fund) realized a $2.0 million 

increase in fund balance attributed to a $289,974 FEMA reimbursement of eligible expenses 

associated with the 2004 hurricanes, additional expenditure savings from personal services 

resulting from the frozen vacant positions and maintenance costs resulting from conservatism in 

spending based on declining economic conditions.  Mid-year adjustments include a reduction in 

gas tax revenue estimates totaling $1.1 million, offset by a reduction of $647,276 to the LYNX 

appropriation to equal the funding agreement approved by the Board on January 29, 2009.  

 

 

Building Program Fund 

 

An increase in the Building Program Fund budgetary beginning fund balance of $274,388 is 

offset by reductions in revenue projections of $1.2 million.  The issuance of new construction 

permits for single family homes is down 44% and new commercial construction permits are 

down 51% in comparison to prior year activity through February.  Although overall permits are 

down only 15%, the valuation of permits issued is almost 60% below prior year.  While the 

reduction in revenue is being absorbed by use of fund reserves on a budgetary basis; the Planning 

and Development Department has taken internal measures to enact expenditure savings within 

the current fiscal year to protect depleting reserves.  

 

 

Tourist Development Fund  

 

An increase in the original 3% Tourist Development Tax fund balance totaling $33,883 is offset 

by a reduction of $435,000 in projected revenue for FY 2008/09.  The revenue reduction is being 

applied to the original 3% Tourist Development tax collections which through February 2009 are 

down 18% from prior year receipts.  A penny today represents approximately $630,000 annually, 

down 28% from $875,000 in FY 2005/06. 

 

The Board adopted an ordinance implementing an additional 2% tourist development tax that 

went into full effect February 2009.  The additional 2% is anticipated to bring in $1.2 million 

annually to support the construction and maintenance of Jetta Point Park.  The revenue has not 

been budgeted or appropriated in FY 2008/09, pending Board decision based on bid results.  

 

 

Fire Fund 

 

The Fire Protection Fund beginning fund balance increased $3.6 million over the current 

budgetary fund balance for FY 2008/09.  This increase is attributed to $2.0 million in revenue 

and $1.6 million in expenditure savings from budgetary projections.  Additional revenues were 

generated by $909,708 in ambulance transport fees, $971,856 in interest on investments, and 

$123,640 in FEMA reimbursements from the 2004 hurricanes.   Expenditure savings included 

$1.4 million in personal services associated with vacancies and lapsed salary dollars. 
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Ending reserves are being increased $4,944,239 resulting from the proposed realignment of fire 

station construction projects.  With declining assessed valuations of property, the MSTU revenue 

is anticipated to be reduced in FY2009/10 and again in FY2010/11, prompting a recommended 

delay in construction of Fire Station 19 (Lake Emma) until FY 2012/13.  This delay in 

construction will free up $2.5 million and allow for the use of $2.4 million in fire impact fees, 

previously planned for Fire Station 19 construction, to be used for the construction of Fire 

Station 29 (Aloma Ave) in lieu of Fire Funds.  The total increase to ending fund balance/reserves 

is $4.9 million to assist in economic stabilization over the next three years.  Budgetary ending 

fund balance/ reserves after mid-year adjustments are $28.7 million. 

 

 

Infrastruture Sales Tax 

 

The Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund beginning fund balance was increased $4.0 million from 

budgetary estimates primarily associated with project savings associated with project close-outs. 

 

The 2001 Infrastructure Sales Tax beginning fund balance adjustment is offset by a reduction of 

$6.5 million.  FY 2008/09 marks the third consecutive year of negative growth in sales tax 

revenue.  With no real growth anticipated before 2011, an adjustment to the 2001 Infrastructure 

Sales Tax distribution rates between the County and School Board will be necessary in 2010 to 

insure proportionate shares of the gross infrastructure sales tax collections are distributed in 

compliance with voter approved referendum.  

 

 

Impact Fee Funds 

 

Impact fees follow building permit trends and likewise are down from prior year actual revenue 

by 45% in transportation impact fees, 57% in fire fees, and 60% in library impact fees.   

 

Transportation Impact Fees:  The transportation impact fee funds are supported through an 

interfund loan from the 1991 Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund.  The deficit beginning fund balances 

are reflective of the loan balances as of October 1, 2008.  The loan is to be paid off by collections 

of impact fees in the respective funds over the life of the program.  Any unpaid balance resulting 

at the end of the impact fee program will be absorbed by the infrastructure sales tax.  Overall the 

loan balance was increased from the budgetary projection by $1.5 million primarily as a result of 

declining impact fee collections.   

 

FY2009/10 revenue estimates are being reduced by $1.8 million in line with building permit 

trends.  The budgetary interfund loan balance at the end of FY2008/09 is $74.6 million.  The 

actual loan balance is anticipated to be lower as budgetary appropriations are reflective of road 

projects that will continue into FY 2009/10. 

 

Development Impact Fees:  An increase of $336,289 in fund balance revenue for Development 

Impact fees is primarily attributed to unspent Library Impact Fees.  The reduction of $115,000 in 

fire impact fees and $40,000 in Library Impact Fees is a result of updated estimates based on 

building permit trends.   



Resolution No. 2009-R-_______              Seminole County Government 
    

 
R E S O L U T I O N 

 
 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION AMENDING 
RESOLUTION No. 08-R-224 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008/09 
BASED ON THE BUDGET ESTIMATE OF REVENUES 
AND EXPENDITURES FOR THE COUNTY OF 
SEMINOLE WAS ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF APRIL 28, 2009. 
 
 

WHEREAS, the proposed budget for Fiscal Year 2008/09 was adopted at a 
public hearing held by the Board of County commissioners of Seminole County as the 
governing body of Seminole County, and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 23, 2008 the Board of County Commissioners passed 

Resolution No. 08-R-224 making appropriations for the Fiscal Year 2008/09 based on the 
budget estimate of revenues and expenditures for the County of  Seminole, and 

 
WHEREAS, certain revenue and expenditure adjustments are necessary to 

recognize actual fund balance revenues and adjust operating and capital expenditures 
accordingly. 

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

Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida: 
 

SECTION I 
 
That the Seminole County budget for Fiscal Year 2008/09, adopted by Resolution 

No. 08-R-224, be amended by the following Schedule of Adjustments: 
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Fund Fund Description Current Budget Adjustments Adjusted Budget

General Fund and Subfunds
00100 General Fund 275,701,201                   5,388,926                 281,090,127                      
00108 Facilities Maintenance Fund 2,017,755                       518,266                    2,536,021                          
11400 Court Support - $2 Technology Fee 2,168,164                       (132,989)                  2,035,175                          
12300 Alcohol / Drug Abuse 85,000                            33,012                      118,012                             
12302 Teen Court 318,652                          24,555                      343,207                             
12901 Civil Mediation: County 185,975                          23,319                      209,294                             
12902 Civil Mediation: Circuit 238,257                          10,732                      248,989                             
12903 Family Mediation 190,000                          25,034                      215,034                             
13000 Stormwater 11,620,655                     879,243                    12,499,898                        
13100 Economic Development 2,758,044                       385,842                    3,143,886                          
30600 Infrastructure Improvements 319,282                          9,928,716                 10,247,998                        
60301 BOCC Agency Funding (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
60302 Public Safety - System Wide Training 42,000                            124,925                    166,925                             
60303 Libraries 134,752                          77,500                      212,252                             
60304 Animal Services - Donations 20,000                            77,335                      97,335                               

Total General Fund 295,799,737                   17,364,416               313,164,153                      
  

Special Revenue Funds -                                     
10101 Transportation Trust 30,378,069                     1,234,526                 31,612,595                        
10102 Ninth Cent Gas Tax 5,438,750                       (305,959)                  5,132,791                          

Total Transportation Trust 35,816,819                     928,567                    36,745,386                        
  

00101 Police Education 244,528                          165,188                    409,716                             
-                                     

00103 Natural Lands Endowment 850,337                          190,099                    1,040,436                          
-                                     

00104 Boating Improvements 666,592                          769                           667,361                             
-                                     

10400 Building Program Fund 5,105,509                       (910,612)                  4,194,897                          
-                                     

11000 Tourist Development - 3% 5,998,894                       (401,117)                  5,597,777                          
-                                     

11200 Fire Protection 83,634,543                     3,677,256                 87,311,799                        
-                                     

11500 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  1991 168,016,777                   518,144                    168,534,921                      
11541 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 129,704,112                   (3,074,416)               126,629,696                      

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax 297,720,889                   (2,556,272)               295,164,617                      
-                                     

11800 EMS Trust 535,028                          4,756                        539,784                             
-                                     

00102 Tank Inspections 280,914                          (33,454)                    247,460                             
00106 Petroleum Clean-up 405,017                          37,428                      442,445                             
11901 CDBG 5,339,251                       (462,654)                  4,876,597                          
11902 HOME 3,309,899                       (286,837)                  3,023,062                          
11903 Drug Abuse  (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
11904 Emergency Shelter 106,525                          -                            106,525                             
11905 CSBG 246,352                          -                            246,352                             
11907 Hazardous Mitigation - Wind Grant (Close Fund) -                                  14,746                      14,746                               
11908 Disaster Preparedness 122,742                          -                            122,742                             
11910 EMS Matching 185,022                          61,674                      246,696                             
11911 Hurricane Housing & Recovery 38,000                            10,371                      48,371                               
11912 Public Safety Grants (State) 11,638                            62                             11,700                               
11913 Public Safety Grants (Other) 1,716,670                       17,210                      1,733,880                          
11914 FRDAP Grants 411,892                          -                            411,892                             
11915 Public Safety Grants (Federal) 131,535                          (26,098)                    105,437                             
11916 Public Works Grants (State) 14,579,307                     -                            14,579,307                        
11917 Leisure Service Grants (Federal) -                                  -                            -                                     
11918 Planning & Development Grants (State)

(Close Fund)
-                                  13,022                      13,022                               

11919 Community Service Grants 480,000                          (37,898)                    442,102                             
11920 Neighborhood Stabilization Grant 7,019,514                       -                            7,019,514                          

Total Grants 34,384,278                     (692,428)                  33,691,850                        
-                                     

12007 SHIP:  FY06/07 1,353,000                       (71,086)                    1,281,914                          
12008 SHIP:  FY07/08 4,286,997                       215,754                    4,502,751                          
12009 SHIP:  FY08/09 3,764,113                       -                            3,764,113                          

Total SHIP Funds 9,404,110                       144,668                    9,548,778                          
-                                     
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Fund Fund Description Current Budget Adjustments Adjusted Budget

12500 Emergency 911 5,188,090                       602,562                    5,790,652                          
-                                     

12601 Arterial Impact Fee (50,810,744)                    (2,695,527)               (53,506,271)                       
12602 North Collector Impact Fee 4,139,284                       48,890                      4,188,174                          
12603 West Collector Impact Fee 298,145                          (196,928)                  101,217                             
12604 East Collector Impact Fee 4,212,053                       (130,696)                  4,081,357                          
12605 South Central Collector Impact Fee (13,532,484)                    (318,374)                  (13,850,858)                       

Total Transportation Impact Fees (55,693,746)                    (3,292,635)               (58,986,381)                       
-                                     

12801 Fire/Rescue Impact Fees 3,166,262                       (36,590)                    3,129,672                          
12802 * Law Enforcement Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                                  5,538                        5,538                                 
12804 Library - Impact Fees 134,566                          192,331                    326,897                             
12805 * Drainage - Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                                  20,010                      20,010                               

Total Development Impact Fees 3,300,828                       181,289                    3,482,117                          
-                                     

13300 17/92 Redevelopment Agency 9,172,311                       (108,744)                  9,063,567                          
-                                     

MSBU Funds -                                     
15000 MSBU: Street Lighting Districts 2,593,000                       265,724                    2,858,724                          

-                                     
15100 MSBU: Residential Solid Waste 17,495,000                     1,244,020                 18,739,020                        

-                                     
16000 MSBU: Main 929,800                          135,418                    1,065,218                          
16002 MSBU: Charter Oaks Tamarak (Close Fund) -                                  -                            -                                     
16005 MSBU: Lake Mills 48,325                            4,052                        52,377                               
16006 MSBU: Lake Picket 114,130                          5,542                        119,672                             
16007 MSBU: Lake Amory 7,285                              629                           7,914                                 
16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge 39,575                            1,889                        41,464                               
16013 MSBU: Howell Creek 10,050                            714                           10,764                               
16024 MSBU: Lake of the Woods -                                  -                            -                                     
16025 MSBU: Mirror Lake 17,300                            1,641                        18,941                               
16026 MSBU: Spring Lake 28,600                            4,475                        33,075                               

Total MSBU Funds 1,195,065                       154,360                    1,349,425                          
-                                     

Debt Service Funds -                                     
21400 Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds 1,250,024                       29,973                      1,279,997                          

-                                     
22100 Limited G.O. Bonds 5,835,364                       158,752                    5,994,116                          

-                                     
22500 Sales Tax Revenue Bonds 7,175,982                       6,719                        7,182,701                          

Total Debt Service Funds 14,261,370                     195,444                    14,456,814                        
-                                     

Capital Project Funds -                                     
32000 Jail Expansion Projects 31,489,596                     3,259,673                 34,749,269                        

-                                     
32100 Natural Lands/Trails Projects 12,030,536                     132,250                    12,162,786                        

-                                     
32200 Courthouse Facilities Projects 2,626,478                       312,658                    2,939,136                          

Total Capital Projects Fund 46,146,610                     3,704,581                 49,851,191                        
-                                     

Enterprise Funds -                                     
40100 Water & Sewer: Operating 58,359,600                     608,425                    58,968,025                        
40102 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water 9,348,604                       472,891                    9,821,495                          
40103 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer 23,059,205                     (3,054,792)               20,004,413                        
40105 Water & Sewer: Bond Series 2006 124,054,485                   397,109                    124,451,594                      
40107 Water & Sewer: Debt Service Reserves 14,721,180                     -                            14,721,180                        
40110 Water & Sewer: Grants 7,530,000                       -                            7,530,000                          

Total Water & Sewer 237,073,074                   (1,576,367)               235,496,707                      
-                                     

40201 Solid Waste: Operating 41,279,981                     2,740,958                 44,020,939                        
40204 Solid Waste: Landfill Management Escrow 13,355,224                     (408,071)                  12,947,153                        

Total Solid Waste 54,635,205                     2,332,887                 56,968,092                        
-                                     

50100 Self Insurance 18,257,314                     4,019,164                 22,276,478                        
-                                     

Grand Total 1,123,785,385                25,637,575               1,149,422,960                   

viii



 
SECTION II 
 
 That all Sections or parts of Sections of all Resolutions in conflict herewith be and 
the same are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict. 
 
 ADOPTED this 28th day of April, of 2009. 

 
ATTEST:  BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS   SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
   
 
   By:  
MARYANNE MORSE                   BOB DALLARI, CHAIRMAN 
Clerk to the Board of 
County Commissioners of  
Seminole County, Florida 
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Fund Fund Description

 Adjustment to 
FY2008/09 

Actual 

 Other
Mid-year

Adjustments 
 Grant

Adjustments 

General Fund and Subfunds
00100 General Fund 275,701,201$      3,429,895$         1,959,031$        -$                5,388,926$       281,090,127$      
00108 Facilities Maintenance Fund 2,017,755            518,266              -                      -                  518,266            2,536,021            
11400 Court Support - $2 Technology Fee 2,168,164            277,011              (410,000)            -                  (132,989)           2,035,175            
12300 Alcohol / Drug Abuse 85,000                 33,012                -                      -                  33,012              118,012               
12302 Teen Court 318,652               24,555                -                      -                  24,555              343,207               
12901 Civil Mediation: County 185,975               23,319                -                      -                  23,319              209,294               
12902 Civil Mediation: Circuit 238,257               10,732                -                      -                  10,732              248,989               
12903 Family Mediation 190,000               25,034                -                      -                  25,034              215,034               
13000 St t 11 620 655 879 243 879 243 12 499 898

Fund Summary
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Seminole County

Current
Budget

Adjustments

Adjusted Budget 
 Total 

Adjustments 

13000 Stormwater 11,620,655        879,243            -                    -                879,243          12,499,898        
13100 Economic Development 2,758,044            385,842              -                      -                  385,842            3,143,886            
30600 Infrastructure Improvements 319,282               9,854,591           74,125                -                  9,928,716         10,247,998          
60301 BOCC Agency Funding (Close Fund) -                           (1,479)                 1,479                  -                  -                    -                       
60302 Public Safety - System Wide Training 42,000                 124,925              -                      -                  124,925            166,925               
60303 Libraries 134,752               112,500              (35,000)              -                  77,500              212,252               
60304 Animal Services - Donations 20,000                 77,335                -                      -                  77,335              97,335                 
60305 Historical Commission -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       
60307 4 H Counsel / Cooperative Extension -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       
60308 Adult Drug Court -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       

Total General Fund 295,799,737        15,774,781         1,589,635           -                  17,364,416       313,164,153        
   

Special Revenue Funds
10101 Transportation Trust 30,378,069          2,119,166           (884,640)            -                  1,234,526         31,612,595          
10102 Ninth Cent Gas Tax 5,438,750            (105,959)             (200,000)            -                  (305,959)           5,132,791            

Total Transportation Trust 35,816,819          2,013,207           (1,084,640)         -                  928,567            36,745,386          
   

00101 Police Education 244,528               165,188              -                      -                  165,188            409,716               

00103 Natural Lands Endowment 850,337               190,099              -                      -                  190,099            1,040,436            

00104 Boating Improvements 666,592               769                      -                      -                  769                    667,361               
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Fund Fund Description

 Adjustment to 
FY2008/09 

Actual 

 Other
Mid-year

Adjustments 
 Grant

Adjustments 

Fund Summary
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Seminole County

Current
Budget

Adjustments

Adjusted Budget 
 Total 

Adjustments 

10400 Building Program Fund 5,105,509            274,388              (1,185,000)         -                  (910,612)           4,194,897            

11000 Tourist Development - 3% 5,998,894            33,883                (435,000)            -                  (401,117)           5,597,777            

11200 Fire Protection 83,634,543          3,615,582           61,674                -                  3,677,256         87,311,799          

11500 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  1991 168,016,777        518,144              -                      -                  518,144            168,534,921        
11541 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 129,704,112        3,456,979           (6,531,395)         -                  (3,074,416)        126,629,696        

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax 297,720,889        3,975,123           (6,531,395)         -                  (2,556,272)        295,164,617        

11800 EMS Trust 535,028               -                      -                      4,756              4,756                539,784               

00102 Tank Inspections 280,914               -                      -                      (33,454)           (33,454)             247,460               
00106 Petroleum Clean-up 405,017               -                      -                      37,428            37,428              442,445               
11901 CDBG 5,339,251            -                      -                      (462,654)         (462,654)           4,876,597            
11902 HOME 3,309,899            -                      -                      (286,837)         (286,837)           3,023,062            
11903 Drug Abuse  (Close Fund) -                           (70,709)               70,709                -                  -                    -                       
11904 Emergency Shelter 106,525               -                      -                      -                  -                    106,525               
11905 CSBG 246,352               -                      -                      -                  -                    246,352               
11907 Hazardous Mitigation - Wind Grant (Close Fund) -                           14,746                -                      -                  14,746              14,746                 
11908 Disaster Preparedness 122,742               -                      -                      -                  -                    122,742               
11910 EMS Matching 185,022               61,674                -                      -                  61,674              246,696               
11911 Hurricane Housing & Recovery 38,000                 -                      -                      10,371            10,371              48,371                 
11912 Public Safety Grants (State) 11,638                 -                      -                      62                   62                      11,700                 
11913 Public Safety Grants (Other) 1,716,670            -                      -                      17,210            17,210              1,733,880            
11914 FRDAP Grants 411,892               -                      -                      -                  -                    411,892               
11915 Public Safety Grants (Federal) 131,535               -                      -                      (26,098)           (26,098)             105,437               
11916 Public Works Grants (State) 14,579,307          -                      -                      -                  -                    14,579,307          
11917 Leisure Service Grants (Federal) (Close Fund) -                           (21,447)               21,447                -                  -                    -                       
11918 Planning & Development Grants (State)

(Close Fund)
-                           13,022                -                      -                  13,022              13,022                 

11919 Community Service Grants 480,000               -                      -                      (37,898)           (37,898)             442,102               
11920 Neighborhood Stabilization Grant 7,019,514            -                      -                      -                  -                    7,019,514            

Total Grants 34,384,278 (2,714)                 92,156                (781,870)         (692,428)           33,691,850          
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Fund Fund Description

 Adjustment to 
FY2008/09 

Actual 

 Other
Mid-year

Adjustments 
 Grant

Adjustments 

Fund Summary
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Seminole County

Current
Budget

Adjustments

Adjusted Budget 
 Total 

Adjustments 

12007 SHIP:  FY06/07 1,353,000            -                      -                      (71,086)           (71,086)             1,281,914            
12008 SHIP:  FY07/08 4,286,997            -                      -                      215,754          215,754            4,502,751            
12009 SHIP:  FY08/09 3,764,113            -                      -                      -                  -                    3,764,113            

Total SHIP Funds 9,404,110            -                      -                      144,668          144,668            9,548,778            

12101 Law Enforcement: Local -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       
12102 Law Enforcement: Justice -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       
12103 Law Enforcement: Federal -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       

T t l L E f t T tTotal Law Enforcement Trust -                         -                    -                    -                -                  -                      

12500 Emergency 911 5,188,090            602,562              -                      -                  602,562            5,790,652            

12601 Arterial Impact Fee (50,810,744)         (1,245,527)          (1,450,000)         -                  (2,695,527)        (53,506,271)         
12602 North Collector Impact Fee 4,139,284            48,890                -                      -                  48,890              4,188,174            
12603 West Collector Impact Fee 298,145               (121,928)             (75,000)              -                  (196,928)           101,217               
12604 East Collector Impact Fee 4,212,053            49,304                (180,000)            -                  (130,696)           4,081,357            
12605 South Central Collector Impact Fee (13,532,484)         (233,374)             (85,000)              -                  (318,374)           (13,850,858)         

Total Transportation Impact Fees (55,693,746)         (1,502,635)          (1,790,000)         -                  (3,292,635)        (58,986,381)         

12801 Fire/Rescue Impact Fees 3,166,262            78,410                (115,000)            -                  (36,590)             3,129,672            
12802 * Law Enforcement Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                           5,538                   -                      -                  5,538                5,538                   
12804 Library - Impact Fees 134,566               232,331              (40,000)              -                  192,331            326,897               
12805 * Drainage - Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                           20,010                -                      -                  20,010              20,010                 

Total Development Impact Fees 3,300,828            336,289              (155,000)            -                  181,289            3,482,117            

13300 17/92 Redevelopment Agency 9,172,311            (108,744)             -                      -                  (108,744)           9,063,567            

*Fund 12802 and 12805 are not true impact fee funds.  Future fee revenue will be deposited into the General Fund.
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Fund Fund Description

 Adjustment to 
FY2008/09 

Actual 

 Other
Mid-year

Adjustments 
 Grant

Adjustments 

Fund Summary
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Seminole County

Current
Budget

Adjustments

Adjusted Budget 
 Total 

Adjustments 

MSBU Funds
15000 MSBU: Street Lighting Districts 2,593,000            265,724              -                      -                  265,724            2,858,724            

15100 MSBU: Residential Solid Waste 17,495,000          1,244,020           -                      -                  1,244,020         18,739,020          

16000 MSBU: Main 929,800               135,418              -                      -                  135,418            1,065,218            
16002 MSBU: Charter Oaks Tamarak (Close Fund) -                           -                      -                      -                  -                    -                       
16005 MSBU: Lake Mills 48,325                 4,052                   -                      -                  4,052                52,377                 
16006 MSBU: Lake Picket 114 130 5 542 - - 5 542 119 67216006 MSBU: Lake Picket 114,130             5,542                                                     5,542              119,672             
16007 MSBU: Lake Amory 7,285                   629                      -                      -                  629                    7,914                   
16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge 39,575                 1,889                   -                      -                  1,889                41,464                 
16013 MSBU: Howell Creek 10,050                 714                      -                      -                  714                    10,764                 
16024 MSBU: Lake of the Woods -                           -                      -                      -                    -                       
16025 MSBU: Mirror Lake 17,300                 1,641                   -                      -                  1,641                18,941                 
16026 MSBU: Spring Lake 28,600                 4,475                   -                      -                  4,475                33,075                 

Total MSBU Funds 1,195,065            154,360              -                      -                  154,360            1,349,425            

Debt Service Funds
21400 Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds 1,250,024            29,973                -                      -                  29,973              1,279,997            

22100 Limited G.O. Bonds 5,835,364            158,752              -                      -                  158,752            5,994,116            

22500 Sales Tax Revenue Bonds 7,175,982            6,719                   -                      -                  6,719                7,182,701            
Total Debt Service Funds 14,261,370          195,444              -                      -                  195,444            14,456,814          

Capital Project Funds
32000 Jail Expansion Projects 31,489,596          3,259,673           -                      -                  3,259,673         34,749,269          

32100 Natural Lands/Trails Projects 12,030,536          132,250              -                      -                  132,250            12,162,786          

32200 Courthouse Facilities Projects 2,626,478            312,658              -                      -                  312,658            2,939,136            
Total Capital Projects Fund 46,146,610          3,704,581           -                      -                  3,711,300         57,033,892          
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Fund Fund Description

 Adjustment to 
FY2008/09 

Actual 

 Other
Mid-year

Adjustments 
 Grant

Adjustments 

Fund Summary
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Seminole County

Current
Budget

Adjustments

Adjusted Budget 
 Total 

Adjustments 

Enterprise Funds
40100 Water & Sewer: Operating 58,359,600          2,028,425           (1,420,000)         -                  608,425            58,968,025          
40102 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water 9,348,604            1,157,891           (685,000)            -                  472,891            9,821,495            
40103 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer 23,059,205          (1,254,792)          (1,800,000)         -                  (3,054,792)        20,004,413          
40105 Water & Sewer: Bond Series 2006 124,054,485        397,109              -                      -                  397,109            124,451,594        
40107 Water & Sewer: Debt Service Reserves 14,721,180          -                      -                      -                  -                    14,721,180          
40110 Water & Sewer: Grants 7,530,000            -                      -                      -                  -                    7,530,000            

Total Water & Sewer 237,073,074        2,328,633           (3,905,000)         -                  (1,576,367)        235,496,707        

40201 Solid Waste: Operating 41,279,981          5,976,558           (3,235,600)         -                  2,740,958         44,020,939          
40204 Solid Waste: Landfill Management Escrow 13,355,224          (408,071)             -                      -                  (408,071)           12,947,153          

Total Solid Waste 54,635,205          5,568,487           (3,235,600)         -                  2,332,887         56,968,092          

50100 Self Insurance 18,257,314          4,019,164           -                      -                  4,019,164         22,276,478          

Grand Total 1,123,785,385$  42,848,191$      (16,578,170)$     (632,446)$      25,637,575$    1,149,422,960$  
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Actual
FY 2008/09 Adjustment FY 2008/09 9/30/2008

Current for FY 2007/08 Adjusted Non-Budgetary Ending 
Fund Fund Description Beg Fund Bal Carryforward Beg Fund Bal Adjustments Fund Balance

General Fund and Subfunds
00100 General Fund 58,123,649$        3,429,895$          61,553,544$        (1,050,187)$         60,503,357$        
00108 Facilities Maintenance Fund 820,769               518,266               1,339,035            -                       1,339,035            
11400 Court Support - $2 Technology Fee 1,308,164            277,011               1,585,175            -                       1,585,175            
12300 Alcohol / Drug Abuse -                       33,012                 33,012                 -                       33,012                 
12302 Teen Court 108,652               24,555                 133,207               -                       133,207               
12901 Civil Mediation: County 185,975               23,319                 209,294               -                       209,294               
12902 Civil Mediation: Circuit 238,257               10,732                 248,989               -                       248,989               
12903 Family Mediation 190,000               25,034                 215,034               -                       215,034               
13000 Stormwater 5 123 812 879 243 6 003 055 - 6 003 055

FY2007/08 Ending Fund Balance

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Beginning Fund Balance Summary

13000 Stormwater 5,123,812          879,243             6,003,055                                6,003,055          
13100 Economic Development 1,352,955            385,842               1,738,797            -                       1,738,797            
30600 Infrastructure Improvements 319,282               9,854,591            10,173,873          -                       10,173,873          
60301 BOCC Agency Funding (Close Fund) -                       (1,479)                  (1,479)                  -                       (1,479)                  
60302 Public Safety - System Wide Training -                       124,925               124,925               -                       124,925               
60303 Libraries 59,752                 112,500               172,252               -                       172,252               
60304 Animal Services - Donations 20,000                 77,335                 97,335                 -                       97,335                 
60305 Historical Commission -                       -                       -                       25,338                 25,338                 
60307 4 H Counsel / Cooperative Extension -                       -                       -                       34,012                 34,012                 
60308 Adult Drug Court -                       -                       -                       7,468                   7,468                   

Total General Fund 67,851,267          15,774,781          83,626,048          (983,369)              82,642,679          

Special Revenue Funds
10101 Transportation Trust 9,263,210            2,119,166            11,382,376          835,976               12,218,352          
10102 Ninth Cent Gas Tax 169,009               (105,959)              63,050                 -                       63,050                 

Total Transportation Trust 9,432,219            2,013,207            11,445,426          835,976               12,281,402          

00101 Police Education -                       165,188               165,188               -                       165,188               

00103 Natural Lands Endowment 815,337               190,099               1,005,436            -                       1,005,436            

00104 Boating Improvements 560,592               769                      561,361               -                       561,361               
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Actual
FY 2008/09 Adjustment FY 2008/09 9/30/2008

Current for FY 2007/08 Adjusted Non-Budgetary Ending 
Fund Fund Description Beg Fund Bal Carryforward Beg Fund Bal Adjustments Fund Balance

FY2007/08 Ending Fund Balance

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Beginning Fund Balance Summary

10400 Building Program Fund 1,957,009            274,388               2,231,397            -                       2,231,397            

11000 Tourist Development - 3% 3,623,894            33,883                 3,657,777            -                       3,657,777            

11200 Fire Protection 31,593,421          3,615,582            35,209,003          267,983               35,476,986          

11500 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  1991 163,714,770        518,144               164,232,914        -                       164,232,914        
11541 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 77,292,922          3,456,979            80,749,901          -                       80,749,901          

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax 241,007,692        3,975,123            244,982,815        -                       244,982,815        

S11800 EMS Trust -                     -                     -                      -                     -                     

00102 Tank Inspections -                       -                       -                       123,671               123,671               
00106 Petroleum Clean-up -                       -                       -                       149,331               149,331               
11901 CDBG -                       -                       -                       (87,296)                (87,296)                
11902 HOME -                       -                       -                       60,116                 60,116                 
11903 Drug Abuse  (Close Fund) -                       (70,709)                (70,709)                -                       (70,709)                
11904 Emergency Shelter -                       -                       -                       -                       
11905 CSBG -                       -                       -                       91                        91                        
11907 Hazardous Mitigation - Wind Grant (Close Fund) -                       14,746                 14,746                 -                       14,746                 
11908 Disaster Preparedness -                       -                       -                       14,961                 14,961                 
11910 EMS Matching -                       61,674                 61,674                 61,674                 
11911 Hurricane Housing & Recovery -                       -                       -                       1,348                   1,348                   
11912 Public Safety Grants (State) -                       -                       -                       5,942                   5,942                   
11913 Public Safety Grants (Other) -                       -                       -                       7,250                   7,250                   
11914 FRDAP Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       
11915 Public Safety Grants (Federal) -                       -                       -                       (27,250)                (27,250)                
11916 Public Works Grants (State) -                       -                       -                       313,493               313,493               
11917 Leisure Service Grants (Federal) (Close Fund) -                       (21,447)                (21,447)                -                       (21,447)                
11918 Planning & Development Grants (State)

(Close Fund)
-                       13,022                 13,022                 -                       13,022                 

11919 Community Service Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       
11920 Neighborhood Stabilization Grant -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total Grants -                       (2,714)                  (2,714)                  561,657               558,943               
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Actual
FY 2008/09 Adjustment FY 2008/09 9/30/2008

Current for FY 2007/08 Adjusted Non-Budgetary Ending 
Fund Fund Description Beg Fund Bal Carryforward Beg Fund Bal Adjustments Fund Balance

FY2007/08 Ending Fund Balance

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Beginning Fund Balance Summary

12007 SHIP:  FY06/07 -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       
12008 SHIP:  FY07/08 -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       
12009 SHIP:  FY08/09 -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total SHIP -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       

12101 Law Enforcement: Local -                       -                       -                       58,019                 58,019                 
12102 Law Enforcement: Justice -                       -                       -                       102,555               102,555               
12103 Law Enforcement: Federal -                       -                       -                       17                        17                        

Total Law Enforcement Trust -                     -                     -                      160,591             160,591             , ,

12500 Emergency 911 2,598,090            602,562               3,200,652            -                       3,200,652            

12601 Arterial Impact Fee (54,010,744)         (1,245,527)           (55,256,271)         -                       (55,256,271)         
12602 North Collector Impact Fee 4,011,482            48,890                 4,060,372            -                       4,060,372            
12603 West Collector Impact Fee (464,874)              (121,928)              (586,802)              -                       (586,802)              
12604 East Collector Impact Fee 3,858,095            49,304                 3,907,399            -                       3,907,399            
12605 South Central Collector Impact Fee (13,632,484)         (233,374)              (13,865,858)         -                       (13,865,858)         

Total Transportation Impact Fees (60,238,525)         (1,502,635)           (61,741,160)         -                       (61,741,160)         

12801 Fire/Rescue Impact Fees 2,866,262            78,410                 2,944,672            -                       2,944,672            
12802* Law Enforcement Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                       5,538                   5,538                   -                       5,538                   
12804 Library - Impact Fees 59,566               232,331             291,897              -                     291,897             
12805* Drainage - Impact Fees  (Close Fund) -                       20,010                 20,010                 -                       20,010                 

Total Development Impact Fees 2,925,828            336,289               3,262,117            -                       3,262,117            

13300 17/92 Redevelopment Agency 6,655,784            (108,744)              6,547,040            -                       6,547,040            

*Fund 12802 and 12805 are not true impact fee funds.  Future fee revenue will be deposited into the General Fund.
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Actual
FY 2008/09 Adjustment FY 2008/09 9/30/2008

Current for FY 2007/08 Adjusted Non-Budgetary Ending 
Fund Fund Description Beg Fund Bal Carryforward Beg Fund Bal Adjustments Fund Balance

FY2007/08 Ending Fund Balance

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Beginning Fund Balance Summary

MSBU Funds
15000 MSBU: Street Lighting Districts 467,300               265,724               733,024               -                       733,024               

15100 MSBU: Residential Solid Waste 5,585,000            1,244,020            6,829,020            -                       6,829,020            

16000 MSBU: Main 325,000               135,418               460,418               -                       460,418               
16002 MSBU: Charter Oaks Tamarak (Close Fund) -                       -                       -                       116                      116                      
16005 MSBU: Lake Mills 1,500                   4,052                   5,552                   -                       5,552                   
16006 MSBU: Lake Picket 89,180                 5,542                   94,722                 -                       94,722                 
16007 MSBU: Lake Amory 385                    629                    1,014                  -                     1,014                 
16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge 4,500                   1,889                   6,389                   -                       6,389                   
16013 MSBU: Howell Creek 9,500                   714                      10,214                 -                       10,214                 
16024 MSBU: Lake of the Woods -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       
16025 MSBU: Mirror Lake 2,500                   1,641                   4,141                   -                       4,141                   
16026 MSBU: Spring Lake 500                      4,475                   4,975                   -                       4,975                   

Total MSBU Funds 433,065               154,360               587,425               116                      587,541               

Debt Service Funds
21400 Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds -                       29,973                 29,973                 -                       29,973                 

22100 Limited G.O. Bonds 1,373,379            158,752               1,532,131            -                       1,532,131            

22500 Sales Tax Revenue Bonds 188,151               6,719                   194,870               -                       194,870               
Total Debt Service Funds 1,561,530            195,444               1,756,974            -                       1,756,974            

Capital Project Funds
32000 Jail Expansion Project 31,489,596          3,259,673            34,749,269          -                       34,749,269          

32100 Natural Lands/Trails Projects 10,542,121          132,250               10,674,371          -                       10,674,371          

32200 Courthouse Facilities Projects 2,626,478            312,658               2,939,136            -                       2,939,136            
Total Capital Project Funds 44,658,195          3,704,581            48,362,776          -                       48,362,776          
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Actual
FY 2008/09 Adjustment FY 2008/09 9/30/2008

Current for FY 2007/08 Adjusted Non-Budgetary Ending 
Fund Fund Description Beg Fund Bal Carryforward Beg Fund Bal Adjustments Fund Balance

FY2007/08 Ending Fund Balance

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Beginning Fund Balance Summary

Enterprise Funds
40100 Water & Sewer: Operating 13,849,637          2,028,425            15,878,062          -                       15,878,062          
40102 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water 8,380,604            1,157,891            9,538,495            -                       9,538,495            
40103 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer 19,859,205          (1,254,792)           18,604,413          -                       18,604,413          
40105 Water & Sewer: Bonds Series 2006 123,054,485        397,109               123,451,594        -                       123,451,594        
40107 Water & Sewer: Debt Service Reserves 14,721,180          -                       14,721,180          -                       14,721,180          
40110 Water & Sewer: Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       -                       

179,865,111        2,328,633            182,193,744        -                       182,193,744        

40201 Solid Waste: Operating 25,764,081          5,976,558            31,740,639          -                       31,740,639          
40204 Solid Waste: Landfill Management Escrow 13,195,224          (408,071)              12,787,153          -                       12,787,153          

38,959,305          5,568,487            44,527,792          -                       44,527,792          

50100 Self Insurance 8,446,089            4,019,164            12,465,253          (4,568,306)           7,896,947            

Grand Total 588,758,203$     42,848,191$       631,606,394$     (3,725,352)$        627,881,042$     
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Adjusted
Budgetary Adjustment Other Budgetary

Fund to FY2007/08 Mid-Year Fund
Fund Fund Description Reserves Actual Adjustments Reserves

General Fund and Subfunds
00100 General Fund 37,354,796$        3,429,895$          1,865,396$          42,650,087$        
00108 Facilities Maintenance Fund -                       518,266               -                       518,266               
11400 Court Support - $2 Technology Fee 668,164               277,011               (410,000)              535,175               
12300 Alcohol / Drug Abuse -                       33,012                 (33,012)                -                       
12302 Teen Court -                       24,555                 (24,555)                -                       
12901 Civil Mediation: County -                       23,319                 (23,319)                -                       
12902 Civil Mediation: Circuit -                       10,732                 (10,732)                -                       
12903 Family Mediation -                       25,034                 (25,034)                -                       
13000 Stormwater 927,716             879,243              -                     1,806,959          

Adjustments

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Ending Fund Balance / Reserves* 

13100 Economic Development 1,331,386            385,842               -                       1,717,228            
30600 Infrastructure Improvements -                       9,854,591            (9,990,202)           (135,611)              
60301 BOCC Agency Funding (Close Fund) -                       (1,479)                  1,479                   -                       
60302 Public Safety - System Wide Training -                       124,925               (124,925)              -                       
60303 Libraries -                       112,500               (112,500)              -                       
60304 Animal Services - Donations -                       77,335                 (77,335)                -                       
60305 Historical Commission -                       -                       -                       -                       
60307 4 H Counsel / Cooperative Extension -                       -                       -                       -                       
60308 Adult Drug Court -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total General Fund 40,282,062          15,774,781          (8,964,739)           47,092,104          

Special Revenue Funds
10101 Transportation Trust 3,765,898            2,119,166            (884,640)              5,000,424            
10102 Ninth Cent Gas Tax -                       (105,959)              447,276               341,317               

Total Transportation Trust 3,765,898            2,013,207            (437,364)              5,341,741            

00101 Police Education -                       165,188               (165,188)              -                       

00103 Natural Lands Endowment 724,000               190,099               -                       914,099               

00104 Boating Improvements 566,929               769                      -                       567,698               

* Ending Fund Balance includes reserves for contingencies, capital improvements, and balances restricted for specified purposes.
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Adjusted
Budgetary Adjustment Other Budgetary

Fund to FY2007/08 Mid-Year Fund
Fund Fund Description Reserves Actual Adjustments Reserves

Adjustments

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Ending Fund Balance / Reserves* 

10400 Building Program Fund 1,834,735            274,388               (1,185,000)           924,123               
11000 Tourist Development - 3% 3,413,290            33,883                 (435,000)              3,012,173            
11200 Fire Protection 20,097,808          3,615,582            5,005,913            28,719,303          

11500 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  1991 91,417,812          518,144               -                       91,935,956          
11541 Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 12,269,526          3,456,979            (6,531,395)           9,195,110            

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax 103,687,338        3,975,123            (6,531,395)           101,131,066        

11800 EMS Trust -                       -                       -                       -                       

00102 Tank Inspections00102 Tank Inspections -                     -                      -                     -                     
00106 Petroleum Clean-up -                       -                       -                       -                       
11901 CDBG -                       -                       -                       -                       
11902 HOME -                       -                       -                       -                       
11903 Drug Abuse  (Close Fund) -                       (70,709)                70,709                 -                       
11904 Emergency Shelter -                       -                       -                       -                       
11905 CSBG -                       -                       -                       -                       
11907 Hazardous Mitigation-Wind Grant (Close Fund) -                       14,746                 (14,858)                (112)                     
11908 Disaster Preparedness -                       -                       -                       -                       
11910 EMS Matching -                       61,674                 (61,674)                -                       
11911 Hurricane Housing & Recovery -                       -                       -                       -                       
11912 Public Safety Grants (State) -                       -                       -                       -                       
11913 Public Safety Grants (Other) -                       -                       -                       -                       
11914 FRDAP Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       
11915 Public Safety Grants (Federal) -                       -                       -                       -                       
11916 Public Works Grants (State) -                       -                       -                       -                       
11917 Leisure Service Grants (Federal) (Close Fund) -                       (21,447)                21,447                 -                       
11918 Planning & Development Grants (State)

(Close Fund)
-                       13,022                 (13,132)                (110)                     

11919 Community Service Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       
11920 Neighborhood Stabilization Grant -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total Grants -                       (2,714)                  2,492                   (222)                     
* Ending Fund Balance includes reserves for contingencies, capital improvements, and balances restricted for specified purposes.
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Adjusted
Budgetary Adjustment Other Budgetary

Fund to FY2007/08 Mid-Year Fund
Fund Fund Description Reserves Actual Adjustments Reserves

Adjustments

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Ending Fund Balance / Reserves* 

12006 SHIP:  FY07/08 -                       -                       -                       -                       
12009 SHIP:  FY08/09 -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total SHIP -                       -                       -                       -                       

12101 Law Enforcement: Local -                       -                       -                       -                       
12102 Law Enforcement: Justice -                       -                       -                       -                       
12103 Law Enforcement: Federal -                       -                       -                       -                       

Total Law Enforcement Trust -                     -                      -                     -                     

12500 Emergency 911 1,650,999            602,562               -                       2,253,561            

12601 Arterial Impact Fee (51,874,373)         (1,245,527)           (1,450,000)           (54,569,900)         
12602 North Collector Impact Fee 552,598               48,890                 -                       601,488               
12603 West Collector Impact Fee (7,903,936)           (121,928)              (75,000)                (8,100,864)           
12604 East Collector Impact Fee 1,660,922            49,304                 (180,000)              1,530,226            
12605 South Central Collector Impact Fee (13,723,325)         (233,374)              (85,000)                (14,041,699)         

Total Transportation Impact Fees (71,288,114)         (1,502,635)           (1,790,000)           (74,580,749)         

12801 Fire/Rescue Impact Fees 61,333                 78,410                 (115,000)              24,743                 
12802 Law Enforcement Impact Fees (Close Fund) -                       5,538                   (5,538)                  -                       
12804 Library - Impact Fees -                       232,331               (40,000)                192,331               
12805 Drainage - Impact Fees (Close Fund) -                       20,010                 (20,010)                -                       

Total Development Impact Fees 61,333                 336,289               (180,548)              217,074               

13300 17/92 Redevelopment Agency 7,196,719            (108,744)              -                       7,087,975            

* Ending Fund Balance includes reserves for contingencies, capital improvements, and balances restricted for specified purposes.
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Adjusted
Budgetary Adjustment Other Budgetary

Fund to FY2007/08 Mid-Year Fund
Fund Fund Description Reserves Actual Adjustments Reserves

Adjustments

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Ending Fund Balance / Reserves* 

MSBU Funds
15000 MSBU: Street Lighting Districts -                       265,724               (265,724)              -                       
15100 MSBU: Residential Solid Waste 4,211,000            1,244,020            -                       5,455,020            

16000 MSBU: Main -                       135,418               (135,418)              -                       
16002 MSBU: Charter Oaks Tamarak (Close Fund) -                       -                       -                       -                       
16005 MSBU: Lake Mills -                       4,052                   (4,052)                  -                       
16006 MSBU: Lake Picket -                       5,542                   (5,542)                  -                       
16007 MSBU: Lake Amory -                       629                      (629)                     -                       
16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge - 1 889 (1 889) -16010 MSBU: Cedar Ridge                      1,889                  (1,889)                                     
16013 MSBU: Howell Creek -                       714                      (714)                     -                       
16024 MSBU: Lake of the Woods -                       -                       -                       -                       
16025 MSBU: Mirror Lake -                       1,641                   (1,641)                  -                       
16026 MSBU: Spring Lake -                       4,475                   (4,475)                  -                       

Total MSBU Funds -                       154,360               (154,360)              -                       

Debt Service Funds
21400 Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds -                       29,973                 (29,973)                -                       
22100 Limited G.O. Bonds -                       158,752               (158,752)              -                       
22500 Sales Tax Revenue Bonds -                       6,719                   (6,719)                  -                       

Total Debt Service Funds -                       195,444               (195,444)              -                       
Capital Project Funds
32000 Jail Expansion Project -                       3,259,673            -                       3,259,673            

32100 Natural Lands/Trails Projects
Trails Development (Public Works) 539,279               32,963                 -                       572,242               
 Leisure Services Natural Lands 3,133,748            99,287                 -                       3,233,035            

3,673,027            132,250               -                       3,805,277            

32200 Courthouse Facilities Projects -                       312,658               -                       312,658               

Total Capital Project Funds 3,673,027            3,704,581            -                       7,377,608            

* Ending Fund Balance includes reserves for contingencies, capital improvements, and balances restricted for specified purposes.
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Adjusted
Budgetary Adjustment Other Budgetary

Fund to FY2007/08 Mid-Year Fund
Fund Fund Description Reserves Actual Adjustments Reserves

Adjustments

Seminole County 
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Ending Fund Balance / Reserves* 

Enterprise Funds
40100 Water & Sewer: Operating 10,252,298          2,028,425            (1,420,000)           10,860,723          
40102 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water 2,423,888            1,157,891            (685,000)              2,896,779            
40103 Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer 12,010,305          (1,254,792)           (1,800,000)           8,955,513            
40105 Water & Sewer: Bond Series 2006 13,750,347          397,109               -                       14,147,456          
40107 Water & Sewer Debt Service Reserves 14,721,180          -                       -                       14,721,180          
40110 Water & Sewer: Grants -                       -                       -                       -                       

53,158,018          2,328,633            (3,905,000)           51,581,651          

40201 Solid Waste: Operating 16,782,418          5,976,558            (1,399,772)           21,359,204          
40204 Solid Waste: Landfill Management Escrow 13,355,224          (408,071)              -                       12,947,153          

30,137,642          5,568,487            (1,399,772)           34,306,357          

50100 Self Insurance 9,513,169            4,019,164            -                       13,532,333          

Grand Total 212,685,853$     42,848,191$       (20,601,129)$      234,932,915$     

* Ending Fund Balance includes reserves for contingencies, capital improvements, and balances restricted for specified purposes.
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Fund/
Dept

Org Account Project
Number

Account Name Sources Uses Description

00100 - General Fund

Revenue

00100 311100 Ad Valorem Tax (771,339)$       Revenue Reduction: A 0.56% reduction in the 2008
countywide taxable value resulted from valuation
adjustments made by the Property Appraiser's Office and
Value Adjustment Board subsequent to adoption of the FY
2008/09 County Budget. The revised countywide taxable
value totals $31,635,418,833. At 4.5153 mills, this value
generates $137,129,671 which is $771,339 less than the
adopted budget of $137,901,010.
Revised Estimate - $137,129,671

Seminole County
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Reserve Adjustments

Revised Estimate  $137,129,671

00100 314100 Public Service Tax - Electricity (240,000)         Revenue Reduction: Increases in utility rates in recent
years have been primarily related to fuel adjustment
charges which are not subject to the County Public Service
Tax on electricity. The public service tax revenue for
electricity has remained flat around $4.35M since FY
2005/06 and is projected to be the same in FY 2008/09.
Based on current collection trends a reduction of $240,000
is needed to the adopted budget of $4.59M - 
Revised Estimate $4,350,000. 

00100 335120 State Revenue Sharing (1,685,000)      Revenue Reduction: Based on declining sales tax
revenues and monthly distribution changes resulting from
the March 2009 State Revenue Estimating Conference, a
reduction in State Revenue Sharing funds of $1,685,000
below the $8.5M adopted budget is needed. Collections
are 18.4% below prior year actual revenue of $8.4M
consistent with declining half-cent sales tax trends -
Revised Estimate $6,815,000.
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FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Reserve Adjustments

General Fund  - Revenue (continued)
00100 335180 Half Cent Sales Tax (4,575,000)      Revenue Reduction: Half-Cent Sales Tax collections

through January 2009 continues to decline for the third
year in a row. A $4,575,000 reduction in the adopted
revenue of $23.3M is needed based on year to date
collections and trend analysis. The revised estimated
revenue of $18.7M is 18% below prior year actual revenue
of $22.8M. The Half-Cent Sales Tax revenue for Seminole
County has not been this low since FY 1998/99. Revised 
Estimate $18,675,000

00100 341540 Court Facility Fee - County (70,000)           Revenue Reduction: The Court Facility Fee is a $15
surcharge on certain traffic infractions used to fund state
court facilities located in Seminole County. A decrease in
the Court Facility Fee of $70,000 is based on actual
collections through February. 
Revised Estimate $1,250,000

00100 381100.11907 Transfer From Fund 11907
Hazardous Wind Grant

14,858             Revenue Increase:  Transfer of fund balance from Fund 
11907 - Hazardous Wind Grant for fund closure

00100 381100.11918 Transfer From Fund 11918
Planning and Development Grant

13,132             Revenue Increase: Transfer of fund balance from Fund
11918 - Planning and Development Grant for fund closure

00100 381100.12802 Transfer From Fund 12802 - 
Law Enforcement Impact Fees

5,538               Revenue Increase: Close-out of Fund 12802 - Law
Enforcement Impact Fees. Future fee revenue will be
deposited into the General fund.

00100 381100.12805 Transfer From Fund 12805 -
Drainage Impact Fees

20,010             Revenue Increase: Close-out of Fund 12805-Drainage
Impact Fees. Future fee revenue will be posted into the
General fund.

00100 381100.30600 Transfer From Fund 30600 -
Infrastructure Improvements

9,246,832        Revenue Increase: Transfer of Jetta Point Park funds
from the Infrastructure Improvements fund (Fund 30600)
as approved in the FY 2008/09 adopted budget. The
General Fund adopted budget was predicated on receipt of
these funds but did not include the budgeted transfer to
move the cash.
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Reserve Adjustments

General Fund  - Revenue (continued)
Central Accounts - Interfund Transfers
00100 014001 590910.11903 Transfer to Fund 11903 - 

Drug Abuse Fund
70,709           Appropriation: Transfer of $70,709 to the Byrne Drug

Abuse Grant - Fund 11903 to correct revenue posting and
close out fund. Prior year Sheriff grant reimbursement
posted to the General fund instead of the grant fund.

00100 014001 590910.11917 Transfer to Grant Fund 11917 - 
Leisure Services Grants (Federal)

21,447           Appropriation: Transfer of $21,447 to the Leisure
Services Forestry Grant to close out grant

00100 014001 590910.60301 Transfer to Fund 60301 - 
BOCC Agency Funding

1,479             Appropriation:  Transfer of $1,479 to the BOCC Agency 
Trust to close out fundBOCC Agency Funding Trust to close out fund.    

Total General Fund 1,959,031        93,635           

00101 - Police Education Fund
00101 021002 530540 Books, Dues, Publications 165,188         Appropriation: Appropriate fund balance carryover for

Police Education purposes
Total Police Education Fund -                  165,188         

10101 - Transportation Trust
10101 312400 Local Option Gas Tax (464,879)         Revenue Reduction: Decrease in Local Option Gas Tax

based on current collection trends. Down 7% from prior
year collections.  Revised Estimate $7,200,000.

10101 335491 Constitutional Gas Tax (337,461)         Revenue Reduction: Decrease in the Constitutional Gas
Tax based on current collection trends. Down 7% from
prior year collections.  Revised Estimate $3,405,000

10101 335492 County Gas Tax (82,300)           Revenue Reduction: Decrease in the County Gas Tax
based on current collection trends. Down 2% from prior
year collections.  Revised Estimate $1,550,000.

Total Transportation Trust (884,640)         -                 
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Reserve Adjustments

10102 - Ninth Cent Gas Tax 
10102 312300 County Ninth Cent Voted Gas Tax (200,000)         Revenue Reduction: Decrease in Ninth Cent Voted Gas

Tax based on current collection trends through February
2009.   Down 9% from prior year collections.  
Revised Estimate $2,000,000.

10102 110203 530340 Contracted Services (647,276)        Appropriation: The FY 2008/09 BCC approved contract
(1-29-09) totals $4,622,465 which is $647,276 less than
the adopted budget of $5,269,741.

Total Ninth Cent Gas Tax Fund (200,000)         (647,276)        

10400 - Building Program Fund10400  Building Program Fund
10400 322100 Building Permits (900,000)         

322102 Electrical (40,000)           
322103 Plumbing (20,000)           
322104 Mechanical (10,000)           
322108 Gas (20,000)           
342516 After Hours Inspections (20,000)           
342590 Reinspections (100,000)         
361100 Interest On Investments (60,000)           
369900 Miscellaneous Other (10,000)           
369910 Copying Fees (5,000)             

Total Building Program Fund (1,185,000)      -                 

11000 - Tourist Development - 3%
11000 312120 Tourist Development Tax (435,000)         Revenue Reduction: Through February 2009, Tourist

Development tax revenue is down 18% from prior year
collections requiring a reduction of $435,000 to the current
$2,325,000 budgeted revenue. The revised estimate of
$1,890,000 is based on the original 3% tax only. One
percent of TD tax currently generates about $630,000
annually.  Revised Estimate:  $1,890,000      

Total Tourist Development Tax - 3% (435,000)         -                 

Revenue Reduction: A reduction of $1,185,000 in the
Building Fund revenue is necessary to reflect a 16%
decrease in building activity. Although reserves are
adjusted to offset the projected revenue loss in full; the
Planning and Development Department has taken internal
measures to enact expenditure savings in the current fiscal
year.
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Reserve Adjustments

11200 - Fire Protection Fund
Revenue
11200 381100.11910 Transfer From Fund 11910 - 

Emergency Medical Services 
(EMS) Matching Grant

61,674             Revenue Increase: Transfer of $61,674 from the
Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Grant (Fund 11910)
as reimbursement for a grant funded mechanical CPR
machine purchased from the Fire fund in FY 2007/08

Construction Management - Fire Protection Fund
11200 010577 560650 249501 W FS-19 Construction In Progress (2,500,000)     Appropriation: Based on revenue reductions forecast for

the Fire Protection Fund, delaying the construction of Fire
Station 19 (Lake Emma) until FY 2012/13 and funding a
portion of Fire Station 29 (Aloma Ave) with impact fees is

11200 010577 560650 258001 W FS-29 Construction In Progress (2,444,239)     

Total Fire Protection Fund 61,674             (4,944,239)     

11400 - Court Support - $2 Technology Fee
11400 341100 Recording Fees (410,000)         Revenue Reduction: The $860,000 in budgeted

recording fees for FY 2008/09 is reduced by $410,000
based on actual collections through February 2009 which
are down 48% from prior year revenue.  
Revised Revenue Estimate - $450,000

Total Court Support - $2 Technology Fee Fund (410,000)         -                 

portion of Fire Station 29 (Aloma Ave) with impact fees is
recommended. Postponing Fire Station 19 until 2012/13
will free up $2.5M in the Fire Services budget and funding
$2.4M of Fire Station 29 construction from impact fees
provides for a total Fire Protection Fund savings of
$4,944,239. The added savings will be used to increase
reserves needed to offset future revenue shortages and to
insure funding for ongoing operating costs.
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Reserve Adjustments

MSBU Funds

15000 - MSBU:  Street Lighting Districts
15000 090281 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency -                  265,724         Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Street lighting Districts -                  265,724         

16000 - Municipal Service Benefit Unit: Main
16000 075100 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 135,418         Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Main Fund -                  135,418         

16005 - MSBU:  Lake Mills
16005 075118 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 4,052             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Lake Mills -                  4,052             

16006 - MSBU: Lake Picket
16006 075106 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 5,542             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Lake Picket -                  5,542             

16007 - MSBU:  Lake Armory
16007 075107 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 629                Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Lake Armory -                  629                
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Reserve Adjustments

Municipal Service Benefit Unit Funds (Continued)

16010 - MSBU: Cedar Ridge
16010 075110 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 1,889             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Cedar Ridge -                  1,889             

16013 - MSBU: Howell Creek
16013 075113 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 714                Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
T t l MSBU H ll C k 714Total MSBU: Howell Creek -                714               

16025 - MSBU:  Mirror Lake
16025 075125 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 1,641             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Mirror Lake -                  1,641             

16026 - MSBU:  Spring Lake
16026 075126 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 4,475             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total MSBU:  Spring Lake -                  4,475             

Total MSBU Funds -                  154,360         
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Reserve Adjustments

11541 - Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001
11541 312600 Discretionary Sales Surtax (6,531,395)      Revenue Reduction: Infrastructure Sales Tax receipts

through January 2009 are more than 12% below prior year
collections for the same time period. Based on this trend
and other economic indicators, a reduction of $6.5M in the
adopted $46M budgeted revenue for Seminole County is
needed to align revenues with current collection trends.
FY 2008/09 marks the third consecutive year of negative
growth for the infrastructure sales tax revenue. With no
real growth in sales tax revenue anticipated before 2011,
an adjustment to the distribution rates between the County
and School Board for FY 2009/10 will be needed to insure
proportionate shares of the gross infrastructure sales taxproportionate shares of the gross infrastructure sales tax
collections are distributed in compliance with the interlocal
agreements.  
Revised Estimate $39,480,090.

Total Infrastructure Sales Tax:  2001 Fund (6,531,395)      -                 

11903 - Drug Abuse Grant
11903 381100.00100 Transfer from 00100 - General Fund 70,709             

Total Drug Abuse Grant Fund 70,709             -                 

11907 - Hazardous Mitigation - Wind Grant
11907 110218 590910.00100 Transfer to Fund 00100 - General Fund 14,858           Appropriation:  Transfer of fund balance to General Fund 

for fund closure
Total Leisure Service Grants (Federal) -                  14,858           

Revenue Increase: Corrective transfer of $70,709 from
the General fund for close out of Byrne Drug Abuse Grant.
Prior year Sheriff grant reimbursement was inadvertently
posted to the General fund instead of grant fund. To
correct this posting, a transfer from the General fund is
required.
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Reserve Adjustments

11910 - Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Matching Grant
11910 056102 590910.11200 Transfer to Fund 11200 -Fire Fund 61,674           Appropriation: A transfer of $61,674 from the Emergency

Medical Services (EMS) Grant to the Fire fund is needed
as reimbursement for the Fire Fund purchase of
mechanical CPR machines planned under the grant

Total EMS Matching Grant -                  61,674           

11917 - Leisure Service Grants (Federal)
11917 381100.00100 Transfer from General Fund 21,447             

Total Leisure Service Grants (Federal) 21,447             -                 

Appropriation: Transfer of $21,447 from the General
fund to the Leisure Services Forestry Grant to close out
grant.  

11918 - Planning and Development Grants
School Incentive Grant Program
11918 110218 590910.00100 Transfer to Fund 00100 - General Fund 13,132           Appropriation: Transfer of fund balance to General Fund

for fund closure
Total Leisure Service Grants (Federal) -                  13,132           

12300 - Alcohol/Drug Abuse
12300 066204 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 33,012           Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total Alcohol/Drug Abuse -                  33,012           

12302 - Teen Court
12302 065902 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 24,555           Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total Teen Court -                  24,555           
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Reserve Adjustments

Impact Fees
12601 - Arterial Impact Fees

12601 324310 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. (1,500,000)      
12601 324320 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. (1,700,000)      
12601 324040 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. 250,000           
12601 324041 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. 1,500,000        

Total Arterial Impact Fees (1,450,000)      -                 

12603 - West Collector Impact Fees
12603 324310 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. (75,000)           
12603 324320 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. (100,000)         
12603 324040 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. 20,000           

Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year
to date receipts and a decline in construction activity.
Adjust for account number change per Uniform Accounting
Codes

Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year
to date receipts and reduced construction activity. Adjust
for account number change per Uniform Accounting Codesp p ,

12603 324041 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. 80,000             
Total West Collector Impact Fees (75,000)           -                 

12604 - East Collector Impact Fees
12604 324310 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. (150,000)         
12604 324320 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. (150,000)         
12604 324040 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. 20,000             
12604 324041 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. 100,000           

Total East Collector Impact Fees (180,000) -

12605 - South Collector Impact Fees
12605 324310 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. (50,000)           
12605 324320 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. (50,000)           
12605 324040 Impact Fees - Residential Transp. 5,000               
12605 324041 Impact Fees - Commercial Transp. 10,000             

Total South Collector Impact Fees (85,000)           -                 

12802 - Law Enforcement Impact Fees (Close Fund)
12802 126000 590910.00100 Transfer to 00100 - General Fund 5,538             Appropriation: Transfer of fund balance to the General

fund to close out this fund. Law Enforcement Impact Fees
are not true impact fees therefore future revenue will be
deposited directly into the General fund. 

Total Law Enforcement Impact Fees -                  5,538             

g p g

Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year
to date receipts and reduced construction activity. Adjust
for account number change per Uniform Accounting Codes

Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year
to date receipts and construction activity. Adjust for
account number change per Uniform Accounting Codes
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Reserve Adjustments

Impact Fees (Continued)
12805 - Drainage Impact Fees (Close Fund)

12805 014084 590910.00100 Transfer to 00100 - General Fund 20,010           Appropriation: Transfer of fund balance to the General
fund to close out this fund. Drainage Impact Fees are not
true impact fees therefore future revenue will be deposited
directly into the General fund. 

Total Drainage Impact Fees -                  20,010           

12801 - Fire/Rescue Impact Fees
12801 324110 Impact Fees - Residential Public Saf (40,000)           
12801 324120 Impact Fees - Commercial Public Sa (75,000)           

C t ti M t Fi /R

Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year
to date receipts and reduced construction activity. 

Construction Management- Fire /Rescue
12801 010578 560610 249501 W FS-19 Land - Fire Station 19 (1,944,239)     
12801 010578 560650 249501 W FS-19 Construction In Progress (500,000)        

-                  (2,444,239)     

12801 010578 560650 258001 W FS-29 Construction In Progress 2,444,239      Appropriation: Impact Fee savings from the
postponement of Fire Station 19 (Lake Emma) totaling
$2,444,239 is needed to replace Fire Protection Funds
earmarked for the completion of Fire Station 29 (Aloma
Avenue). This change will increase reserves in the Fire
Fund by $2.4M to provide for ongoing operations.

Total Fire/Rescue Impact Fees (115,000)         -                 

12804 - Library Impact Fees
12804 324620 Impact Fees - Commercial Culture (40,000)           Revenue Reduction: Reduced impact fees to reflect year

to date receipts and the decline in construction activity

Total Library Impact Fees (40,000)           -                 

Appropriation: Due to reductions in the Fire Protection
Fund revenue projections and current economic
conditions, delaying the construction of Fire Station 19
(Lake Emma) until FY 2012/13 is recommended. This
project was scheduled initially in FY 2008/09 with
anticipated completion in April 2010. The total project
funding is $5.0M, of which $45,972 has been expended
and the balance split funded between the Fire fund
($2.5M) and Impact Fees ($2.4M).
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Reserve Adjustments

12901 - Civil Mediation:  County
12901 033809 560650 00045204 Construction In Progress 23,319           Appropriation: Earmarking funds for the Courthouse

Project in order to close-out fund in FY 2008/09.
Total Civil Mediation:  County -                  23,319           

12902 - Civil Mediation:  Circuit
12902 033808 560650 00045204 Construction In Progress 10,732           Appropriation: Earmarking funds for the Courthouse

Project in order to close-out fund in FY 2008/09.
Total Civil Mediation:  Circuit -                  10,732           

12903 - Family Mediation
12903 033810 560650 00045204 Construction In Progress 25,034           Appropriation: Earmarking funds for the Courthouse

Project in order to close-out fund in FY 2008/09.
T t l F il M di ti 25 034Total Family Mediation -                25,034          

Debt Service Funds
21400 - Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds

21400 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 29,973           Appropriation: To appropriate FY 2007/08 fund balance
to contingency

Total Gas Tax Revenue Refunding Bonds -                  29,973           

22100 - Limited General Obligation Bonds
22100 090321 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 158,752         Appropriation: To appropriate FY 2007/08 fund balance

to contingency
Total Limited General Obligation Bonds -                  158,752         

22500 - Sales Tax Revenue Bonds
22500 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 6,719             Appropriation: To appropriate FY 2007/08 fund balance

to contingency
Total Sales Tax Revenue Bonds -                  6,719             
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Reserve Adjustments

Capital Project Funds
30600 - Infrastructure Improvements

30600 014050 590910.00100 Transfer to 00100 - General Fund 9,246,832      Appropriation: To transfer the balance of Jetta Point
Park funds to the General fund as approved in the FY
2008/09 adopted budget. The General Fund adopted
budget was predicated on receipt of these funds but did
not include the transfer to move the cash balance. The
transfer of $9,246,832 is inclusive of interest earnings.  

30600 361100 Interest On Investments 74,125             Appropriation: To appropriate interest earnings that will
be transferred to the General fund.

30600 010581 530340 00243101 Land Acquisition (127,329)        Appropriation: Land acquisition funds are available in
G fthe General fund used toward Jetta Point land.

30600 010584 560610 00234601 Land - Jetta Park 314,640         Appropriation: To provide for the purchase of additional
property for Jetta Point

30600 010584 560650 00234601 Construction in Progress 630,184         Appropriation: To appropriate design costs for Jetta
Point. (Project cost $765,795 of which $135,611 is
currently budgeted)

Total Infrastructure Improvements 74,125             10,064,327    

Enterprise Funds

40100 - Water & Sewer: Operating
40100 343310 Water Utility-Residential (720,000)         
40100 343320 Water Utility-Bulk 30,000             
40100 343330 Meter Set Charges (210,000)         
40100 343340 Meter Reconnect Charges 115,000           
40100 343360 Recycled Water (500,000)         
40100 343510 Sewer Utility-Residential (1,100,000)      
40100 343520 Sewer Utility-Bulk 735,000           
40100 361100 Interest on Investments 230,000           

Total Water & Sewer: Operating (1,420,000)      -                 

Revenue Reduction: Water and Sewer revenues have
been adjusted to reflect estimates provided by the
Environmental Services Financial Manager.

D - 13



Fund/
Dept

Org Account Project
Number

Account Name Sources Uses Description

Seminole County
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Reserve Adjustments

40102 - Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water
40102 366400 Water Fees (685,000)         

Total Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Water (685,000)         -                 

40103 - Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer
40103 366400 Sewer Fees (1,800,000)      

Total Water & Sewer: Connection Fees - Sewer (1,800,000)      -                 

40201 -Solid Waste: Operating
Revenue

40201 343412 Transfer Station Charges (1,596,509)      

40201 343414 Osceola Landfill Charges (353,203)         

40201 343419 Other Landfill Charges (8,000)             

40201 343417 Recycling Fees (309,688)         Revenue Reduction: Recycling revenue has declined
dramatically due the market price dropping from $92 -
$100/ton to $23/ton, a 75% reduction. Revised estimate:
$846,000.  

40201 361100 Interest on Investments (720,000)         Revenue Reduction: Interest earnings on investments
have been decreasing substantially each month. The
Solid Waste overall interest earnings dropped 8% in
October, 26% in November, 32% in December and 54% in
February. Budget for interest earnings is being reduced
67% due to this trend.

40201 365101 Methane Gas Sales (248,200)         Revenue Reduction: Methane gas sales have not
materialized as expected and therefore the revenue
budget is reduced 63%.  Revised Estimate:  $145,500

Revenue Reduction: Solid Waste tipping fee revenue
has declined due to economic conditions. The amount of
waste being received at the County's Landfill and Central
Transfer Station has decreased by 20%, and the decrease
is anticipated to continue for the remainder of the fiscal
year. Landfill charges are expected to fall short of
budgeted revenues by $1.96M.

D - 14



Fund/
Dept

Org Account Project
Number

Account Name Sources Uses Description

Seminole County
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Reserve Adjustments

40201 -Solid Waste: Operating (Continued)
Expenditures

Solid Waste
40201 087900 510140 Overtime (22,500)          
40201 087900 510210 Social Security Matching (1,721)            
40201 087900 510220 Retirement Contributions (2,216)            
40201 087900 530310 Professional Services (121,000)        
40201 087900 530310.0033 Professional Services (37,000)          
40201 087900 530340 Contracted Services (716,074)        
40201 087900 530400 Travel/Per Diem (4,000)            
40201 087900 530430 Utilities (15,900)          
40201 087900 530440 R t l & L (2 000)

Appropriations: Reductions of $1,835,828 in the
operating budget (including overtime) are proportionate to
waste revenue. Reserves in the Solid Waste Operating
Fund are being decreased by $1,399,772. After the
proposed adjustments, the Reserve for Contingency will be 
$15,382,646. An additional reserve of $13,355,224 is
being maintained in the Escrow Fund for landfill closure
and long-term maintenance costs.

40201 087900 530440 Rentals & Leases (2,000)           
40201 087900 530460 Repairs and Maintenance (145,500)        
40201 087900 530470 Printing/Binding (2,500)            
40201 087900 530490 Other Charges/Obligations (3,000)            
40201 087900 530510 Office Supplies (2,000)           
40201 087900 530520 Operating Supplies (12,992)         
40201 087900 530521 Equipment $1K - $5K (2,000)           
40201 087900 530530 Road Materials and Supplies (2,000)           
40201 087900 530540 Books, Dues, Publications (2,000)           
40201 087900 540101.0026 Fleet/Gas - Other Charges (452,650)        

Subtotal Cost (1,547,053)     

40201 087900 560650 00245101 Construction in Progress (100,000)        
00216101 Construction in Progress 100,000         

Subtotal Cost -                 

Appropriations: FDEP Solid Waste Operation Permit,
S059-0024066-002, for the Central Transfer Station
expires on February 21, 2010, and a completed application
to renew the permit must be submitted to FDEP by
December 21, 2009 to ensure no disruption in the facility's
legal authority to operation. Funds for this permit were
budgeted in an incorrect project. This action moves the
funds from the Landfill permitting project to the Transfer
Station permitting the project with no change in the Solid
Waste Division's CIP Budget.
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40201 -Solid Waste: Operating (Continued)

Contract Operations
40201 087901 510140 Overtime (100,000)        
40201 087901 510210 Social Security Matching (2,192)           
40201 087901 510220 Retirement Contributions (9,850)           
40201 087901 530310 Professional Services (2,500)           
40201 087901 530340 Contracted Services (27,040)         
40201 087901 530400 Travel/Per Diem (4,800)           
40201 087901 530430 Utilities (19,000)         
40201 087901 530440 Rentals & Leases (45,000)         
40201 087901 530460 Repairs and Maintenance (45 000)40201 087901 530460 Repairs and Maintenance (45,000)         
40201 087901 530490 Other Charges/Obligations (5,000)           
40201 087901 530510 Office Supplies (545)              
40201 087901 530520 Operating Supplies (20,108)         
40201 087901 530521 Equipment $1K - $5K (3,240)           
40201 087901 530530 Road Materials and Supplies (4,000)           
40201 087901 530560 Gas/Oil/Lube (500)              

Subtotal Cost (288,775)        
Total Solid Waste: Operating Fund (3,235,600)    (1,835,828)     

60301 - BOCC Agency Funding
60301 381100.00100 Transfer from 00100 - General Fund 1,479               Revenue Increase: Transfer from the General fund to

close-out fund

Total BOCC Agency Funding 1,479               -                 

60302 - Public Safety - System Wide Training
60302 055020 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 124,925         Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total Public Safety - System Wide Training -                  124,925         

D - 16



Fund/
Dept

Org Account Project
Number

Account Name Sources Uses Description
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Reserve Adjustments

60303 - Libraries-Designated
Revenue
60303 366100 Contributions and Donations (35,000)           Revenue Reduction: A reduction in budgeted donation

revenue from $75,000 to $40,000 (based on year to date
activity and historical donations)

Library Donations
60303 044210 530340 Contracted Services 10,680           

530470 Printing and Binding 2,700             
530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency (21,481)          
530520 Operating Supplies 16,620           
530521 Equipment $1,000-$4,999 58,981           
560660 Library Books and Materials 10,000           

Appropriation Increase: To true up operating
contingency based on actual fund balance; provide for the
replacement of 20 year old book drops used daily; and for
enhancement of book budget

Total Libraries - Designated (35,000)           77,500           

60304 - Animal Services - Donations
60304 056210 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 77,335           Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for

actual fund balance
Total Animal Services - Donations -                  77,335           

Total Adjustments (16,578,170)$  4,022,959$    

Fund Adjustments (16,578,170)$  Adjustment to Fund Summary

Adjust for Uses (4,022,959)$    

EFB/Reserve Adjustment (20,601,129)$  Adjustment to Ending FB Reserves
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00102 - Tank Inspection Grant
00102 334390 Tank Inspection Grant - 09/10 (31,250)           Revenue Reduction: Tank Inspection Grant based on

State Fiscal year. Decrease FY 2008/09 grant by
($25,000) to reconcile with actual grant award received in
November 2008 totaling $130,039.25 and amending three
months for the estimated (July-Sep) FY 2009/10 grant by
($6,250) based on current award. Revised Tank
Inspection Grant budget totals $123,789 inclusive of 9
months 08/09 - $91,279 and 3 months 09/10 - $32,510.

Seminole County
FY 2008/09 Midyear Adjustments

Grant Adjustments

00102 334390.CF Tank Inspection Grant -
Carryforward

(2,204)             Revenue Reduction: A $2,204 reduction to the $125,875
budgeted cash carry forward from FY 2007/08 to reflect
actual fund balance of $123,671

00102 055602 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency (33,454)          Appropriation: Reduce Operating Contingency to reflect
$2,204 reduced fund balance carryover and $31,250
reduced grant award estimates.

Total Tank Inspection Grant (33,454)           (33,454)          

00106 - Petroleum Clean-Up Grant
00106 334392 Other Physical Environment 158,097           Revenue Increase: Adjustment to reflect actual grant

award of $293,114

00106 334392.CF Petroleum Clean-Up Grant -
Carryforward

(120,669)         Revenue Reduction: Adjustment to reflect actual cash
carryforward totaling $149,331

Fuel Tank Clean-Up

00106 055606 530499 Charges/Obligations Contingency 37,428           Appropriation: To appropriate available funds from net
revenue adjustment

Total Petroleum Clean-Up Grant 37,428 37,428
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11800 - EMS Trust
11800 334200.CF EMS Trust Carry Forward 4,756$             Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures

11800 055018 530499 Charges/Obligations-Contingency 4,756             Appropriation: Operating Contingency adjustment for
actual fund balance

Total EMS Trust Fund 4,756               4,756             

11901 - Community Development Block Granty p
11901 331540.CF CDBG Carry Forward (462,654)         Revenue Reduction: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures
11901 066523 510120 Regular Salaries and Wages (15,000)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 510120 Regular Salaries and Wages (45,000)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 510210 Social Security Matching (3,442)            Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 510220 Retirement Contributions (4,433)            Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 510230 Health and Life Insurance (6,000)            Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 580811 Aid to Governmental Agencies (286,923)        Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 `066522 530340 Contracted Services (64,000)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11901 066522 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (37,856)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

Total Community Development Block Grant (462,654)         (462,654)        
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Grant Adjustments

11902 - HOME Program Grant
11902 331590.CF Home Program (286,837)         Revenue Reduction: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures
11902 066605 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (10,955)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11902 066606 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (276,314)        Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11902 066607 580821 Aid to Private Organizations 622                Appropriation of available funds

11902 066608 530340 Contracted Services 2,641             Appropriation of available funds
11902 066608 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (2,831) Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction11902 066608 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (2,831)           Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

Total HOME Program Grant (286,837)         (286,837)        

11911 - Hurricane Housing and Recovery Grant
11911 334510.CF Hurricane Housing Recovery 10,371             Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures
11911 066800 530490 Other Charges/Obligations 5,000             Appropriation of available funds

11911 066800 580821 Aid to Private Organizations 5,371             Appropriation of available funds

Total Hurricane Housing and Recovery Grant 10,371             10,371           

11912 - Public Safety Grants (State)
Hazard Analysis Grant

11912 334220.055610 Hazard Analysis Grant 62                    Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08
actual expenditures

11912 055610 530520 Operating Supplies 62                  Appropriation of available funds

Total Hazard Analysis Grant 62                    62                  
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Seminole County
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Grant Adjustments

11913 - Public Safety Grants (Other)
E911 Enhancement Grant

11913 337900.056103 Public Safety Other Grants 292                    Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08
actual expenditures

11913 334250.055702 Public Safety Other Grants 16,918             Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08
actual expenditures

11913 056103 530520 Operating Supplies 292                Appropriation of available funds

11913 055702 560642 00274601 Equipment > $4999 16 918 Appropriation of available funds11913 055702 560642 00274601 Equipment > $4999 16,918          Appropriation of available funds

Total E911 Enhancement Grant 17,210             17,210           

11915 - Public Safety Grants (Federal)
11915 331230.CF Homeland Security Strategy (26,098)           Revenue Reduction: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures

11915 055617 530540 (26,098)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

Total Public Safety Grants (Federal) (26,098)           (26,098)          

11919 - Community Service Grants
Shelter Plus Care Grant

11919 331500.CF Shelter Plus Care (37,898)           Revenue Reduction: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08
actual expenditures

11919 066209 530340 Contracted Services (5,930)            Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

11919 066209 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (31,968)          Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

Total Shelter Plus Care Grant (37,898)           (37,898)          
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12007 - SHIP:  Affordable Housing 06/07
12007 335910.CF SHIP Carry Forward (71,086)           Revenue Reduction: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures

12007 066707 530490 Other Charges/Obligations 29,375           Appropriation of available funds

12007 066707 580821 Aid to Private Organizations (100,461)        Appropriation: Decrease to offset revenue reduction

Total Affordable Housing 06/07 (71,086)           (71,086)          

12008 - SHIP:  Affordable Housing 07/08
12008 335910.CF SHIP Carry Forward 215,754           Revenue Increase: Adjust carry forward for FY 2007/08

actual expenditures

12008 066708 580821 Aid to Private Organizations 215,754         Appropriation of available funds

Total Affordable Housing 07/08 215,754           215,754         

Total Adjustments (632,446)$       (632,446)$      

Fund Adjustment (632,446)$       Adjustment to Fund Summary

Adjust for Uses 632,446$         

 (0)$                  Adjustment to Ending Fund Balance Reserves
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