
 
SEMINOLE COUNTY 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AGENDA 

TUESDAY, JUNE 10, 2008 
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 – Supporting the development and implementation of a recycling 

program for waste paper, plastic and aluminum drink containers at each of 
Seminole County's High Schools. 

  
2. Resolution – Proclaiming June 19, 2008 as National Dump the Pump Day in 

Seminole County. 
  
3. Presentation – Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) New Air Quality 

Standards presented by David Grovdahl of METROPLAN ORLANDO. 
  
Consent Agenda 
County Manager’s Consent Agenda (Items No. 4 - 41) 
  
County Manager Office 
4. (Resolution to be presented outside the Board of County Commissioners 

meeting) The Seminole County Department of Fiscal Services was selected to 
receive the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award for the 2-year budget 
Fiscal Years 2007/2008 and 2008/2009 by the Government Finance Officers 
Association of the United States and Canada.  This award is the highest form 
of recognition in governmental budgeting and represents a mark of Seminole 
County’s fiscal responsibility and is the 14th time Seminole County has received 
this award.  (Cynthia Coto) 

  
Administrative Services 
    Administration – Administrative Services 
5. Approve and authorize Chairman to execute an Underground Distribution 

Facilities Installation Agreement with Florida Power & Light for utility 
connections related to expansion of the John E. Polk Correctional Facility and 
to pay related costs. (Frank Raymond) 
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     Purchasing and Contracts 
6. Extend M-385-03/PWM - E-911 Lease Equipment Upgrade with BellSouth of 

Jacksonville for a period of six (6) months with a consecutive renewal option of 
six (6) months at the current pricing, terms and conditions. (Ray Hooper) 

  
7. Approve Amendment #5 to RFP-4172-03/JVP – Scale House Management 

System with Carolina Software, Wilmington, NC. (Ray Hooper) 
  
8. Award IFB-600354-08/GMG – Term Contract for Sale of Fill Dirt Material to Al 

Bailey Trucking, Orlando. (Ray Hooper) 
  
9. Award CC-3112-08/RTB in the amount of $364,990.00 to Abba Construction, 

Inc. of Jacksonville, Florida for all labor, materials, equipment, tools, 
transportation, services and incidentals necessary for the reconstruction of the 
Animal Control Facility Building located at 232 Bush Blvd., Sanford, Florida 
32773. (Ray Hooper) 

  
10. Award RFP-600223-07/GMG – Radio-Based Automatic Meter Reading for 

Seminole County Environmental Services Department to Badger Meter Inc., 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. (Ray Hooper) 

  
11. Award RFP-600226-07/GMG – Appraisal Services Agreement for Chapman 

Road Improvement Project to Clayton, Roper and Marshall (CRM), Altamonte 
Springs. (Ray Hooper) 

  
12. Award RFP-600227-07/GMG – Real Estate Acquisition Services Agreement for 

Chapman Road Improvement Project to The Triece Company, Debary. 
(Ray Hooper) 

  
13. Award CC-3076-08/DRR in the amount of $524,347.95 to Cathcart Contracting 

Co., of Winter Springs, Florida, for all labor, material, equipment, 
transportation, coordination and incidentals necessary to complete the 
installation of approximately 4,400 linear feet of 16-inch potable water main 
extension and a 2-inch fiber optic conduit to run the length of Longpond Road 
between Interstate 4 to the east and Markham Woods Road to the west. 
(Ray Hooper) 

  
14. Approve Amendment #3 to RFP-4242-05/GMG (Part A) – Term Contract for 

the Purchase of Road Construction Products and Related Materials and In-
place Services with Orlando Paving Company, Orlando. (Ray Hooper) 

  
15. Approve Work Order #76 to PS-5150-03/AJP - Master Agreement for General 

Environmental Services in the amount of $56,371.97 with Water & Air 
Research, Inc. of Gainesville, Florida, and authorize the County Manager to 
execute the Work Order. (Ray Hooper) 

  
16. Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-3065-08/DRS 

- Continuous Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement for 
SR 434 Widening and Resurfacing from Montgomery Road to I-4 with Mehta & 
Associates of Winter Park, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $1,300,000.00 
over the term of the Agreement). (Ray Hooper) 
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17. Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-2774-07/JVP 

Continuous Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement for 
Bunnell/ Eden Park Rd with Keith & Schnars, Inc. of Altamonte Springs, Florida 
(Estimated Usage Amount of $1,500,000.00 over the term of the Agreement). 
(Ray Hooper) 

  
18. Award RFP-600367-08/GGM – Temporary Personnel Services for ITS 

Department to Cyberbest Technology, Inc., Orlando; Robert Half International, 
Orlando; and TEK Systems, Orlando. (Ray Hooper) 

  
19. Approve an increase to the Board approved Estimated Annual Usage for PS-

0984-06/TLR - Regional Stormwater Facilities (RSF) Treatment Efficiency 
Monitoring and Assessment Master Agreement by an additional $125,000.00 
per year. (Ray Hooper) 

  
     Support Services 
20. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Tourism Office Lease at 

the Stirling Center with Stirling 1, LLC. Approve and authorize staff to sign and 
send a notification to terminate the current Tourism lease with the Columbine 
Management Group, Inc. (Meloney Lung) 

  
Community Services 
     Community Assistance 
21. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Satisfactions of Second 

Mortgage for households assisted under the SHIP Home Ownership 
Assistance Program or Emergency Repair Housing Program. (Shirley Boyce) 

  
22. Authorization from the Board to schedule and advertise a public hearing 

amending Sections 40.262, 40.267 and 40.268 of Chapter 40, Part 12 
Seminole County Code; revising certain terms, conditions and requirements for 
the County's Affordable Housing Advisory Committee membership, tenure, 
duties and responsibilities in conformance with Section 420.9076, Florida State 
Statutes. (Rob Heenan) 

  
Environmental Services 
     Business Office 
23. Authorize the release of the Performance and Payment Agreement with Letter 

of Credit #55101928 in the amount of $67,000.00 for the project known as 
Maple Leaf Commerce Center. District 1 - Dallari (Bob Briggs) 

  
     Planning Engineering Inspections 
24. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Memorandum of Right-of-

Way Consent Agreement and Right-of-Way Consent Agreement needed in 
conjunction with CIP Project "Elder Road/Orange Blvd. Water Main and Force 
Main".  District 5 - Carey (Dennis Westrick) 

  
25. Accept the new Utility and Access Easement located on the northern side of 

Lot 1 Apple Valley Subdivision. District 4 - Henley (Dennis Westrick) 
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     Water and Sewer 
26. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Emergency Water Supply 

Interconnect Bear Lake Water System and Emergency Water Supply 
Interconnect Mirror Lake Agreements. District 3 - Van Der Weide 
(Gary Rudolph) 

  
Fiscal Services 
     Administration – Fiscal Services 
27. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolutions to 

ratify issuance by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily 
Housing Revenue Bonds in an amount not to exceed $9,000,000.00 for Phase 
I and $4,800,000.00 for Phase II. (Angela Singleton) 

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

Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-61 through the Public Safety Grants 
Fund in the amount of $1,694,703.00 for improvements to the County’s E911 
system. (Lin Polk) 

  
29. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing 

Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-63 through the State Housing 
Initiatives Partnership Grant Fund in the amount of $785,941.00 to increase 
funding for the "SHIP" grant program. (Lin Polk) 

  
30. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing 

Budget Amendment Resolution (BAR) # 08-66 through the Water and Sewer 
Bond Fund, Series 2006 in the amount of $187,473.00 to increase funding for 
the Apple Valley Pump Station Project. (Lin Polk) 

  
31. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing 

Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-67 through the Self-Insurance Fund in 
the amount of $200,000.00 for the rebuild of the Midway Community Center. 
(Lin Polk) 

  
32. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget Change Request 

(BCR) #08-24 through the General Fund in the amount of $107,891.00 in order 
to fund the acquisition of the OnBase / Workflow software. (Lin Polk) 

  
33. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget Change 

Request (BCR) #08-25 through the General Fund in the amount of 
$8,100.00 in order to fund the Tower Top Amplifier project. (Lin Polk) 

  
34. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget Change Request 

(BCR) #08-26 through the Facilities Maintenance Fund in the amount of 
$127,454.00 to provide additional funding for the Public Safety Building Server 
Room HVAC project. (Lin Polk) 
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Leisure Services 
     Natural Lands 
35. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Land Donation Agreement 

for 9.59 acres adjacent to the Spring Hammock Preserve, owned and offered 
for donation by Mr. James Bryan III. District 5 - Carey (Jim Duby) 

  
Library Services 
     Administration – Library Services 
36. Approve and authorize Chairman to execute Service Agreements with various 

contractors to provide children’s programs at the branch libraries as part of the 
Summer Reading Program. (Jane Peterson) 

  
Planning and Development 
     Development Review 
37. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the final plat for Devon Green 

Phase IV, containing 8 single family residential lots on a 2.50 acre parcel zoned 
PUD (Planned Unit Development), located at the end of Glencrest Drive within 
the Heathrow Planned Unit Development, on the north side of Lake Mary Blvd. 
and west of I-4.  (Heathrow Country Club, LLC, Heathrow Land Company 
Limited Partnership and Devon Green Neighborhood Association, Inc.) 
District 5 - Carey (Cynthia Sweet) 

  
Public Safety 
     Administration – Public Safety 
38. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Certificates of Public 

Convenience and Necessity (COPCN) for Orlando Regional Healthcare 
System, Air Methods d/b/a Rocky Mountain Holdings LLC d/b/a LifeNet, Florida 
Hospital, Rural/Metro Corporation of Florida d/b/a Rural Metro Ambulance, 
Central Florida Ambulance, Inc. d/b/a American Ambulance of Central Florida, 
Casselberry Fire Department, Lake Mary Fire Department, Longwood Fire 
Department, Oviedo Fire Department, Sanford Fire Department, Seminole 
County EMS/Fire Rescue Division, and Winter Springs Fire Department to 
become effective July 1, 2008. (Tad Stone) 

  
     Emergency Management 
39. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Memorandum of 

Understanding between Seminole Home-based Emergency Assistance 
Response Team (Seminole H.E.A.R.T.) and Seminole County (County) for the 
purpose of establishing Seminole H.E.A.R.T. as the Long Term Recovery 
Committee serving the citizens of Seminole County. (Alan Harris) 

  
Public Works  
     Engineering 
40. Adopt and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution of Necessity for the 

Chapman Road Project. District 1 - Dallari (Jerry McCollum) 
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     Traffic Engineering 
41. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Traffic Enforcement 

Agreement between Seminole County, Seminole County Sheriff’s Office and 
The Estates at Wekiva Park Homeowners Association, Inc. District 5 - Carey 
(Melonie C. Barrington) 

  
  
County Attorney’s Consent Agenda (Item No. 42) 
County Attorney's Office 
     Litigation 
 
42. Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada Property - Approval of a proposed 

negotiated settlement relating to Parcel Number 848 on the Lake Emma Road 
improvement project. The proposed negotiated settlement is at the sum of 
$374,116.62 inclusive of all land value, improvements, cost to cure, damages, 
statutory interest, total attorney’s fees, expert fees and cost reimbursements. 
Judge Galluzzo. District 4 - Henley (Bob McMillan) 

  
  
Constitutional Officers Consent Agenda (Items No. 43 - 44) 
Clerk’s Office (Maryanne Morse, Clerk of the Court) 
 
43. Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated May 12 and 19, 2008; approval 

of Payroll Approval List dated May 15, 2008; approval of Official Minutes dated 
May 1 and 6, 2008; approval of Clerk's "Received and Filed" - for information 
only. (Dave Godwin) 

  
Sheriff’s Office (Don Eslinger, Sheriff) 
44. Sheriff’s Child Protective Services - Approve and authorize the Chairman to 

execute a Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-68 
through the General Fund in the amount of $18,000.00 for the Sheriff's Child 
Protective Services interest appropriation. (Penny Fleming) 

  
  
Regular Agenda 
  
45. Crockett Property Master Plan Concepts - Staff seeks direction from the 

Board of County Commissioners on Master Plan Concepts for the Crockett 
Property. (Amy Raub) 

  
46. John E. Polk Correctional Facility Renovation - Approve and authorize the 

Chairman to execute the Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) and Contract 
Time agreement for expansion of the John E. Polk Correctional Facility setting 
a GMP of $27,744,412.00; Acceptance of the alternate for the third floor shell-
out addition ($1,772,591.00). (Frank Raymond) 

  
47. Bevier Road Renaming - Adopt and authorize Chairman to execute a 

Resolution renaming Bevier Road to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard. 
District 5 - Carey (Maggie Ketcham) 
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County Attorney’s Briefing 
  
  
County Manager’s Briefing 
  
 
• Recess BCC Meeting until 1:30 P.M. 
 
• Reconvene BCC Meeting at 1:30 P.M. 
 
• Public Hearing Agenda 
 
• Accept Proofs of Publication 
 
• Chairman’s statement of Public Hearing Rules and 

Procedures 
 
 
Public Hearings: 
  
48. Appeal - Board of Adjustment decision to deny a rear yard setback variance 

from 30 feet to 15 feet for an addition in the Planned Unit Development District; 
3123 Foxwood Drive. (William Gribben). District 3 - Van Der Weide (Kathy Fall) 

  
49. Vacate and Abandonment – A resolution to vacate and abandon a 2.9 by 25 

foot portion of a 10 foot platted drainage and utility easement on lot 3, Aras 
Acres, recorded in the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida in Plat Book 
62, Page 34 in Section 36, Township 19 S, Range 29 E, and further described 
as 1458 Sky Eagle Cove. (Joseph Linartas) District 5 - Carey (Brian Walker) 

  
50. Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment - MDR (Medium Density 

Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and rezone from PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), for 
approximately 26.8 acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, 
approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street. 
(James G. Willard, Shutts & Bowen, LLP)  District 5 - Carey (Ian Sikonia) 

  
51. Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment - MDR (Medium Density 

Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and rezone from PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), for 
approximately 28.25 acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, 
approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street. 
(Reed Berlinsky, KB Home Orlando, LLC)  District 5 – Carey (Ian Sikonia) 

  
52. Spring 2008 Cycle Large Scale Plan Amendments - An ordinance which 

adopts the Spring 2008 Cycle Large Scale Plan Amendments to the Seminole 
County Comprehensive Plan. District 5 – Carey (Ian Sikonia) 
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53. Major Amendment - To the Alaqua Lakes PUD, Revised Final Master Plan 

and Addendum #1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer’s Commitment 
Agreement for approximately 1,250.9 acres, located at the northwest corner of 
Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate. (Robert Dello Russo) 
District 5 - Carey (Austin Watkins) 

  
54. Rezone - PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD, Development Order and 

Preliminary Master Plan, Rezone Ordinance and Development Order for 
approximately 10.29 acres, located at the northwest corner of Markham Woods 
Road and S. Stone Gate. (Robert Dello Russo)  District 5 – Carey 
(Austin Watkins) 

  
  
Chairman’s Report 
 
District Commissioner’s/Committee Reports 
 
County Manager’s Report 
 
Items for future Agenda – Commission, Staff, or Citizens 
 
Adjourn BCC Meeting 
 
PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE 
IN ANY OF THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE HUMAN 
RESOURCES DEPARTMENT, ADA COORDINATOR 48 HOURS IN 
ADVANCE OF THE MEETING AT 407-665-7941. 
 
FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING THIS NOTICE, PLEASE 
CONTACT THE COUNTY MANAGER’S OFFICE, AT 407-665-7219.  
PERSONS ARE ADVISED THAT, IF THEY DECIDE TO APPEAL DECISIONS 
MADE AT THESE MEETINGS / HEARINGS, THEY WILL NEED A RECORD 
OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND FOR SUCH PURPOSE, THEY MAY NEED TO 
INSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, 
WHICH INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE 
APPEAL IS TO BE BASED, PER SECTION 286.0105, FLORIDA STATUTES. 
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Resolution No. 2008-R-_____ 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT 
THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, ON THE 10th DAY OF JUNE, 
A.D., 2008. 

WHEREAS, Seminole County Association of Student Councils has identified the 
development and implementation of a recycling program for waste paper and plastic 
and aluminum drink containers at each of the District’s High Schools as a priority project 
of the Association; and 

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners endorses and 
strongly supports the recycling initiative of the Association; and 

WHEREAS, Seminole County acknowledges that recycling programs are in 
place at various District high schools and have been supported by the Seminole County 
Public School District staff working in cooperation with student government 
organizations at those schools; and 

WHEREAS, the Superintendent for Seminole County has been hereby directed 
to have appropriate district staff work with representatives of the Association and a 
designated administrator at each of the District’s High Schools to develop and 
implement a district-wide recycling program for plastic and aluminum drink containers; 
and

WHEREAS, the Superintendent and the Association shall report on the progress 
of the development and implementation of a district-wide high school recycling program 
from time to time as deemed appropriate. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Seminole County Board of 
County Commissioners endorses and strongly supports the development and 
implementation of a recycling program for waste paper and plastic and aluminum drink 
containers at each of Seminole County’s High Schools. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, this Resolution be spread upon the Official 
Minutes by the Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, 
Florida and a copy be forwarded to the presiding officer of the Seminole County 
Association of Student Councils for its records, and that a copy shall be forwarded to 
the principals of each of the District’s high schools.  

ADOPTED, this 10th day of JUNE, A.D., 2008. 

* * * * * * * * 

ATTEST:

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

R E S O L U T I O N 

THE  FOLLOWING RESOLUTION  WAS ADOPTED  BY THE 
BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS   OF  SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF JUNE 10, 2008. 

WHEREAS, June 19, 2008 marks the Third Annual National Dump the Pump 

Day, a day that encourages people to ride public transportation to save money, 

conserve gasoline, and help reduce greenhouse gases; and 

WHEREAS, by “dumping the pump” and taking public transportation instead of 

driving a car, people can make a difference and help improve the environment; and 

WHEREAS, by “dumping the pump” and taking public transportation instead of 

driving a car, people can save money consuming less gasoline, and  reduce our 

nation’s overall dependence on foreign oil; and 

WHEREAS, public transportation plays an important role in protecting air 

quality by reducing smog-producing pollutants and greenhouse gases; and 

WHEREAS, public transportation reduces the country’s carbon footprint by 37 

million metric tons, the equivalent of 4.9 million households using electricity in a year. 

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

County Commissioners proclaim June 19, 2008 as NATIONAL DUMP THE PUMP 
DAY in Seminole County, Florida and that our residents will join with transit agencies 

across the country and participate in the Third Annual National Dump the Pump Day 

to encourage transit ridership on June 19, 2008. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Seminole County declares that public 

transportation is an important part of our nation’s transportation system and people 

want to have other options than driving a car. 

ADOPTED this 10TH day of June, 2008. 

ATTEST:

_________________________        ___________________________
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the   Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners    Board of County Commissioners 
of Seminole County, Florida 
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                            Item No.  3 

PRESENTATION

Environmental Protection Agency’s 
New Air Quality Standards 

Presented by: 

David Grovdahl 
METROPLAN ORLANDO 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
(Resolution to be presented outside the Board of County Commissioners meeting) 
The Seminole County Department of Fiscal Services was selected to receive the Distinguished 
Budget Presentation Award for the 2-year budget Fiscal Years 2007/2008 and 2008/2009 by 
the Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada. This award is 
the highest form of recognition in governmental budgeting and represents a mark of Seminole
County’s fiscal responsibility and is the 14th time Seminole County has received this award. 

BACKGROUND:

Resolution attached.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board adopt a Resolution commending the County Manager 
(Budget Officer), the Department of Fiscal Services, Budget Division and all county 
departments for their involvement in the development of a superior product and for their efforts
to continue high quality of budgeting in Seminole County.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Resolution 2008

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 4

 
SUBJECT: Resolution - Distinguished Budget Presentation Award from the Government 
Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada

DEPARTMENT: County Manager Office DIVISION:

AUTHORIZED BY: Cindy Coto CONTACT: Elizabeth Gaussart EXT: 7224

County-wide Cynthia Coto

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



Resolution No. 2008-R____     

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED BY THE 
BOARD  OF  COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  OF  SEMINOLE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THEIR REGULARLY SCHEDULED 
MEETING OF JUNE 10, 2008. 

WHEREAS, on April 7, 2008 the Seminole County Department of Fiscal Services 
was selected to receive the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award for the 2-year 
budget Fiscal Years 2007/2008 and 2008/2009 by the Government Finance Officers 
Association of the United States and Canada, which is headquartered in Chicago, 
Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, this marks the 14th time that this prestigious award has been 
received by Seminole County and the fourth biennial budget award; and 

WHEREAS, this award is the highest form of recognition in governmental 
budgeting and represents a mark of Seminole County’s fiscal responsibility as an 
efficient and effective government entity; and 

WHEREAS, the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award is conferred only on 
those jurisdictions which satisfy nationally recognized budget guidelines and produce a 
budget document which serves as: a policy document, a financial plan, an operations 
guideline, and a communications device; and 

WHEREAS, the Government Finance Officers Association hopes, through the 
example of the Seminole County Department of Fiscal Services, that other entities will 
be encouraged to achieve excellence in budgeting. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County 
Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida desires to express its appreciation and 
commend the County Manager (Budget Officer), the Department of Fiscal Services, 
Budget Division and all county departments for their involvement in the development of 
a superior product and for their efforts to continue high quality of budgeting in Seminole 
County.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution be spread upon the Official 
Minutes by the Clerk of the Circuit Court in and for the County of Seminole and be 
presented to the Seminole County Department of Fiscal Services in recognition of this 
superior achievement and for quality service to Seminole County. 

ADOPTED this 10th day of June, 2008 A.D. 

ATTEST:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an Underground Distribution Facilities 
Installation Agreement and utility easement with Florida Power & Light for utility connections 
related to expansion of the John E. Polk Correctional Facility and to pay related costs.

BACKGROUND:

As part of the jail expansion project, additional electrical service is needed at the facility.  
Execution of the attached Underground Distribution Facilities Installation Agreement and 
easement from Florida Power & Light are required and include a fee of $20,118.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an 
Underground Distribution Facilities Installation Agreement and utility easement with Florida 
Power & Light for utility connections related to expansion of the John E. Polk Correctional 
Facility and to pay related costs.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 5

 
SUBJECT: Underground Distribution Facilities Installation Agreement and utility easement for 
John E. Polk Correctional Facility

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Administration - Administrative 
Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Stephanie Kobrin EXT: 5252

County-wide Frank Raymond

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Extend M-385-03/PWM - E-911 Lease Equipment Upgrade with BellSouth of Jacksonville for a 
period of six (6) months with a consecutive renewal option of six (6) months at the current 
pricing, terms and conditions.

BACKGROUND:

On July 22, 2003, the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners waived the 
procurement process and awarded Proprietary Source M-385-03/PWM - E-911 Lease 
equipment Upgrade to BellSouth of Jacksonville in the not to exceed amount of $3,290,846.00 
for a 60-month term.  Over the 60-month term, four (4) amendments transpired with an overall 
increase of approximately $21,480.00.  The monthly fee increased from $54,847.43
to $59,025.00. 

BellSouth of Jacksonville has agreed to extend the E-911 leasing equipment, allowing
Seminole County time to secure grant funds and to purchase E-911 equipment through the 
formal solicitation process.
 
Supporting documents include the addendum agreement for the time extension.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to approve extending M-385-03/PWM - E-911 Lease Equipment 
Upgrade with BellSouth of Jacksonville for a period of six (6) months with a consecutive 
renewal option of six (6) months at the current pricing, terms and conditions.
 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 6

 
SUBJECT: Proprietary Source M-385-03/PWM - E-911 Lease Equipment Upgrade 

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendment #5 to RFP-4172-03/JVP – Scale House Management System 
with Carolina Software, Wilmington, NC.

BACKGROUND:

RFP-4172-03/JVP provides for the purchase of equipment, parts and repairs to the Scale 
House Management System for Seminole County Solid Waste. The scope of work also 
includes annual maintenance and technical support for a four (4) year period after the one (1) 
year warranty period.  Carolina Software is the manufacturer of the parts /components and 
related services for WasteWorks, WasteWizard, WasteVision and WasteWalker.  

Amendment #5 will provide for the extension of the agreement to cover through the life of the 
equipment (approximately ten [10] years) to ensure continued coverage of the equipment and 
services described above.   Authorization for provision of services by the Contractor under this 
agreement shall be in the form of written Release Orders issued by the County and the 
expenditures consist of one time fees of $43,423.49 for Wasteworks software installation on 
new landfill scales and scalehouse, $70,929.35 for Wasteworks upgrades  for Central 
Transfer Station and Landfill locations, and a recurring annual fee of $17,700.00.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to approve Amendment #5 to RFP-4172-03/JVP – Scale House 
Management System with Carolina Software, Wilmington, NC.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Amendment #5
2. Sole Source Form
3. Pricing Information

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 7

 
SUBJECT: Amendment #5 to RFP-4172-03/JVP – Scale House Management System 

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb









From: Norwood, Carol 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 4:00 PM 
To: Garcia, Gloria 
Cc: Meinert, Richard; Dunning, Lisa 
Subject: Carolina Software Contract information 

Gloria,

Per our telephone conversation….

One time fee
43,423.49  Wasteworks for New Landfill Scales and Scalehouse for FY09/10 
70,929.35   Wasteworks Upgrade for CTS and LF FY10/11 

Recurring annual fee
17,700.00  

All the price quotes are included in Amendment IV of current contract. 

Thanks,

Carol Norwood 
Senior Staff Assistant 

Seminole County Solid Waste Management 
Central Transfer Station 
1950 State Road 419 
Longwood, FL 32750 

407.665.2257  Office 
407.324.5731  FAX 
cnorwood@seminolecountyfl.gov
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award IFB-600354-08/GMG – Term Contract for Sale of Fill Dirt Material to Al Bailey Trucking,
Orlando.

BACKGROUND:

IFB-600354-08/GMG provides for the sale of surplus dirt material, waste concrete and 
miscellaneous reinforced concrete generated from ditch cleaning, excavation and sidewalk 
replacement activities.  The County publicly advertised this project and received two (2) 
submittals in response to the solicitation. Recycled Concrete Products, Inc. withdrew their 
submittal.  Al Bailey Trucking agrees to compensate the County $0.55/cubic yard for the dirt 
material and $0.15/cubic yard of waste concrete.  

Both materials are periodically available at three (3) County locations:  Yankee Lakes, Oviedo
426 Yard and Dike Road Facility. Each of these sites are equipped with loaders.  Availability 
and pick-up arrangements will be made one (1) week in advance and County personnel will be 
available to load Contractor's trucks.  
 

This agreement shall take effect on the day of its execution and shall remain in effect for a 
period of three (3) years. This agreement may be renewed upon mutual agreement of the 
parties for three (3) additional terms not to exceed one (1) year each.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board to award IFB-600354-08/GMG – Term Contract for Sale of Fill
Dirt Material to Al Bailey Trucking, Orlando, Florida.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 8

 
SUBJECT: IFB-600354-08/GMG – Term Contract for Sale of Fill Dirt Material

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Tabulation Sheet
2. Letter of Bid Withdrawal
3. Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award CC-3112-08/RTB in the amount of $364,990.00 to Abba Construction, Inc. of 
Jacksonville, Florida, for all labor, materials, equipment, tools, transportation, services and 
incidentals necessary for the reconstruction of the Animal Control Facility Building located at 
232 Bush Blvd., Sanford, Florida 32773.

BACKGROUND:

CC-3112-08/RTB will provide for all labor, materials, equipment, transportation, coordination 
and incidentals necessary for the renovation and minor construction of Seminole 
County Animal Control Facility located at 232 Bush Blvd., Sanford, Florida, 32773. 

The project was publicly advertised and the County received thirteen (13) responses. The 
Review Committee consisting of Scott Werley, Construction Manager, Facilities
Management; James Salter, Facilities Planner, Facilities Management; and Mary Beth Lake, 
Animal Control Division, Public Safety, reviewed the responses. Consideration was given to 
bid price, qualifications and experience.

The Review Committee recommends award of the contract to the lowest priced, responsive, 
responsible bidder, Abba Construction, Inc., in the amount of $364,990.00. The completion 
time for this project is one hundred twenty (120) days to Substantial Completion, and an
additional thirty (30) days to Final Completion, for a total agreement time of one hundred fifty 
(150) days from the issuance of a Notice to Proceed by the County. The backup 
documentation includes the Bid Tabulation Sheet, which provides the following information on 
cost savings realized by the County under this solicitation:

High Bid             $639,528.93
Low Bid              $364,990.00
Cost Avoidance  $274,538.93

The Project Budget is $700,000.00. This is a budgeted item and funds are available pending 
Board approval in the account line for Facilities Maintenance - Construction in progress
(010560.560650, CIP 00274801).

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 9

 
SUBJECT: Construction Contract: CC-3112-08/RTB - Animal Control Facility Building
Reconstruction

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award CC-3112-08/RTB in the amount of $364,990.00 to 
Abba Construction, Inc. of Jacksonville, Florida, for all labor, materials, equipment, tools,
transportation, services and incidentals necessary for the reconstruction of the Animal Control 
Facility Building located at 232 Bush Blvd., Sanford, Florida 32773.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. CC-3112-08_RTB Award Agreement with ABBA
2. CC-3112-08_RTB - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Award of RFP-600223-07/GMG – Radio-Based Automatic Meter Reading for 
Seminole County Environmental Services Department to Badger Meter Inc., Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin. 

BACKGROUND:
Staff issued RFI-600153-07/GMG with the purpose of obtaining information to convert the 
existing meter reading process to an automated radio-based system for meter reading. The 
County publicly advertised the project and received nine (9) submittals in response to the 
solicitation.  The Evaluation Committee, composed of Alauddin Ali, Technology System
Administrator, Information Technology Services; Bob Briggs, Sr. Financial Manager, 
Environmental Services Department; Robert Dehler, Project  Manager II,  Environmental
Services Department/Water & Sewer; David Gregory, Solid Waste Manager, Environmental 
Services Department; Tom Owens, Maintenance Technology Supervisor, Environmental 
Services Department/Water & Sewer; Gary Rudolph, Utilities Manager/Environmental Services 
Department; Dennis Westrick, PEI Manager, Environmental Services Department; and Joseph 
Pew, Meter Services Supervisor, Environmental Services Department/Water & Sewer 
(replacing  David Gregory, who no longer works for the County), evaluated the 
submittals.   Seven (7) firms were shortlisted by the Evaluation Committee and RFP-600223-
07/GMG was issued to the qualified applicants for the second phase of the project, listed in 
alphabetical order:  

�  Amco Water Metering Systems, Ocala, Florida 
�  Badger Meter, Inc., Milwaukee, Wisconsin 
�  Datamatic, Ltd, Plano, Texas 
�  HD Supply Waterworks, Orlando, Florida 
�  Municipal Water Works, Inc., Orlando, Florida 
�  Sunstate Meter & Supply, Inc., Newberry, Florida  
�  Triton Water Technologies, Tampa, Florida 

The Evaluation Committee interviewed these firms giving consideration to each firm's 
delineated qualifications and experience, technical plan, approach to the project and price 
proposal.  The estimated cost of this project is $500,000.00.  The contract will take effect on 
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the date of its execution and will run for a five (5) year base period.  At the sole option of the 
County, the agreement may be renewed for five (5) renewal periods not to exceed one (1) 
year each.  Authorization for provision of services by the Contractor under this agreement shall be in 
the form of written Release Orders issued by the County based on annual amount budgeted by the 
County for this project. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award RFP-600223-07/GMG- Radio-Based Automatic Meter 
Reading System for Seminole County Environmental Services Department to Badger Meter, 
Inc., Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Evaluation Score for RFI-600153-07/GMG
2. RFP-600223 Presentations Score
3. RFP-600223 Evaluation & Ranking
4. Tabulation Sheet/Status
5. Agreement

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award RFP-600226-07/GMG – Appraisal Services Agreement for Chapman Road 
Improvement Project to Clayton, Roper and Marshall (CRM), Altamonte Springs. 

BACKGROUND:

RFP-600226-07/GMG will provide for a professional appraisal consultant to prepare appraisal 
reports that conform to Seminole County’s minimum appraisal requirements for the project 
parcels identified for the Chapman Road Improvement Project. The project was publicly 
advertised and the County received seven (7) submittals in response to the solicitation:

� All Real Estate Appraisals, Orlando
� Bullard, Hall & Adams, Inc., Daytona Beach
� Clayton, Roper & Marshall (CRM), Altamonte Springs 
� Diversified Property Specialists, Inc., Titusville 
� ReTech, Inc., Odessa 
� Stricklen Appraisal Services, P.A., Umatilla 
� The Appraisal Group of Central Florida, Inc., Altamonte Springs

The Evaluation Committee which consisted of Neil Newton, Major Project Acquisition 
Coordinator; David Nichols, P.E., Principal Engineer (who was later replaced by Antoine 
Khoury, Project Manager/Principal Engineer); and David Shields, Assistant County Attorney,
evaluated the proposals.  Consideration was given to the following criteria:

� Eminent Domain Trial Testimony
� Quality of the Work Product
� Firm / Staff Qualifications/References
� Technical Proposal
� Hourly Rate Fee Schedule 

The Committee short-listed and interviewed the top three (3) firms: Clayton, Roper & Marshall 

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 11
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(CRM); Diversified Property Specialists, Inc., and Stricklen Appraisal Services, P.A. 

Consideration was given to the approach to work and demonstration of understanding
requirements; delineated experience related to the services; trial testimony; quality assurance 
plan; and delineated qualifications as relate to appraisal services. Authorization for 
performance of professional services by Consultant under this agreement shall be in the form 
of written Purchase Orders issued by the County. Each order shall describe the services
required, state the dates for commencement and completion of the work and establish the 
amount and method of payment.

The agreement shall take place on the date of its execution and shall run for a period of five 
(5) years or upon final completion of the Chapman Road Improvement project, whichever 
comes first.  The estimated not-to-exceed amount for this project is $400,000.00.

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board award RFP-600226-07/GMG - Appraisal Services Agreement for 
Chapman Road Improvement Project to Clayton, Roper & Marshall (CRM), Altamonte Springs.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Tabulation Form
2. Ranking - Interviews
3. Agreement
4. Ranking of Proposals

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award RFP-600227-07/GMG – Real Estate Acquisition Services Agreement for Chapman 
Road Improvement Project to The Triece Company, Debary. 

BACKGROUND:

RFP-600227-07/GMG will provide for a professional real estate acquisition consultant to 
complete property acquisitions of project parcels for the Chapman Road Improvement Project.  
This project consists of widening Chapman Road from S.R. 426 to S.R. 434 a/k/a Alafaya Trail 
from 2 lanes to 4 lanes, with sidewalks on both sides, one 5 feet wide and the other 8 feet 
wide.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received seven (7) submittals in response 
to the solicitation:

American Acquisition Group, L.L.C., Tampa 
Florida Acquisition & Appraisal, Inc., Tampa
HDR Acquisition Services, Inc., Tampa
Independence Acquisition & appraisal, LLC (IAA), Temple Terrace
O.R. Colan Associates, Ft. Lauderdale
PARARA Services, Inc., Edgewater
The Triece Company, Debary
 
The Evaluation Committee which consisted of Neil Newton, Major Project Acquisition 
Coordinator; David Nichols, P.E., Principal Engineer (who was later replaced by Brett 
Blackadar, Project Manager/Principal Engineer); and David Shields, Assistant County 
Attorney, evaluated the proposals.  Consideration was given to the following criteria:
qualifications of the firm/individual(s); approach to work; and fee schedule.
 
The Committee short-listed and interviewed the top three (3) firms: HDR Acquisition Services, 
Inc., Tampa; O.R. Colan & Associates, Ft. Lauderdale; and The Triece Company, Debary. 
Consideration was given to the following criteria: fee schedule; approach to work and 
demonstration of understanding requirements; delineated experience; and qualifications as 
related to real estate acquisition. 

Authorization for performance of professional services by Consultant under this agreement 

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 12

 
SUBJECT: Award RFP-600227-07/GMG – Real Estate Acquisition Services Agreement for 
Chapman Road Improvement Project

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



shall be in the form of written Purchase Orders issued by the County.  Each order shall
describe the services required, state the dates for commencement and completion of the work 
and establish the amount and method of payment.

The agreement shall take place on the date of its execution and shall run for a period of five 
(5) years or upon final completion of the Chapman Road Improvement project whichever 
comes first.  The estimated not-to-exceed amount for this project is $150,000.00.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to award RFP-600227-07/GMG- Real Estate Acquisition 
Services Agreement for Chapman Road Improvement Project to The Triece Company, 
Debary.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Tabulation Sheet/Status
2. Ranking - Interviews
3. Agreement
4. Ranking of Proposals

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award CC-3076-08/DRR in the amount of $524,347.95 to Cathcart Contracting Co., of Winter 
Springs, Florida, for all labor, material, equipment, transportation, coordination and incidentals
necessary to complete the installation of approximately 4,400 linear feet of 16-inch potable 
water main extension and a 2-inch fiber optic conduit to run the length of Longpond Road 
between Interstate 4 to the east and Markham Woods Road to the west.

BACKGROUND:

CC-3076-08/DRR will provide for all labor, material, equipment, transportation, coordination 
and incidentals necessary to complete the installation of approximately 4,400 linear feet of 16-
inch potable water main extension and a 2-inch fiber optic conduit to run the length of
Longpond Road between Interstate 4 to the east and Markham Woods Road to the west. The 
method used for pipe installation will be open cut, and the work will include but not be limited 
to fire hydrants, valves, piping, tapping sleeves and valves, stub-outs, sample points, 
maintenance of services and traffic restoration and other incidental work required to make a 
complete and operational system.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received twenty-eight (28) responses. The 
Review Committee consisting of Mike Harber, Engineer; Carol Hunter, Principal Engineer; and 
Dennis Westrick, Manager; all of Environmental Services, PEI Division, reviewed the 
responses. Consideration was given to the bid price, qualifications and experience.

The Review Committee recommends award of the contract to the lowest priced responsive, 
responsible bidder, Cathcart Contracting Co., in the amount of $524,347.95. The completion 
time for this project is one hundred eighty (180) days to Substantial Completion, and an 
additional thirty (30) days to Final Completion, for a total agreement time of two hundred ten 
(210) days from the issuance of the Notice to Proceed by the County. The back-up 
documentation includes the Bid Tabulation, which provides the following information on cost 
savings realized by the County under this solicitation:

High Bid              $1,571,129.01
Low Bid                    524,347.95
Cost Avoidance  $1,046,781.06 

The Engineer's Estimate was $1,800,000.00. This is a budgeted project and funds are

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 13

 
SUBJECT: Construction Contract: CC-3076-08/DRR-Longpond Road Water Main

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



available in the account line for Longpond Road Water Main (087817.560650, CIP 00216901).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board award CC-3076-08/DRR in the amount of $524,347.95 to 
Cathcart Contracting Co., of Winter Springs, Florida, for all labor, material, equipment,
transportation, coordination and incidentals necessary to complete the installation of 
approximately 4,400 linear feet of 16-inch potable water main extension and a 2-inch fiber 
optic conduit to run the length of Longpond Road between Interstate 4 to the east and 
Markham Woods Road to the west.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. CC-3076-08_DRR Award Agreement with Cathcart
2. CC-3076-08_DRR Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Amendment #3 to RFP-4242-05/GMG (Part A) – Term Contract for the Purchase of 
Road Construction Products and Related Materials and In-place Services with Orlando Paving 
Company, Orlando.

BACKGROUND:

RFP-4242-05/GMG provides for the purchase of road construction products and related 
materials and in-place services, for County-wide road projects.  Amendment #3 will provide for 
an increase to the asphalt products due to rising costs in liquid asphalt, aggregate, fuel and 
labor.  Consideration was given to the escalation of costs based on FDOT’s Asphalt Price 
Index which is currently $1.6486 per gallon as compared to $1.2447 per gallon for asphalt in 
2006 when the last price increase was approved for this contract by Amendment #2. The 
proposed price increase is in line with current pricing of other agencies.  The current budgeted 
amount for these services and materials are $4,500,000.00.

Authorization for performance of services by Contractor under this agreement shall be in the
form of written Release Orders issued by the County. Each order shall describe the services 
required, state the dates for commencement and completion of the work and establish the 
amount and method of payment.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve Amendment #3 to RFP-4242-05/GMG with Orlando 
Paving Company, Orlando.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Amendment #3

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 14

 
SUBJECT: Amendment #3 to RFP-4242-05/GMG (Part A) – Term Contract for the Purchase 
of Road Construction Products and Related Materials and In-place Services

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Work Order #76 to PS-5150-03/AJP - Master Agreement for General Environmental 
Services in the amount of $56,371.97 with Water & Air Research, Inc. of Gainesville, Florida, 
and authorize the County Manager to execute the Work Order.

BACKGROUND:

PS-5150-03/AJP provides various professional services that include Water Quality Monitoring 
and Analysis, Permitting, Permit Compliance, Mitigation Services, Gopher Tortoise Permitting, 
Environmental Monitoring, Contamination, Resource Management, and other miscellaneous 
general environmental services.

Under the Agreement, Water & Air Research, Inc. performs environmental monitoring services 
in accordance with the Consumptive Use Permit #8230 for the Northwest Service Area of 
Seminole County. In order to remain in compliance with this permit, these services are 
performed on an annual basis and the most recent Work Order #44 provided for service
coverage through September 30, 2007.

Although the budget for these services continued into the next fiscal year, a Work Order was 
not executed and services were performed to date in the amount of $26,000.00. Pursuant to 
the requirement under County Ordinance 220.16 - Unauthorized Purchases Prohibited, the 
backup documentation for this Agenda Item includes a memorandum from the Director of 
Environmental Services to the County Manager.

Staff recommends that the entire annual cost for these services in the amount of $56,371.97 
be presented to the Board for the approval of this commitment and authorize the County 
Manager to execute the Work Order. Work Order #76 will provide for the continued 
environmental monitoring required to remain in compliance with the CUP, and upon execution 
by the County Manager, the Work Order will cover the period from October 1, 2007 through 
September 30, 2008.

These services are budgeted, and funds are available in account number 
087801.530310; Water and Sewer, Professional Services.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 15

 
SUBJECT: Work Order #76 to PS-5150-03/AJP - Master Agreement for General 
Environmental Services with Water & Air Research of Gainesville, Florida

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve Work Order #76 to PS-5150-03/AJP - Master 
Agreement for General Environmental Services in the amount of $56,371.97 with Water & Air 
Research, Inc. of Gainesville, Florida, and authorize the County Manager to execute the Work
Order.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-5150-03 Work Order 76 with Water & Air
2. PS-5150-03 W076 Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

Master Agreement No.:  PS-5150-03/AJP______    Dated: ___March 9, 2004 _____
Contract Title:               General Environmental Services_______________________________     
Project Title:                  Annual Environmental Monitoring for Consumptive Use Permit  

Consultant: Water & Air Research, Inc. 
Address: 6821 S.W. Archer Road    
                        Gainesville, Florida 32608 

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

TIME FOR COMPLETION:  The services to be provided by the CONSULTANT shall commence on October 1, 
2007 notwithstanding the date of execution of this Agreement by the parties, and shall be completed on 
September 30, 2008.  Failure to meet the completion date shall be grounds for Termination of both the Work 
Order and the Master Agreement for Default.   

Work Order Amount:   FIFTY-SIX THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED SEVENTY-ONE AND 97/100 DOLLARS 
($56,371.97)

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:       Water & Air Research, Inc. 

__________________________________________ By: _________________________________________
      , Secretary  William C. Zegal, President  

 (CORPORATE SEAL)    Date: _______________________________________
******************************************************************************************* 
        BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
        SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
WITNESSES:

_______________________________________  By: _________________________________________
(Procurement Analyst)       Cindy Coto, County Manager 

_______________________________________  Date: _______________________________________
(Procurement Analyst)       As authorized by Section 8.153 Seminole 
        County Administrative Code. 

OC #803320 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.  

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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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-3065-08/DRS - Continuous 
Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement for SR 434 Widening and 
Resurfacing from Montgomery Road to I-4 with Mehta & Associates of Winter Park, Florida
(Estimated Usage Amount of $1,300,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

BACKGROUND:
PS-3065-08/DRS will provide continuous Construction Engineering and Inspection Services 
Agreement for SR 434 Widening and Resurfacing from Montgomery Road to I-4 including, but 
not limited to, administration of the construction agreement to determine that the project is in 
reasonable conformity with the plans, specifications and contract provisions, as described in 
the detailed Scope of Services. 

The project was publicly advertised and the County received sixteen (16) submittals listed
alphabetically:

• Dick Corporation
• DMJM Harris

• DRMP
• GBF Engineering, Inc. 

• HDR Construction Control

• JBS

• KCCS

• Keith & Schnars, Inc

• Mehta & Associates, Inc
• PB Americas, Inc.

• PBS & J

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 16

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-3065-08/DRS - Continuous Construction Engineering 
and Inspection Services Agreement for SR 434 Widening and Resurfacing from Montgomery 
Road to I-4

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Jacqui Perry EXT: 7114

County-wide Ray Hooper



• Reynolds, Smith and Hills Inc.

• SAI Consulting Engineers, Inc.

• TEG Inc.

• Volkert Construction Services

• Wilbur Smith Associates, Inc

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Brett Blackadar, Principal Engineer, Public 
Works - Engineering; Steve Douglas, Principal Engineer, Public Works - Engineering; William 
Glennon, Principal Engineer, Public Works - Engineering; Gary Johnson, Public Works 
Director; and Jerry McCollum, County Engineer, Public Works, evaluated the submittals and
agreed to shortlist five (5) firms. The Evaluation Committee interviewed these firms giving 
consideration to the following criteria:

• Identification of Critical Issues related to the Construction of this project 
• Team Experience
• Similar Project Experience
• Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas

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

� Mehta & Associates, Inc  
� Post Buckley Schuh and Jernigan (PBS&J) 
� Wilbur Smith Associates 
� PB Americas
� DMJM Harris 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-3065-08/DRS - Continuous Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement 
for SR 434 Widening and Resurfacing from Montgomery Road to I-4 with Mehta & Associates 
of Winter Park, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of $1,300,000.00 over the term of the 
Agreement).



ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-3065-08_DRS - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-2774-07/JVP Continuous 
Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement for Bunnell/ Eden Park Rd with 
Keith & Schnars, Inc. of Altamonte Springs, Florida (Estimated Usage Amount of
$1,500,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

BACKGROUND:
PS-2774-07/JVP will provide Construction Engineering and Inspection Services for 
Bunnell/Eden Park Road including but not limited to administration of the construction 
agreement to determine that the project is in reasonable conformity with the plans, 
specifications and contract provisions as described in the detailed Scope of Services. 

The project was publicly advertised and the County received thirteen (13) submittals listed 
alphabetically:

• CPH Engineers, Inc
• Dick Corporation
• DMJM Harris

• Eisman & Russo, Inc.
• HDR Construction Control Corp.
• KCI Technologies Inc

• Keith & Schnars, Inc.
• Mehta & Associates, Inc
• PB Americas, Inc.

• PBS & J

• Reynolds, Smith and Hills Inc.

• SAI Consulting Engineers, Inc.

• Wilbur Smith Associates, Inc

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 17

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-2774-07/JVP - Construction Engineering and Inspection 
Services for Bunnell/Eden Park Road

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Jacqui Perry EXT: 7114

County-wide Ray Hooper



The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Steve Douglas, Principal Engineer, Public 
Works - Engineering; Gary Johnson, Public Works Director ; Patti Leviti, Project Manager, 
Environmental Services - PEI Division; Antoine Khoury, Principal Engineer, Public Works -
Engineering; and Jerry McCollum, County Engineer, Public Works, evaluated the submittals 
and shortlisted three (3) firms. The Evaluation Committee interviewed these firms giving 
consideration to the following criteria: 

• Identification of Critical Issues related to the Construction of this project
• Team Experience
• Recommendations on reducing traditional CEI costs on this project
• Approach to Public Involvement

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

� Keithand Schnars 
� Mehta Engineering
� Post Buckley, Schuh and Jernigan (PBS&J)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-2774-07/JVP Continuous Construction Engineering and Inspection Services Agreement for 
Bunnell/ Eden Park Rd with Keith & Schnars, Inc. of Altamonte Springs, Florida (Estimated 
Usage Amount of $1,500,000.00 over the term of the Agreement).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-2774-07_JVP - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Award RFP-600367-08/GGM – Temporary Personnel Services for ITS Department to 
Cyberbest Technology, Inc., Orlando; Robert Half International, Orlando; and TEK Systems, 
Orlando.

BACKGROUND:
RFP-600367-08/GGM will provide for temporary personnel services to provide qualified 
personnel for Information Technology Services Department on an as needed basis. The 
project will cover positions such as Business Process Analyst; Project Manager; Senior 
Software Developer;  Software Developer and Support Analyst.  The County will consider 
qualifications of personnel based on knowledge of industry standard software development life 
cycle; knowledge of software development languages and web development tools; and ability 
to analyze, design, development, test, and deploy an application from conception to 
implementation.

This project was publicly advertised and the County received seventeen (17) submittals in 
response to the solicitation. The Review Committee, which consisted of Melvin Barnes, 
Information Technologies/Program Manager II; Jacqui Greaves, Information
Technologies/Program Manager I; Linda Moore, Information Technologies/Division Manager; 
and Chris Pedersen, Information Technologies/Program Manager II, evaluated the responses.  
Consideration was given to the past performance, qualifications/resumes and fee schedules. 

The Review Committee recommends award of the project to Cyberbest Technology, Inc., 
Orlando; Robert Half International, Orlando; and TEK Systems, Orlando. Authorization for 
performance of services by the contractors under these agreements shall be in the form 
of written Release Orders issued and executed by the County.  The County will request 
resumes from personnel agencies approved under this project on an as needed basis.  The 
temporary personnel will be determined based on specific project qualifications.  The 
estimated annual usage of these agreements is $500,000.  These agreements shall take effect 
on the date of execution by the County and shall run for a period of one (1) year and at the 
sole option of the County and may be renewed for four (4) successive periods not to exceed 
one (1) year each.  Supporting documents include the tabulation sheet, Review Committee 
consensus form and agreements as prepared by the County Attorney’s Office.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 18

 
SUBJECT: Award RFP-600367-08/GGM – Temporary Personnel Services for ITS Department 
to Cyberbest Technology, Inc., Orlando; Robert Half International, Orlando; and TEK Systems, 
Orlando.

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Gladys Marrozos EXT: 7110

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board to award RFP-600367-08/GGM – Temporary Personnel Services
for ITS Department to Cyberbest Technology, Inc., Orlando; Robert Half International, 
Orlando; and TEK Systems, Orlando

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Tabulation Sheet
2. Cyberbest Technologies, Inc - Agreement
3. Robert Half International - Agreement
4. TEK Systems - Agreement
5. Evaluation Summary and Concensus Ranking
6.   E-mail from June 9th, 2008. 

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve an increase to the Board approved Estimated Annual Usage for PS-0984-06/TLR -
Regional Stormwater Facilities (RSF) Treatment Efficiency Monitoring and Assessment Master 
Agreement by an additional $125,000.00 per year.

BACKGROUND:

PS-0984-06/TLR provides for the analysis of pollutant removal efficiencies for the County’s 
Regional Stormwater Facilities, which is a requirement of the FDEP Florida Forever 319 and 
other state funding and grants. On July 25, 2006, the Board awarded this work order based 
Master Agreement to Environmental Research & Design, Inc. of Orlando, Florida.

Since the award of this Agreement, an unanticipated grant was received in September 2007 
from FDEP (Grant #S0341) to conduct efficiency monitoring for three (3) regional stormwater 
facilities (RSF): Navy Canal, Elder Creek and Cameron Ditch. The efficiency monitoring for 
these projects requires simultaneous implementation versus the approach that had been
originally planned, which had been to stagger projects over a period of years as funding 
became available. The Roads-Stormwater Division of Public Works has requested an increase 
to the Estimated Annual Usage due to the need for implementation of all of these projects in 
2008, in addition to the originally scheduled program of work. The backup documentation
includes a copy of the FDEP Grant # S0341 for information.

The following is the summary of the Estimated Annual Usage for the Agreement:

Original Board Approved Estimated Amount          $350,000.00
Requested Increase per year                                   $125,000.00
Revised Board Estimated Annual Amount              $475,000.00

Work will be ordered through Work Orders as required, and funded within approved budget 
amounts.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 19

 
SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-0984-06/TLR – Regional Stormwater Facilities (RSF) 
Treatment Efficiency Monitoring and Assessment Master Agreement

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts

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

County-wide Ray Hooper



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve an increase to the Board approved Estimated 
Annual Usage for PS-0984-06/TLR - Regional Stormwater Facilities (RSF) Treatment 
Efficiency Monitoring and Assessment Master Agreement by an additional $125,000.00 per
year.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-0984-06_TLR - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Tourism Office Lease at the Stirling 
Center with Stirling 1, LLC. Approve and authorize staff to sign and send a notification to 
terminate the the current Tourism lease with the Columbine Management Group, Inc.

BACKGROUND:

The current Tourism Office Lease with the Columbine Management Group, Inc. was approved 
September 12, 2006, for 2,490 square feet of office space at the American Heritage Center, 
1230 Douglas Avenue in Longwood, Florida. The Seminole County Tourism Development 
office has been located at this site since 1999. The County has the right to terminate this lease 
with 90 day written notice. Staff is requesting signature authority for the letter of termination.  
Termination would be effective September 10, 2008.  

To enhance the access to the services provided by this office and to reduce expenditures for 
leased space, staff has located office space in the Stirling Center, 719 Rodel Cove, Lake 
Mary, Florida, on Rinehart Road between Lake Mary Blvd. and CR 46 A.

With the move to this new location, the overall savings in FY 08/09 will be $8,510. The 
combined cost for the current American Heritage lease, cam, and estimated utility usage for 
FY 08/09 would be $55,310 ($22.21/sf.).  The same items for the Stirling Center lease will be 
$46,800 ($24.00/sf), including utilities and with no cam fees. This location has 1,950 square 
feet. 

The original term for the Stirling lease is three (3) years, with three (3) successive one (1)-year 
renewal periods at the option of the County. Lease allows for 3.5% annual increases on the 
anniversary.  The effective date of the lease will be August 15, 2008.     

Tourism has funds budgeted for the lease and the 25 day overlap.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Tourism 
Office Lease at the Stirling Center with Stirling 1, LLC. Staff recommends that the Board 
approve and authorize staff to sign and send a notification to terminate the current Tourism 
lease with the Columbine Management Group, Inc.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 20

 
SUBJECT: Tourism Office Lease: Stirling Center

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Support Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Lorraine Hajeski EXT: 5250

County-wide Meloney Lung



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Notify Letter
2. Current Tourism Lease
3. Current Tourism Columbine lease Amendment1
4. Tourism Lease-Stirling Center

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb



June 10, 2008 

Columbine Management Group, Inc. 
Attn: Sal Nunziata 
Columbine Management Group, Inc 
1230 Douglas Avenue 
Longwood, Florida 32779 

Dear Mr. Nunziata: 

Our current Tourism Office Space Lease dated September 12, 2006, stipulates in Section 
14 that the Lessee may terminate the lease at its convenience with 90 day written notice.  
This letter fulfills those terms.  Seminole County gives notice to Columbine Management 
Group, Inc. that our lease for space at 1230 Douglas Avenue, Longwood, Florida 32779 
will end on September 10, 2008. 

Sincerely,

Frank Raymond 
Director, Administrative Services Department 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

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

BACKGROUND:
The following clients received either Down Payment Assistance to purchase a home in
Seminole County or Emergency Repair Assistance to rehabilitate their home in Seminole 
County.  These clients have met and satisfied all County SHIP Policies and Affordability 
Periods or Federal HUD Regulations and are now requesting Board approval and execution of 
the attached Satisfactions on the properties to remove the satisfied liens.  The following clients 
have satisfied the current affordability period residency requirements, thus qualifying for the 
loan to be forgiven:
 
Name   Parcel I.D. Number
 
Georges Augustin and Idalia J. Augustin                                         21-21-29-5CN-0000-1170
Wanda Elaine Badger and Emma Lee Huggins                              31-19-31-525-0J00-0040
Judy A. Banks                                                                                   24-21-29-503-0E00-0240
Charlotta Boykins                                                                            02-20-30-501-0000-0300
Michael Bradley                                                                                02-20-30-501-0000-0320
Sandra L. Buck                                                                                 30-19-31-516-0200-013A 
Zenovia Camacho                                                                            15-21-29-510-0700-0020
Samuel T. Chisholm and Harrie L. Chisholm                                 31-19-31-520-0000-0600
Evelyn Corchado                                                                               35-21-30-516-0B00-0230
Ronald E. Diller                                                                                 36-19-30-527-0000-0390
Geneva Fayson and Lahoma Fayson                                             36-19-30-524-070B-0000
Mary Hall                                                                                           25-19-30-5AG-1015-0060
Jasmin E. Iglesias, Cesar Iglesias, and Piedad L. Iglesias           10-21-29-529-0000-0020
Donnie Jackson and Louvern Jackson                                          35-19-30-522-0E00-0010
Alvarise L. James and Priscilla James                                          32-19-31-514-0000-0350
Elvera P. Klotz                                                                                  21-21-29-501-0000-1620
Doris Letendre                                                                                 19-21-30-506-0E00-0310
Debra Lovett                                                                                     36-19-30-518-0200-0030
Efrain Mejia and Cielo Mejia                                                          16-21-29-505-0100-1030
Mary A. Mincey                                                                                 07-21-30-503-0000-0460
Bernice Mitchell                                                                                32-19-31-506-0D00-0040

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 21

 
SUBJECT: Satisfactions of Second Mortgage

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

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

County-wide Shirley Boyce



Margaret Ortkiese                                                                            19-21-29-506-0000-0330
David G. Porter                                                                                 07-21-30-511-0A00-0010
Gregg Thompson and Anne R. Thompson                                    18-21-30-5DX-0000-0050
Regina Vallot    36-19-30-544-0000-0490
Dorothy Weeks                                                                                 34-21-31-504-0000-0180
Charles W. White and Terry L. White                                             14-20-30-501-0U00-0080
Sheila White                                                                                      02-20-30-501-0000-0030
Shirley Williams                                                                                 04-21-30-510-0000-0270
James Young                                                                                    15-21-30-5BW-0B00-0150

 
Total Forgiven $ 186,297.10

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Sat of Second Mortgage

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorization from the Board to schedule and advertise a public hearing amending Sections 
40.262, 40.267 and 40.268 of Chapter 40, Part 12 Seminole County Code; revising certain 
terms, conditions and requirements for the County's Affordable Housing Advisory Committee 
membership, tenure, duties and responsibilities in conformance with Section 420.9076, Florida 
State Statutes.

BACKGROUND:

The Florida Legislature passed Chapter 2007-198, Laws of Florida substantially amending 
section 420.9076, Florida Statute which became effective July 1, 2007, appointing an 
Affordable Housing Advisory Committee (AHAC).

The requested public hearing advertisement is scheduled for June 13, 2008 with the public
hearing and Board approval for amendment to the ordinance scheduled for June 24, 2008.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends authorization from the Board to schedule and advertise a public hearing 
amending Sections 40.262, 40.267 and 40.268 of Chapter 40, Part 12 Seminole County Code; 
revising certain terms, conditions and requirements for the County's Affordable Housing 
Advisory Committee membership, tenure, duties and responsibilities in conformance with 
Section 420.9076, Florida State Statutes.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Ordinance

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 22

 
SUBJECT: Request to Schedule and Advertise a Public Hearing for the County's Affordable 
Housing Advisory Committee

DEPARTMENT: Community Services DIVISION: Community Assistance

AUTHORIZED BY: David Medley CONTACT: Rob Heenan EXT: 2385

County-wide Shelley McHaney

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Robert McMillan )gfedcb
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the release of the Performance and Payment Agreement with Letter of Credit 
#55101928 in the amount of $67,000.00 for the project known as Maple Leaf Commerce 
Center.

BACKGROUND:
Performance Bond # 55101928 in the amount of $67,000.00 was required as part of the Land 
Development Code Section 35.44 (e) Additional Required Legal Submittals (1) Bonds to 
secure the construction and completion of the Maple Leaf Commerce Center improvements.  

The Performance Bond was replaced with a 2-year Cash Maintenance Bond to ensure the 
maintenance of the project improvements.  Staff has conducted the final construction 
inspection and found that all construction requirements were completed per the approved final 
engineering plan. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board to authorize the release of the Performance and Payment 
Agreement with Letter of Credit for Maple Leaf Commerce Center.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Performance Bond

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 23

 
SUBJECT: Release Performance & Payment Agreement w/ Letter of Credit for Maple Leaf 
Commerce Center

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Business Office

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

District 1 Bob Dallari Bob Briggs

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews











 
24



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Memorandum of Right-of-Way Consent 
Agreement and Right-of-Way Consent Agreement needed in conjunction with CIP Project 
"Elder Road/Orange Blvd.Water Main and Force Main".

BACKGROUND:

As part of the Elder Road/Orange Boulevard Water Main and Force Main Project, a 
Memorandum of Right-of-Way Consent Agreement and Right-of-Way Consent Agreement 
from Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) is needed for the County's construction and 
future maintenance of its project within FPL's easement area. Attached are the Memorandum 
of Right-of-Way Consent Agreement and Right-of-Way Consent Agreement 
with accompanying Exhibits.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Memorandum 
of Right-of-Way Consent Agreement and Right of Way Consent Agreement needed in 
conjunction with CIP Project "Elder Road/Orange Blvd. Water Main and Force Main".

ATTACHMENTS:

1. FPL ROW Consent Agreement Elder Rd-Orange Blvd WM & FM

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 24

 
SUBJECT: FPL Right of Way Consent Agreement Elder Road

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Planning Engineering Inspections

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Patty Leviti EXT: 2132

District 5 Brenda Carey Dennis Westrick

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Accept the new Utility and Access Easement located on the northern side of Lot 1 Apple 
Valley Subdivision.

BACKGROUND:

A sanitary force main runs northerly through the property of Lot 1 Apple Valley Subdivision in 
an existing utility easement .  As part of the Apple valley Pump Station Replacement project, 
the sanitary force main will be rerouted around the property.  The subject document will grant 
a new utility easement 25 feet long by 15 feet wide to complete the new path.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board accept the new Utility and Access Easement located on the 
northern side of Lot 1 Apple Valley Subdivision.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Easement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 25

 
SUBJECT: Utility Easement Acquisition for Apple Valley Pump Station

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Planning Engineering Inspections

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Brad Stroppel EXT: 2338

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Dennis Westrick

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Emergency Water Supply Interconnect 
Bear Lake Water System and Emergency Water Supply Interconnect Mirror Lake Agreements.

BACKGROUND:

The Bear Lake Water System is a small system run by Utilities, Inc. of Florida that Seminole 
County has had a emergency interconnect with for years. The system is set up so that the 
Seminole County Lynwood Service Area can support automatically. The Interconnect 
Agreement sets forth the terms and conditions of service, price, term, temporary 
utilization requirements, billing, payment, plans, specifications, maintenance, operation, repair 
requirements, curtailment of service, assignment, right of inspection and severability. 

The Mirror Lake interconnect allows for automatic back up emergency water supply between 
the Seminole County Lynwood Service Area and the Utilities Inc. of Florida system if needed.  
The Interconnect Agreement sets forth the terms and conditions of service, price, term, 
temporary utilization requirements, billing, payment, plans, specifications, maintenance,
operation, repair requirements, curtailment of service, assignment, right of inspection and
severability. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Bear 
Lake Water System and Mirror Lake Emergency Water Supply Interconnect Agreements.  

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Mirror Lake Water Emergency Interconnect Agreement
2. Bear Lake Water System Emergency Interconnect Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 26

 
SUBJECT: Emergency Water Supply Interconnect Agreements "Bear Lake Water System and 
Mirror Lake Interconnect"

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Water and Sewer

AUTHORIZED BY: John Cirello CONTACT: Gary Rudolph EXT: 2020

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Gary Rudolph

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Susan Dietrich )gfedcb



































 
27



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolutions to ratify issuance 
by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds in an 
amount not to exceed $9,000,000.00 for Phase I and $4,800,000.00 for Phase II.

BACKGROUND:

Under the authority granted through an agreement dated February 1, 1982 between Seminole 
County and the Orange County Housing Finance Authority, the Authority has approved a plan 
of financing contemplating the issuance of its Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 
Series in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $9,000,000 for Phase I and $4,800,000 
for Phase II. The proceeds of the bonds will be used to finance the acquisition and 
construction of a residential rental project to be owned by Town Parke, Ltd., a Florida limited 
partnership, for persons and families of low, middle and moderate income (the “Project”).  The
Project is located in Seminole County.

 

A public hearing was held on Monday, June 9, 2008 at the Seminole County Services Building 
at 10:00 am, Room 3024 for the proposed issuance of the bonds. The purpose of the hearing
was to provide opportunity for public comments regarding the issuance of the Multifamily 
Housing Revenue Bonds.  Any comments made during the hearing will be provided prior to the 
Board meeting on June 10, 2008.

 

The Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (“TEFRA”) requires all industrial 
development bonds issued for the purpose of financing multifamily housing developments be 
approved by the Authority and each governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in 
which the bond financed facility is located. 

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 27

 
SUBJECT: Issuance by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of Multifamily Housing 
Revenue Bonds of up to $9,000,000 for Phase I and $4,800,000 for Phase II

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Administration - Fiscal Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Angela Singleton EXT: 7168

County-wide Angela Singleton



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the authorizing resolutions to ratify issuance 
by Orange County Housing Finance Authority of the Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds in an 
amount not to exceed $9,000,000.00 for Phase I and $4,800,000.00 for Phase II.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution Phase I
2. Resolution Phase II
3. Notice of Public Hearing

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Robert McMillan )gfedcb



MIA 180,079,385v15/20/2008 011296026700 

2008 - ______
R E S O L U T I O N

WHEREAS, the Orange County Housing Finance Authority (the “Authority”) was 
created pursuant to Ordinance 78-18, codified in the Code of Orange County at Section 2-151 et
seq; and 

WHEREAS, the Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (“TEFRA”) has 
created a requirement that all industrial development bonds issued after December 31, 1982, for 
the purpose of financing multifamily housing developments require approval by the Authority, 
and each governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in which the bond financed facility 
is located; and 

WHEREAS, such approval is to be given after a public hearing for which reasonable 
notice has been given; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority is contemplating the issuance of its Orange County Housing 
Finance Authority Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series [to be designated] (Town 
Parke Apartments – Phase I) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $9,000,000 (the 
“Bonds”) to finance the acquisition and construction of a residential rental project to be owned 
by Town Parke, Ltd., a Florida limited partnership, or such successor in interest in which 
Atlantic Housing Partners, LLLP, or an affiliate thereof, is a managing member, general partner 
and/or controlling stockholder, for persons of low, middle and moderate income (the “Project”).   

PROJECT/LOCATION NO. OF UNITS
Town Parke Apartments – Phase I located on the 
south side of S.R. 434, approximately 700 feet 
southeast of the intersection of S.R. 434 and 
Tuskawilla Road, Winter Springs, Seminole 
County, Florida

94

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held at 10:00 a. m. on Monday, June 9, 2008, with 
regard to financing this qualified housing development, at the place and at the time described in 
the Notice of Public Hearing attached hereto as Exhibit A, which Notice was published a 
reasonable time in advance of the hearing date in a newspaper of general circulation in Seminole 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority has presented the issue of Bonds in the aggregate principal 
amount not to exceed $9,000,000 for approval to the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County; 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY:
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SECTION 1.  Authority.  This Resolution is adopted pursuant to the Constitution of the 
State of Florida, Chapters 125 and 166, Florida Statutes, and other applicable provisions of law. 

SECTION 2.  Findings.  The Board hereby finds, determines and declares as follows: 

A. The Project and the issuance of the Bonds to finance the Project will have 
a substantial public benefit. 

B. The Board is the elected legislative body of Seminole County and has 
jurisdiction over a portion of the Project. 

C. Seminole County has entered into an Interlocal Agreement with the 
Authority dated February 1, 1982, pursuant to which Seminole County has permitted the 
Authority to operate within its boundaries. 

SECTION 3. Ratification and Approval.  The Board hereby finds that financing the 
Project located in Seminole County will help alleviate the shortage of housing for persons and 
families of low, middle and moderate income in Seminole County. 

Solely for the purpose of Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended, the Board hereby approves the issuance and sale of the Orange County Housing 
Finance Authority Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series [to be designated] (Town 
Parke Apartments – Phase I) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $9,000,000 for the 
purpose of making a loan to Town Parke, Ltd., a Florida limited partnership (the “Owner”), for 
the financing of the cost of acquisition and construction of a residential rental project for persons 
and families of low, middle and moderate income.  The Bonds shall be issued on such terms and 
in such manner as shall be established by subsequent proceedings of the Authority. 

SECTION 4. Limited Obligations. The Bonds and the interest thereon shall not 
constitute an indebtedness or pledge of the general credit or taxing power of Seminole County, 
the State of Florida or any political subdivision or agency thereof but shall be payable solely 
from the revenues pledged therefor pursuant to a loan agreement or other financing agreement 
entered into by and between the Authority and the Owner prior to or contemporaneously with the 
issuance of the Bonds. 

SECTION 5. Limited Approval. The approval given herein shall not be construed as 
an approval of any necessary rezoning applications nor for any other regulatory permits relating 
to the Project and the Board shall not be construed by reason of its adoption of this resolution to 
(i) attest to the Owner’s ability to repay the indebtedness represented by the Bonds, (ii) 
recommend to prospective purchasers of the Bonds to purchase the same, or (iii) have waived 
any right of Seminole County or estopping Seminole County from asserting any rights or 
responsibilities it may have in that regard. 
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SECTION 6.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
its passage. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 10th day of June, 2008. 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By:  Board of County Commissioners 

By:___________________________

Seminole County Chairman 

Attest:

By:____________________________
    Clerk 
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2008 - ______
R E S O L U T I O N

WHEREAS, the Orange County Housing Finance Authority (the “Authority”) was 
created pursuant to Ordinance 78-18, codified in the Code of Orange County at Section 2-151 et
seq; and 

WHEREAS, the Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (“TEFRA”) has 
created a requirement that all industrial development bonds issued after December 31, 1982, for 
the purpose of financing multifamily housing developments require approval by the Authority, 
and each governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in which the bond financed facility 
is located; and 

WHEREAS, such approval is to be given after a public hearing for which reasonable 
notice has been given; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority is contemplating the issuance of its Orange County Housing 
Finance Authority Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series [to be designated] (Town 
Parke Apartments – Phase II) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $4,800,000 (the 
“Bonds”) to finance the acquisition and construction of a residential rental project to be owned 
by Town Parke II, Ltd., a Florida limited partnership, or such successor in interest in which 
Atlantic Housing Partners, LLLP, or an affiliate thereof, is a managing member, general partner 
and/or controlling stockholder, for persons of low, middle and moderate income (the “Project”).   

PROJECT/LOCATION NO. OF UNITS
Town Parke Apartments – Phase II located on the 
south side of S.R. 434, approximately 700 feet 
southeast of the intersection of S.R. 434 and 
Tuskawilla Road, Winter Springs, Seminole 
County, Florida

47

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held at 10:00 a. m. on Monday, June 9, 2008, with 
regard to financing this qualified housing development, at the place and at the time described in 
the Notice of Public Hearing attached hereto as Exhibit A, which Notice was published a 
reasonable time in advance of the hearing date in a newspaper of general circulation in Seminole 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority has presented the issue of Bonds in the aggregate principal 
amount not to exceed $4,800,000 for approval to the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County; 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY:
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SECTION 1.  Authority.  This Resolution is adopted pursuant to the Constitution of the 
State of Florida, Chapters 125 and 166, Florida Statutes, and other applicable provisions of law. 

SECTION 2.  Findings.  The Board hereby finds, determines and declares as follows: 

A. The Project and the issuance of the Bonds to finance the Project will have 
a substantial public benefit. 

B. The Board is the elected legislative body of Seminole County and has 
jurisdiction over a portion of the Project. 

C. Seminole County has entered into an Interlocal Agreement with the 
Authority dated February 1, 1982, pursuant to which Seminole County has permitted the 
Authority to operate within its boundaries. 

SECTION 3. Ratification and Approval.  The Board hereby finds that financing the 
Project located in Seminole County will help alleviate the shortage of housing for persons and 
families of low, middle and moderate income in Seminole County. 

Solely for the purpose of Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended, the Board hereby approves the issuance and sale of the Orange County Housing 
Finance Authority Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series [to be designated] (Town 
Parke Apartments – Phase II) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $4,800,000 for the 
purpose of making a loan to Town Parke II, Ltd., a Florida limited partnership (the “Owner”), for 
the financing of the cost of acquisition and construction of a residential rental project for persons 
and families of low, middle and moderate income.  The Bonds shall be issued on such terms and 
in such manner as shall be established by subsequent proceedings of the Authority. 

SECTION 4. Limited Obligations. The Bonds and the interest thereon shall not 
constitute an indebtedness or pledge of the general credit or taxing power of Seminole County, 
the State of Florida or any political subdivision or agency thereof but shall be payable solely 
from the revenues pledged therefor pursuant to a loan agreement or other financing agreement 
entered into by and between the Authority and the Owner prior to or contemporaneously with the 
issuance of the Bonds. 

SECTION 5. Limited Approval. The approval given herein shall not be construed as 
an approval of any necessary rezoning applications nor for any other regulatory permits relating 
to the Project and the Board shall not be construed by reason of its adoption of this resolution to 
(i) attest to the Owner’s ability to repay the indebtedness represented by the Bonds, (ii) 
recommend to prospective purchasers of the Bonds to purchase the same, or (iii) have waived 
any right of Seminole County or estopping Seminole County from asserting any rights or 
responsibilities it may have in that regard. 
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SECTION 6.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
its passage. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 10th day of June, 2008. 

SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By:  Board of County Commissioners 

By:___________________________

Seminole County Chairman 

Attest:

By:____________________________
    Clerk 
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EXHIBIT A 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
ORANGE COUNTY HOUSING FINANCE AUTHORITY 

RESIDENTIAL RENTAL PROJECTS

Notice is hereby given that the Orange County Housing Finance Authority (the "Authority") will conduct a 
public hearing concerning the proposed issuance by the Authority of its not to exceed $9,000,000 Multifamily 
Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series [to be designated] (Town Parke Apartments – Phase I) (the “Town Parke 
Apartments – Phase I Bonds”), and its not to exceed $4,800,000 Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds, 2008 Series 
[to be designated] (Town Parke Apartments – Phase II) (the “Town Parke Apartments – Phase II Bonds”).  The 
proceeds of the Town Parke Apartments – Phase I Bonds and the proceeds of the Town Parke Apartments – Phase II 
Bonds would be used to finance the acquisition of the respective residential rental projects listed below for persons 
of low, middle and moderate income:  

PROJECT/LOCATION NO. OF UNITS OWNER
Town Parke Apartments – Phase I
located on the south side of S.R. 434, 
approximately 700 feet southeast of the 
intersection of S.R. 434 and Tuskawilla Road, 
Winter Springs, Seminole County, Florida  

94 Town Parke, Ltd., a Florida limited 
partnership, or such successor in interest in 
which Atlantic Housing Partners, LLLP, or an 
affiliate thereof, is a managing member, general 
partner and/or controlling stockholder 

Town Parke Apartments – Phase II
located on the south side of S.R. 434, 
approximately 700 feet southeast of the 
intersection of S.R. 434 and Tuskawilla Road, 
Winter Springs, Seminole County, Florida  

47 Town Parke II, Ltd., a Florida limited 
partnership or such successor in interest in 
which Atlantic Housing Partners, LLLP, or an 
affiliate thereof, is a managing member, general 
partner and/or controlling stockholder 

The public hearing will be held at the following time and location (the hearing for the Town Parke 
Apartments – Phase I Bonds will be held first, followed immediately by the hearing for Town Parke Apartments – 
Phase II Bonds): 

TIME LOCATION

10:00 A.M. 
Monday, June 9, 2008 

Seminole County Services Building 
3rd Floor, Room 3024 
1101 East 1st Street 

Sanford, Florida 32771 

Interested persons are invited to submit written comments or present oral comments at the hearing 
regarding the proposed issuance of the Town Parke Apartments – Phase I Bonds and the Town Parke Apartments – 
Phase II Bonds.  Written comments should be received by the Authority on or before June 6, 2008.  Oral comments 
will be limited to no more than 3 minutes per person.  Written comments or notice of intent to present oral 
comments should be directed to: 

         Orange County Housing Finance Authority 
                         2211 E. Hillcrest Street 
                         Orlando, Florida 32803 
                   Attention:  Executive Director 

SECTION 286.0105, FLORIDA STATUTES, STATES THAT IF A PERSON DECIDES TO APPEAL ANY DECISION MADE BY A BOARD,
AGENCY, OR COMMISSION WITH RESPECT TO ANY MATTER CONSIDERED AT A MEETING OR HEARING, SUCH PERSON WILL
NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS, AND THAT, FOR SUCH PURPOSE, MAY NEED TO ENSURE THAT A VERBATIM
RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, WHICH RECORD INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE
APPEAL IS TO BE BASED.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-61 through the Public Safety Grants Fund in the amount of 
$1,694,703.00 for improvements to the County’s E911 system.

BACKGROUND:

Seminole County has been awarded a grant from the State of Florida E911 Board in the 
amount of $1,694,703 for improvements to the County's E911 system.  Funding was received 
on April 22, 2008.  

The E911 Board provides grant funding to assist counties with the installation of Enhanced 
911 (E911) systems and to provide “seamless” Enhanced 911 throughout the State of Florida.  
The criterion for determining funding award is based upon priority, the availability of funds, 
current system life expectancy, system replacement needs, and Phase II compliance per the 
Federal Communications Commission.

Replacement of the system will enhance the system’s ability to identify callers, accept 
emerging technologies, rapidly assign resources and dispatch the appropriate equipment to 
the location requiring emergency services.   This is a non-matching grant.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-61 through the Public 
Safety Grants Fund in the amount of $1,694,703.00 for improvements to the County’s E911
system.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request
2. Grant Application

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 28

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-61 - $1,694,703 - Public Safety - Public Safety Grants Fund 

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Ryan Switzer EXT: 7174

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Public Safety\BAR 08-61 E911 CPE.doc

2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:  Public Safety

Fund(s):  Public Safety Grants-Other          
PURPOSE:  To appropriate grant funds from the State of Florida 

E911 Board in the amount of $1,694,703 for improvements to the County’s 
E911 system. 

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

11913.334250.055702    Public Safety Grants  $1,694,703 
       

     

Total Sources     $ 1,694,703

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
11913.055702.560642  00274601 W  Capital Equipment  $1,694,703 

    
    

Total Uses     $ 1,694,703

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          

 as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest:
 By: 

Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the      Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

Ryan Switzer  5/5/08
Analyst Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-61 
BAR
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APPLICATION FOR

THE E911 STATE GRANT PROGRAM 
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Introduction
The E911 State Grant Program is to assist counties with the installation of Enhanced 911 (E911) 
systems and to provide “seamless” Enhanced 911 throughout the State of Florida.

Eligibility
The Board of County Commissioners in any county in the State of Florida is eligible to apply for this grant 
program.  Funding priorities are established in Appendix I. 

Definition
As used herein, the term “Board” shall mean The State of Florida E911 Board. 

General Conditions
1. The applicant must provide one complete original and seven copies of Page 5 through 10 and the 

associated quotes for the grant application postmarked or delivered on or before February 1, 2008. 

2. The E911 Board will not consider leasing of equipment unless the applicant can show that leasing 
rather than purchase will reduce total costs.   

3. Applications for grants for each item over $25,000 must be accompanied by at least three written 
competitive quotes from different vendors. The E911 Board will compare the three quotes to any 
existing state contract in order to determine appropriate funding.  Any county that has made a good 
faith effort to obtain three competitive quotes and has not been able to obtain the quotes can request 
E911 Board review based on substantiated proof of request for quotes or posting of the request with 
documentation of the limited responses.  Sole sources funding will be considered on a case-by-case 
basis.  Justification and documentation for sole-source funding must be provided with this application.  
Sole source will be considered if provided in accordance with Florida Statutes 287 or with provision of 
a letter from the county’s purchasing department that the project is a sole source procurement based on 
the county’s purchasing requirements.  Grant applications less than $25,000.00 shall be accompanied 
by at least one quote for equipment or services. 

4. Applicants requesting items from different funding priorities should complete a separate application for 
each priority. (SEE ADDENDUM I GRANT FUNDING PRIORITY LIST FOR A LISTING OF 
FUNDING PRIORITIES)

5. No requests for funding will be acknowledged for any items not listed in Florida Statutes §365.172(9).  

6. Salaries and associated expenses for 911 Coordinators and call takers or other 911 personnel will not be 
funded.

7. Equipment maintenance and warranty costs will not be funded on more than a one year basis. 

8. Training costs shall be limited to training for the specific 911 system equipment being funded. 
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9. Wireline database costs from the Local Exchange Carrier, centerline mapping, vehicle expenses and 
aerial photography expenses will not be funded. 

10. Should two or more counties jointly apply for a grant, each county will be required to complete and 
submit a Grant Program Application detailing the funds requested and the county responsible for the 
funds, with a combined grant package and/or a memorandum of understanding of all counties involved 
detailing the entire project. 

11. Equipment procurement shall be based on the county’s purchasing requirement and the applicable State 
purchasing requirements including Florida Statutes 112.061. 

Grant Accounting and Reporting Procedures

12. Grant funds shall be deposited in an account maintained by the grantee, and each grant shall be tracked 
using a unique accounting code designator for deposits, disbursements and expenditures assigned by 
the County.  All grant funds in the account maintained by the grantee shall be accounted for separately 
from all other funds.  Grant funds, including accrued interest, can only be used between the beginning 
and ending dates of the grant unless the Board authorizes an extension.  Time extension requests shall 
be submitted on a Request for Change Form.  Failure to have the grant underway; e.g., equipment under 
contract, may result in the rejection of a time extension request and grantee county may be required to 
return the grant funds.

13. Grant funds must be deposited in an interest-bearing account, any interest generated must be spent as 
part of this project or the interest shall be returned to the Board.  Utilization of the interest funds shall 
be authorized through an approved Request for Change Form and expenditure documentation shall be 
included in the final report. 

14. Grantees will be required to submit quarterly reports summarizing all expenditures and status of the 
grant project. The report periods will end on September 30, December 31, March 31, and June 30 of 
each year with reports due within 30 days after these dates.  In lieu of submitting a signed quarterly 
Budget/Expenditure Report form, the updated form can be e-mailed to the Board’s 
administrative/technical staff.  The County’s Board of County Commission Chairperson shall be 
notified when updates are not received within 45 days.  Funding continuance will be based on timely 
submission of quarterly reports. 

15. At project completion, a final report shall be submitted based on the same reporting periods described 
above. The County shall determine the final completion date based on the final payment date, or the 
initiation date of the warranty period. Final documentation including copies of all expenditures and 
corresponding invoices shall be submitted within 90 days of the final report.    

16. Responsibility for property and equipment obtained under a grant cannot be transferred under any 
circumstances. If a sale or transfer of such property or equipment occurs within three years after a grant 
ends, funds must be returned on a pro rata basis. 

17. The grantee agrees that any improvement, expansion or other effect brought about in whole or part by 
grant funds will be maintained.   
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18. No changes or departures from the original request shall be permitted unless approved in writing by the 
Board.  Such requests shall be submitted using the form attached in Appendix II.  Any unauthorized 
change shall require the return of grant funds, plus any interest accrued. 

19. The Board reserves the right to adjust the funds awarded based upon the minimum allowable 
specification for performing the needed E911 function.

20. Applications will be awarded based upon the priorities set by the Board as listed in Addendum I 
GRANT FUNDING PRIORITY LIST. 

21. Quarterly reports and Request for Change forms may be faxed, emailed, mailed or delivered to the 
E911 Board Administrative or Technical Staff. 

22. Applications must be delivered to the following address: 
State of Florida E911 Board 
ATTN: Penney Taylor 
4050 Esplanade Way 
Building 4030 - Suite 160E 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 

23. Grant funds shall be awarded during two fiscal schedules: 2007-08 (1st and 2nd quarter of 2008) and 
2008-09 (3rd and 4th quarter of 2008).  There is only one grant submissions date, February 1, 2008.  The 
grants received as of that date will be used for both grant award schedules.

E911 STATE GRANT PROGRAM CALENDAR 

2007-08 Schedule 2008-09 Schedule 
Counties submit Application by February 1, 2008 by February 1, 2008
Board Members evaluate 
applications February – April, 2008 February – July, 2008

Board votes on applications to 
fund at regularly scheduled 
meeting

February - June, 2008 July – October, 2008

Board sends notification of 
funding and issues check to 
counties approved for funding

before June 30, 2008 before December 30, 2008

Implementation period One year from receipt of award 
and funds. 

One year from receipt of award 
and funds.

24. Grant funds for the 2007-08 schedule will be disbursed in the 1st and 2nd quarter of 2008 upon 
notification of award.  Notification of awards will be provided for the 2008-09 schedule but the grant 
funds will not be disbursed until the E911 Board receives a copy of the actual contract for the project. 

25. The determination of the grant award schedule used to award approved grants will be based on grant 
funding, application requirements, grant priorities and county information submitted in the grant 
application.  If a county would prefer the grant request to be awarded in the second grant schedule, note 
this in grant application item #7.  
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County Seminole 

STATE OF FLORIDA E911 BOARD 
E911 STATE GRANT PROGRAM APPLICATION

Total Amount Requested: $1,694,702.56

Project Title: E911 System Upgrade 

1. Board of County Commissioners Chair: Brenda Carey 

Mailing Address: 1101 E. First Street 

City: Sanford 
State: Florida Zip: 32771 -  
Phone: ( 407 ) 665-7209 Fax: 407-665-7958 
Suncom:
Email Address: alockhart@seminolecountyfl.gov

2. County 911 Coordinator: Dina Walker 

Mailing Address: 150 Bush Blvd 

City: Sanford  
State: Florida Zip: 32773 - 6706 
Phone: ( 407 ) 665-5911 Fax: 407-665-5036 
Suncom:
Email Address: mwalker@seminolecountyfl.gov 

3. Federal Tax ID Number: 59740013K 



W Form 1A                                  E911 State Grant Application                         Effective 11/1/2007   Page  6

County Seminole 
COUNTY INFORMATION 

4. County Fact Sheet  

A. County Seminole 
B. Population 425,645 
C. Total Number of Incoming Nonwireless Trunks 41 
D. Total Number of Incoming Wireless Trunks 0 
E. Number of PSAP’s 5 
F. Number of Call Taker Positions 46 

G. Total Estimated Volume of 911 Calls (Please complete table) 

AGENCY WIRELINE WIRELESS TOTAL 
Law Enforcement  18953 12176 31129 
Fire 2825 1171 3996 
Emergency Medical Services Inc. in fire Inc. in fire  

TOTAL 21778 13347 372,285 yr 

H. a. What equipment is needed to maintain the Enhanced 911 system? 
 -Recording Equipment  Yes      No
 -Generator  Yes      No
 -CPE Equipment  Yes      No

-Other (Please specify) 911 Workstation equipment 
b. What are the current monthly costs for your E911 system 

(circuits, customer records, hardware and software, etc.)?   
$101,199.00

c. What are the current monthly costs for maintenance of 
items included in b? 

$ included

I. Financial Information:  
a. Amount of County 911 capitol expenditure carry forward 

currently available 
525,126.00

b. 911 fee revenue used for call taker salaries & expenditures 
(FY2006-07)

$223,721.24

c. 911 fee revenue used for 911 personnel salaries & 
expenditures (FY2006-07) 

$190,676.70

d. County funded 911 expenditures (FY2006-07) $0 
e. Total 911 expenditures (FY2006-07) $1,949,077.00 
f. Total 911 fee revenues (FY2006-07) $2,474,203.00 inc. interest 
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County Seminole 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND JUSTIFICATION 

A 12 POINT FONT MUST BE USED OR LEGIBLE HAND PRINTING

5. NEEDS STATEMENT:  Describe your county’s existing E911 system and justify the project. 
Describe why your county is requesting this grant and why your county would not be able to 
complete this project without this grant program. (Please limit needs statement to no more 
than one page.) 

Seminole County currently has Positron Lifeline and IAP Plus workstations and Power 911 IWS 
at all five of our PSAPs. All of our equipment is over five years old and we received an End of Life 
notification for the IAP Plus workstations, ICM, UPI, and Express TTD keyboard equipment, 
effective July 2007. Currently our Power 911 and Lifeline CPE are being interfaced via the IAP 
workstations however due to End of Life, parts for repair and replacement are getting more 
difficult and expensive to find. Due to the difficulty of locating parts, at times repairs to our 
workstations are delayed causing service levels to be under what is needed for maximum 
efficiency.  Due to our need to replace our current equipment as soon as possible, Seminole 
County is requesting consideration for Priority One Grant assistance. 

To insure continued operations of the county’s E911 system, the current system needs 
immediate replacement.  The county’s current funding is insufficient for the replacement and 
purchase of this equipment. 

We currently have $525,126.00 in capital carry-forward funds, however that will only allow us to 
replace a portion of our PSAPs equipment. The carry forward funds have been budgeted for 
logging recorder replacement utilizing $300,000 of the carry forward funds.  Funds are required 
for wireless phase II mapping system equipment and needed network upgrades, TTY devices 
and contingency.  Award of this grant would allow us to replace all of our PSAPs equipment 
making the project more cost efficient and allow less liability.

6. PURPOSE:  Briefly describe goal(s) and how this grant project would be in concurrence with 
the State E911 Plan. 

The purpose of this grant is to replace the current E911 system with one that will meet the goals 
set forth by the State of Florida’s 911 Plan on Enhanced 911 Systems. We will be able to expand 
our number or operator workstations as needed without difficulty of locating parts and timely 
delays. Another great benefit of moving to the Positron Viper is the ability to condense the 
amount of equipment. With the planned replacement, we will move from having five separate sets 
of back room equipment to maintain to only two Viper systems servicing the entire County.
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County Seminole 

7. PROJECT DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION.  Describe the project including the objectives, 
required steps and an approximate schedule or time frame with procurement and payment 
milestones.  (Include sole source justification if applicable) 

This project will require installation of new CPE at two locations and front room equipment at all 
five PSAP locations in the County.   Positron VIPER facilitates the addition of call-handling 
positions remote from the PSAP. Through VoIP technology, voice and data can be transmitted 
together simultaneously, ensuring that remote positions have access to the features and data 
available at the main center, at any time.  Since we are an existing Power 911 customer the 
transition will be painless. The same Power 911 GUI that is used to today is used with Positron 
VIPER. This minimizes training time and provides the same reliable interface that call-handlers 
are used to today. Since one of the cad systems used in the county is also manufactured by 
Positron and we are considering purchasing their Voice Recording equipment, we hope that by 
purchasing straight from Positron we will have one point of contact for repair issues and lower 
maintenance costs. 

Upon notification of grant award Seminole County will begin to contract with Positron via the 
purchasing process. The anticipated schedule is: 

0-90 Days – Work with Procurement and Purchasing department on contract 

91- 140 Days –0rder equipment and hold planning meetings 

141-210 Days – Await deliver of equipment and prepare work area  

211- 230 Days – Equipment delivered, installation and training begins. 

Seminole County requested proposals from CPE vendors including the Local Exchange Carrier.
We received three actual quotes from the requests.  Attached are copies of the requests and 
responses from the other vendors.  The proposal used for the budget report and this grant was 
from Positron as both our equipment vendor and service/maintenance provider. 
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County Seminole 

9. ASSURANCES

ACCEPTANCE OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS: The grantee accepts all grant terms and 
conditions. Grantee understands that grants are contingent upon the availability of funds. 

DISCLAIMER: The grantee certifies that the facts and information contained in this application 
and any attached documents are true and correct.  A violation of this requirement may result in 
revocation of the grant, return of all funds and interest accrued (if any), to the Board and any 
other remedy provided by law. 

NOTIFICATION OF AWARDS: The grantee understands and accepts that the notice of award 
will be advertised in the Florida Administrative Weekly and that 21 days after this 
advertisement the grantee waives any right to challenge or protest pursuant to Chapter 120, 
F.S.

MAINTENANCE OF IMPROVEMENT AND EXPANSION: The grantee agrees that any 
improvement, expansion or other effect brought about in whole or part by grant funds, will be 
maintained.  No substantial changes or departures from the original proposal shall be 
permitted unless the E911 Board gives prior written authorization. Any unauthorized change 
will necessitate the return of grant funds, plus interest (if any) accrued.

Failure to utilize grant funds as represented may jeopardize eligibility to be considered for 
future funding. 

10. AUTHORITY 

I hereby affirm my authority and responsibility for the use of funds requested. 

_________________________________________________   ______________ 
SIGNATURE – CHAIR, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS     DATE 

_________________________________________________
Printed Name 

_________________________________________________ ______________
ATTESTED TO            DATE 
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Request for Change

Name of County:

BUDGET LINE ITEM  CHANGE FROM CHANGE TO  
   

TOTAL $ $ 

Justification For Change: 

____________________________________                           ______________ 
Signature of Authorized Official            Date 

For E911 Board use only. 

Approved:   Yes    No 

__________________________________________   _____________________ 
E911 Board’s Authorized Representative    Date 

Appendix I
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Addendum I 

Funding Priorities for the E911 State Grant Program 

The criteria for determining acceptability for disbursement of funds from the State of Florida 
E911 County Grant Program will be made on a PRIORITY basis.  County grant applications 
shall be prioritized based on the availability of funds, current system life expectancy, system 
replacement needs, and Phase II compliance per the Federal Communications Commission.  No 
grants will be available to any county for next-generation deployment until all counties are Phase 
II complete. There will be four (4) priorities as identified below: 

PRIORITY 1: Counties with E911 Phase II systems that require immediate system 
replacement to maintain enhanced 911 status or when the expected life of the system is less than 1 
year.  Should any funds remain after provisioning for Priority 1 needs, remaining funds will be 
made available for Priority 2 grants. 

PRIORITY 2: Statewide or regional next generation 911 systems including routing system 
implementations.  Should any funds remain after provisioning for Priority 1 & 2 needs, remaining 
funds will be made available for Priority 3 grants. 

PRIORITY 3: Counties with E911 or Phase II Systems requesting system upgrades related 
to next generation 911 system implementations.  These may be hardware, software, network, or 
data base requirements.  Should any funds remain after provisioning for Priority 1, 2 & 3 needs, 
remaining funds will be made available for Priority 4 grants. 

PRIORITY 4: Statewide or regional systems including but not limited to mapping, 
geographic information systems (GIS) and backup system implementations.  Should any funds 
remain after provisioning for Priority 1, 2, 3 & 4 needs, remaining funds will be made available 
for Priority 5 grants. 

PRIORITY 5: Counties with E911 systems that require replacement of necessary hardware 
or software components for maintaining enhanced 911 status or wireless Phase II status.  Should 
any funds remain after provisioning for Priority 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5 needs, remaining funds will be 
made available for Priority 6 grants. 

PRIORITY 6:  Counties with E911, Phase I or Phase II systems that require allowable 911 
expense items that are not defined in Priorities 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5 but are needed to maintain a 
complete 911 system.  This may include hardware or software that is allowable by the statutes but 
not covered in Priority 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5.   

Priority 1 grants shall be funded first then Priority 2 and so forth until a priority level is reached 
where there are insufficient funds to fund all approved grant requests.   Total funding for this 
priority may be adjusted based on the remaining funds available for these applications and the 
number of applications. 
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Funding Matrix 

Awarded funding will be based on the county’s financial need and the grant award may be 
adjusted based on the amount of capitol expenditure carry forward currently available, number of 
PSAP positions per population, number of calls per position and/or population, the county’s 
currently assessed LEC E911 fee and other factors including percentage use of fee revenue for call 
taker and personnel costs. 

The Funding Matrix will be completed and used in the grant evaluation process by the E911 
Board.  It is included in the grant application for informational purposes.  Each of the items in the 
Funding Matrix will scored based on a value between zero and two.  The following Funding 
Matrix Worksheet is an example of a completed worksheet with the maximum score on all items. 
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For E911 Board use only. 

Error! Not a valid link.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-63 through the State Housing Initiatives Partnership Grant 
Fund in the amount of $785,941.00 to increase funding for the "SHIP" grant program.

BACKGROUND:
The "SHIP" grant program generates program income consisting of interest ($292,686), 
principal and interest received on mortgage payments ($61,745), and mortgage pay-offs 
($431,510), totaling $785,941.  Allocation of the program income received from July 1, 2007
through April 30, 2008 is being made so that new acquisition and rehabilitation projects can 
commence.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution 
implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-63 through the State Housing Initiatives 
Partnership Grant Fund in the amount of $785,941.00 to increase funding for the "SHIP" grant
program.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 29

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-63 - $785,941 - Community Services - State Housing Initiatives Program 
Grant Fund

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: BettySegal EXT: 7171

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Community Services\BAR 08-63 SHIP FY2007-08 Prog Inc.doc

2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department: Community Services

Fund(s): State Housing Initiatives Partnership (SHIP)           
PURPOSE: To allocate SHIP Program Income received July 1, 

2007 through April 30, 2008, so that new acquisition and rehabilitation projects 
can commence and encumbrances be established.  This also true’s up the 
estimated award to the actual award received. 

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
12008.361100   Interest on Investments $292,686
12008.369120    SHIP Mortgage Principal 56,006
12008.361120    SHIP Mortgage Interest 5,739 
12008.369900    SHIP Miscellaneous Other 431,510

Total Sources     $ 785,941

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
12008.335910   SHIP Program $374
12008.066708.580821   Aid to Private Organizations 785,567
    

Total Uses     $ 785,941

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          

 as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest:
 By: 

Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the      Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

B Segal  5/5/08 
Analyst Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-63 
BAR
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Resolution (BAR) # 08-66 through the Water and Sewer Bond Fund, Series 2006 
in the amount of $187,473.00 to increase funding for the Apple Valley Pump Station Project.

BACKGROUND:

The Apple Valley Pump Station Project will provide replacement construction for a pump 
station.  The original cost estimate was based on rehabilitation of the existing wet well.  During 
the design phase, it was determined that the wet well was not repairable and a new wet well 
would be needed, along with associated new piping, valving, and a manhole. It was also 
determined that a new backup power generator would be needed.  Construction is anticipated 
to start in July 2008 and finish in February 2009.

The County expended $ 29,956 through September 30, 2007 on this project. The current
budget for this project is $253,544. After approval of the attached BAR, the total project 
budget in the current year will be $441,017, resulting in a total project cost of approximately 
$470,973.

Funding provided by the attached BAR will allow the addition of a new wet well and back-up 
power generator.  Funding for these additional costs is being provided from reserves.  After 
the attached budget adjustment, the reserve balance in the Water and Sewer Bond Fund, 
Series 2006 will be $23,846,567. No other additional costs are anticipated for this project.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Resolution (BAR) # 08-66 through the Water 
and Sewer Bond Fund, Series 2006 in the amount of $187,473.00 to increase funding for the 
Apple Valley Pump Station Project.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 30

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-66 - $187,473 - Environmental Services - Water and Sewer Bonds, 
Series 2006 - Apple Valley Pump Station

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



ATTACHMENTS:

1. BAR 08-66

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Environmental Services\BAR 08-66  -Apple Valley.doc

2008-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 & Sewer Bonds, Series 2006          
PURPOSE:  Additional appropriation for the Apple Valley Pump 

Station Project due to increased scope/costs. 

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
40105.999915.599994   Reserve for Capital 

Improvements 
187,473

       
     

Total Sources     $ 187,473

Uses:
    

Account Number  Project #  Account Title Amount
40105.087817.560650  00203901 Construction In Progress 187,473
    
    

Total Uses     $ 187,473

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          

 as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest:
 By: 

Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the      Brenda Carey, Chairman 
Board of County Commissioners  

Date:  Date:  
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

K Hufman  5/19/08
Analyst Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-66 
BAR
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-67 through the Self-Insurance Fund in the amount of 
$200,000.00 for the rebuilding of the Midway Community Center.

BACKGROUND:

The roof of the Midway Community Center collapsed on June 6, 2007 mainly due to the weight 
of rain water, which was collecting on top of the building.  Upon further investigation by 
Seminole County’s Facilities Management/Construction Management Division and Rhodes-

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 31

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-67 - $200,000 – Administrative Services – Self-Insurance Fund – Midway 
Community Center Rebuild

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Timothy Jecks EXT: 7181

County-wide Lin Polk

Brito Architects, it was observed that the building had water intrusion, structural fatigue, interior 
and exterior destruction and vandalism.  The Building will need to be brought to current 
building and ADA codes for public use.  

Design assumptions were based on the current building codes and other regulatory
requirements for the renovation of the existing building.  For the design, the code and 
regulatory requirements considered would minimally be ADA, Fire Protection, Florida Building 
Codes, Health Department Certification and St. Johns River Water Management District. The 
building would be designed for replacement in kind without any expansion or extra features.  A 
full set of building construction plans would need to be approved at various stages by multiple
permitting/regulatory agencies for approval.
 
The budget provided by this BAR will provide for A&E costs, which will be used to determine 
the total cost of the rebuild.  All project costs above $200,000 are anticipated to be covered by 
insurance reimbursement.  Once the total project cost is determined, another BAR will be 
brought to the Board to appropriate those funds.

It is estimated that the design phase could take 6 – 8 months

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #06-67 through the Self-
Insurance Fund in the amount of $200,000.00 for the rebuilding of the Midway Community 
Center.



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Amendment Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST FS Recommendation 

Timothy Jecks      05/20/08
Analyst  Date 

Budget Manager Date 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  

H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Administrative Services\BAR 08-67 Midway Community Center $200,000.doc

 Department:  Administrative Services 
Fund(s): Self-Insurance Fund

PURPOSE: To fund A&E costs related to the Rebuild of the 
Midway Community Center. All project costs above $200,000 are anticipated 
to be covered by insurance reimbursement. 

Director Date 

BAR 08-67 

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

50100.599998 Reserve for Contingency $200,000

Total Sources $ 200,000

Uses:
Account Number Project # Account Title Amount

50100.010504.560650 00278901 Capital In Progress (Midway Community 
Center Rebuild Project) 200,000

Total Uses $ 200,000

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was 
adopted at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida          

 as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest:
 By: 

Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the  Brenda Carey 
Board of County Commissioners Chairman

Date:  Date: 
Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date: 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget Change Request (BCR) #08-24 
through the General Fund in the amount of $107,891 in order to fund the acquisition of the 
OnBase / Workflow software.

BACKGROUND:

The OnBase / Workflow software system is a system of interrelated software modules which 
are required in order to more efficiently and effectively process documents by the Information 
Technology Services Department.  The related modules consist of the following items:

� Records Management 
� Distributed Disk Services
� Integration for Microsoft InfoPath 
� Digital Signature
� Signature Pad Interface
� Workflow Enterprise Server
� Workflow Workstation Client
� WorkView Concurrent Client SL 

The County's FY 2007/08 adopted budget included funding for the OnBase / Workflow 
software, installation, and training.  The attached Budget Change Request (BCR) consolidates 
all applicable funding contained within the Department's FY 2007/08 Operating Budget for the 
acquisition of the OnBase / Workflow software system into a single project for the acquisition 
and implementation of the software.

General Fund Reserves are not affected by the attached BCR.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 32

 
SUBJECT: BCR #08-24 - $107,891 - General Fund - OnBase/Workflow Software acquisition

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget 
Change Request (BCR) #08-24 through the General Fund in the amount of $107,891 in order 
to fund the acquisition of the OnBase / Workflow software.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Change Request

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



Revised 1/08 
H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Information Technology Services\BCR 08-24 OnBase Workflow.doc 

***SEMINOLE COUNTY BUDGET REQUEST*** Budget Division Use only:
DATE: 5/27/08
FROM: Department Information Technology Services  BCR 08-24

 Division Development 

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 OnBase / Workflow project, including software acquisition, installation, training, and ancillary 
costs.. 

Fund # 00100  Fund Name General Fund 

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT
TRANSFER  00100.140620.530340    Contracted Services  $ 8,715

FROM  00100.140620.530400   Travel and Per Diem  1,250
 00100.140620.530520    Operating Supplies  8,526

  00100.140630.530310    Professional Services  89,400
      TOTAL $ 107,891

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT

TRANSFER  00100.140620.560642  00279201
(New)

Capital Equipment >$4,999 
(OnBase / Workflow Software)  $103,901

TO  00100.140620.530340  00279201
(New)

Contracted Services 
(OnBase / Workflow Software)  $3,990

      
        
      TOTAL $ 107,891

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval Date 5/20/08 Analyst Fredrik Coulter Budget Manager  

REVIEW: FS Director  County Manager  

BCC APPROVAL: BCC Meeting Date 6/10/08 Date Signed  Signature  

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget Change Request (BCR) #08-25 
through the General Fund in the amount of $8,100 in order to fund the Tower Top Amplifier 
project.

BACKGROUND:

The Tower Top Amplifier project consists of the purchase of a spare tower top amplifier.  
Seminole County's 800 MHz radio system currently has nine tower top amplifiers installed at 
nine tower sites.  Seminole County has no spare tower top amplifiers. In the event that a 
tower top amplifier is lost due to electrical failure or lightning strike, Seminole County does not 
have the capability of immediately replacing an existing amplifier. During this time, the First 
Responders would have poor, degraded communications with field units and 911 
communications centers.

The attached Budget Transfer Request transfers funds available within the Information 
Technologies Department's operating appropriations to establish funding in the amount of 
$8,100 to purchase an additional Tower Top Amplifier.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Budget 
Change Request (BCR) #08-25 through the General Fund in the amount of $8,100 in order to 
fund the Tower Top Amplifier project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Change Request

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 33

 
SUBJECT: BCR #08-25 - $8,100 - General Fund - Tower top amplifier

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

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

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



Revised 1/08 
H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Information Technology Services\BCR 08-25 Tower Top Amplifier.doc 

***SEMINOLE COUNTY BUDGET REQUEST*** Budget Division Use only:
DATE: 5/27/08
FROM: Department Information Technology Services  BCR 08-25

 Division Operations 

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 Tower Top Amplifier project. 

Fund # 00100  Fund Name General Fund 

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT
TRANSFER        

FROM  00100.140510.530520   Operating Supplies  $ 8,100
       

        
      TOTAL $ 8,100

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT
TRANSFER       

TO  00100.140510.560650  00279101
(New)

Construction in Progress 
(Tower Top Amplifier)  $ 8,100

      
        
      TOTAL $ 8,100

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval Date 5/20/08 Analyst Fredrik Coulter Budget Manager  

REVIEW: FS Director  County Manager  

BCC APPROVAL: BCC Meeting Date 6/10/08 Date Signed  Signature  

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget Change Request (BCR) #08-26 
through the Facilities Maintenance Fund in the amount of $127,454.00 to provide additional 
funding for the Public Safety Building Server Room HVAC project.

BACKGROUND:

The attached BCR is associated with CC-2546-07/DRS with Air Mechanical, which will provide 
for all labor, materials, equipment, transportation, coordination and incidentals necessary for 
purchase and installation of a dedicated HVAC system for the Information
Technology Services computer room located at the Seminole County Public Safety Building. 
The low bid for that contract was $336,701 and Facilities Management has requested an 
additional 5% contingency ($16,835) for a total 07/08 project budget of $353,536.

There is currently $226,082 budgeted in 07/08 for the project. Funding is available in the
Facilities Maintenance Fund to cover the additional $127,454 needed for the project.  The 
attached Budget Change Request does not affect the Facilities Maintenance Fund's Reserves.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Budget
Change Request (BCR) #08-26 through the Facilities Maintenance Fund in the amount of 
$127,454.00 to provide additional funding for the Public Safety Building Server Room HVAC 
project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Budget Change Request

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 34

 
SUBJECT: BCR #08-26 - $127,454 - Facilities Maintenance Fund - Administrative Services -
Public Safety Building Server Room HVAC 

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION: Budget

AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa Spriggs CONTACT: Timothy Jecks EXT: 7181

County-wide Lin Polk

Additionally Reviewed By:
No additional reviews



H:\OM\Omb\BAR-DFS-BCR\FY 2007-08 BAR-DFS-BCR's\Administrative Services\BCR 08-26 PSB Server Room HVAC $127,454.doc 

***SEMINOLE COUNTY BUDGET REQUEST*** Budget Division Use only:
DATE: 3/20/08
FROM: Department Administrative Services BCR 08-26

Division Fleet and Facilities Management 

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 additional funding for the HVAC system in the Public Safety Building Server Room. 

Fund # 00108 Fund Name Facilities Maintenance Fund 

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT

TRANSFER 00108.010590.530462.203 Repairs & Maint – PA HVAC 
General Gov’t $127,454

FROM

TOTAL $127,454

FUND/ACCOUNT NUMBER Project # ACCOUNT TITLE AMOUNT

TRANSFER 00108.010590.560650 00254401 Capital In Progress (PSB 
Server Room HVAC Project) $127,454

TO

TOTAL $127,454

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval Date 3/20/08 Analyst T. Jecks Budget Manager 

REVIEW: FS Director County Manager 

BCC APPROVAL: BCC Meeting Date 6/10/08 Date Signed Signature

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Land Donation Agreement for 9.59 acres 
adjacent to the Spring Hammock Preserve, owned and offered for donation by Mr. James 
Bryan III.

BACKGROUND:
Mr. James Bryan III contacted County staff in December 2007 and expressed a desire to 
donate 9.59 acres and all associated interest/easements to the Seminole County Natural 
Lands Program. This property is located on the northern boundary of the Spring Hammock 
Preserve immediately to the south of Nativity Catholic Church and west of the Florida Auto 
Auction with parcel identifications of 21-20-30-5AP-000-0050 and 21-20-30-5LJ-0E00-0000. At 
their meeting on January 8, 2008 the Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 
authorized staff to move forward with the development of a Land Donation Agreement and 
necessary due diligence to process this donation. Survey, Title Search and a Level One 
Environmental Assessment have all been satisfactorily completed and the attached Land 
Donation Agreement has been drafted and approved by the County Attorneys Office.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve the execution of the attached Land Donation
Agreement.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. James Bryan III donation letter
2. Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 35

 
SUBJECT: James B. Bryan III Spring Hammock Infill Donation

DEPARTMENT: Leisure Services DIVISION: Natural Lands

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Abel CONTACT: Jim Duby EXT: 2001

District 5 Brenda Carey Jim Duby

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize Chairman to execute Service Agreements with various contractors to 
provide children’s programs at the branch libraries as part of the Summer Reading Program.

BACKGROUND:
The Library Services Division utilizes outside organizations/individuals to provide children’s 
programs in the libraries.  Per Risk Management and the County Attorney’s Office, a personal 
service agreement and proof of insurance is required.  Programmers for Summer 2008 are 
listed below:
Steve Knight, Nifty Puppets $1,480.00
Glenn Sinclair, Mashed Potato Players $2,100.00
Darlene Stewart, Sands Theatre Center/Storybook Theatre $2,000.00
Tim Scarbrough, Lyndel the Magician $2,400.00
Richard Samlin, The Tricky Dog Show $2,100.00
Banks Helfrich, Jiggleman $1,800.00
 
The total program cost is $11,880.00.  The Friends of the Library are funding the entire
$11,880.00.
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Service 
Agreements with various contractors to provide children's' program at the branch libraries as 
part of the Summer Reading Program.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Steve Knight contract
2. Glenn Sinclair contract
3. Darlene Stewart contract
4. Tim Scarbrough contract
5. Richard Samlin contract
6. Banks Helfrich contract

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 36

 
SUBJECT: Service Agreements with various contractors to provide children’s programs at the 
branch libraries as part of the Summer Reading Program

DEPARTMENT: Library Services DIVISION: Administration - Library Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Jane Peterson CONTACT: Jane Peterson EXT: 1501

County-wide Jane Peterson
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the final plat for Devon Green Phase IV, 
containing 8 single family residential lots on a 2.50 acre parcel zoned PUD (Planned Unit 
Development), located at the end of Glencrest Drive within the Heathrow Planned Unit 
Development, on the north side of Lake Mary Blvd. and west of I-4; in Section 12, Township 20 
S, and Range 29 E – Heathrow Country Club, LLC, Heathrow Land Company Limited
Partnership, and Devon Green Neighborhood Association, Inc., applicants.

BACKGROUND:

The applicants, Heathrow Country Club, LLC, Heathrow Land Company Limited Partnership, 
and Devon Green Neighborhood Association, Inc., are requesting approval of the final plat for 
Devon Green Phase IV, consisting of 8 single family residential lots on a 2.50 acre parcel
zoned PUD (Planned Unit Development).

Each lot will be served by Seminole County for water and sewer and the internal road is 
private.  This site is located at the end of Glencrest Drive within the Heathrow Planned Unit
Development located on the north side of Lake Mary Blvd. and west of I-4; in Section 12, 
Township 20 S, Range 29 E.

The plat meets all applicable requirements of the approved PUD Final Master Plan and 
Developer's Commitment Agreement for Heathrow, Chapter 35, Section 35.44, Seminole 
County Land Development Code, and Chapter 177, Florida Statutes. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the final plat for 
Devon Green Phase IV, containing 8 single family residential lots on a 2.50 acre parcel zoned 
PUD (Planned Unit Development), located at the end of Glencrest Drive within the Heathrow 
Planned Unit Development, on the north side of Lake Mary Blvd. and west of I-4; in Section 
12, Township 20 S, and Range 29 E – Heathrow Country Club, LLC, Heathrow Land Company 
Limited Partnership, and Devon Green Neighborhood Association, Inc., applicants.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 37

 
SUBJECT: Final Plat Approval for Devon Green Phase IV

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Cynthia Sweet EXT: 7443

District 5 Brenda Carey Cynthia Sweet



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Maps and Aerials
2. Location Map
3. Maps and Aerials
4. Reduced Copy of Plat

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity (COPCN) for Orlando Regional Healthcare System, Air Methods d/b/a Rocky 
Mountain Holdings LLC d/b/a LifeNet, Florida Hospital, Rural/Metro Corporation of Florida 
d/b/a Rural Metro Ambulance, Central Florida Ambulance, Inc. d/b/a American Ambulance of 
Central Florida, Casselberry Fire Department, Lake Mary Fire Department, Longwood Fire
Department, Oviedo Fire Department, Sanford Fire Department, Seminole County EMS/Fire 
Rescue Division, and Winter Springs Fire Department to become effective July 1, 2008.

BACKGROUND:
To comply with Chapter 401 of Florida Statutes, entities desiring to provide ambulance
transport services within county geographical boundaries must receive a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity (COPCN) from that county. The current COPCN's expire June 
30, 2008. The twelve (12) entities requesting COPCN renewals are:  Orlando Regional 
Healthcare System, Air Methods d/b/a Rocky Mountain Holdings LLC d/b/a LifeNet, Florida 
Hospital, Rural/Metro Corporation of Florida d/b/a Rural Metro Ambulance, Central Florida
Ambulance, Inc. d/b/a American Ambulance of Central Florida, Casselberry Fire Department, 
Lake Mary Fire Department, Longwood Fire Department, Oviedo Fire Department, Sanford 
Fire Department, Seminole County EMS/Fire Rescue Division, and Winter Springs Fire 
Department.  Date of issuance will be July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2011.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Certificates 
of Public Convenience and Necessity (COPCN) for Orlando Regional Healthcare System, Air 
Methods d/b/a Rocky Mountain Holdings LLC d/b/a LifeNet, Florida Hospital, Rural/Metro
Corporation of Florida d/b/a Rural Metro Ambulance, Central Florida Ambulance, Inc. d/b/a 
American Ambulance of Central Florida, Casselberry Fire Department, Lake Mary Fire 
Department, Longwood Fire Department, Oviedo Fire Department, Sanford Fire Department, 
Seminole County EMS/Fire Rescue Division, and Winter Springs Fire Department to become 
effective July 1, 2008.

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 38

 
SUBJECT: Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity (COPCN).

DEPARTMENT: Public Safety DIVISION: Administration - Public Safety

AUTHORIZED BY: Tad Stone CONTACT: Shelly Brubaker EXT: 5000

County-wide Tad Stone



ATTACHMENTS:

1. Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity (12)

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Memorandum of Understanding between 
Seminole Home-based Emergency Assistance Response Team (Seminole H.E.A.R.T.) and 
Seminole County (County) for the purpose of establishing Seminole H.E.A.R.T. as the Long 
Term Recovery Committee serving the citizens of Seminole County.

BACKGROUND:
The Seminole H.E.A.R.T. organization was created in 1998 after the Sanford tornadoes.  The 
organization helped persons who became lost among the overlapping systems delivering 
assistance to survivors of the disaster. This organization also worked with the Seminole
County Department of Public Safety / Division of Emergency Management during the 2004 
hurricanes to help persons with unmet needs. This agreement is to solidify the organization's 
responsibilities as the Long Term Recovery Committee. In this role, the organization will 
identify unmet needs in the community during times of disaster and organize a way to deliver
assistance without duplicating what other agencies can provide or have provided.  The 
Seminole H.E.A.R.T. organization is comprised of representatives from faith-based, non-profit, 
and governmental organizations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole Home-based Emergency Assistance 
Response Team (Seminole H.E.A.R.T.) and Seminole County (County) for the purpose of
establishing Seminole H.E.A.R.T. as the Long Term Recovery Committee serving the citizens 
of Seminole County.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 39

 
SUBJECT: Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County and Seminole Home-
based Emergency Assistance Response Team (Seminole H.E.A.R.T.)

DEPARTMENT: Public Safety DIVISION: Emergency Management

AUTHORIZED BY: Tad Stone CONTACT: Shelly Brubaker EXT: 5000

County-wide Alan Harris

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution of Necessity for the Chapman 
Road Project.

BACKGROUND:
At a Public Hearing held April 15, 1992, the typical section and alignment was approved by the 
Board for the final design of Chapman Road from State Road 426 (Aloma Avenue) to State 
Road 434 (Alafaya Trail). At that time, staff was instructed to finish the design and acquire 
right-of-way only from property owners requesting early right-of-way acquisition. Construction 
of the project was put on hold until Chapman Road operated at a Level of Service "E", which 
at that time would have been equivalent to 20,000 vehicles per day.
 
On January 10, 2006, the Board approved and authorized staff to update the existing 4-lane 
roadway plans to current design standards and proceed with acquiring the remaining right-of-
way. Implementation of the needed roadway improvements to Chapman Road will require 
property currently not owned by Seminole County. Acquisition of parcels described in 
Composite Exhibit "A" attached to the Resolution of Necessity consisting of 62 pages and 
identified as Exhibit Number 0001-00062, has been determined to be necessary for rights-of-
way, drainage facilities and other roadway improvements.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board adopt the Resolution of Necessity for the Chapman Road
Project.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution
2. Exhibit A -Resolution of Necessity-Chapman Road

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 40

 
SUBJECT: Adoption of a Resolution of Necessity for the Chapman Road Improvement Project 
from State Road 426 (Aloma Avenue) to State Road 434 (Alafaya Trail)

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Jerry McCollum, P.E. EXT: 5651

District 1 Bob Dallari Jerry McCollum

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Traffic Enforcement Agreement
between Seminole County, Seminole County Sheriff’s Office and The Estates at Wekiva Park 
Homeowners Association, Inc.

BACKGROUND:
Traffic Engineering has received a request from The Estates at Wekiva Park  Homeowners 
Association, Inc. to execute a Traffic Enforcement Agreement for the purpose of authorizing 
the Seminole County Sheriff’s Office to enforce the regulatory signs within their subdivision.
 
All necessary signing improvements have been made, and the appropriate contractual
agreement has been provided with the necessary signatures from the Sheriff and the 
Homeowners Association President.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Traffic Engineering recommends approval of the Traffic Enforcement Agreement
between Seminole County, Seminole County Sheriff’s Office and The Estates at Wekiva Park  
Homeowners Association, Inc.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Agreement

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 41

 
SUBJECT: Seminole County, Seminole County Sheriff's Office and The Estates at Wekiva 
Park Homeowners Association, Inc. - Traffic Enforcement Agreement

DEPARTMENT: Public Works DIVISION: Traffic Engineering

AUTHORIZED BY: Gary Johnson CONTACT: Renee Bumgardner EXT: 5678

District 5 Brenda Carey Melonie C. Barrington

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada property. Approval of a proposed negotiated 
settlement relating to Parcel Number 848 on the Lake Emma Road improvement project. The 
proposed negotiated settlement is at the sum of $374,116.62 inclusive of all land value, 
improvements, cost to cure, damages, statutory interest, total attorney’s fees, expert fees and 
cost reimbursements. Judge Galluzzo.

BACKGROUND:
see attached

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the proposed negotiated settlement relating to 
Parcel Number 848 on the Lake Emma Road improvement project. The proposed negotiated 
settlement is at the sum of $374,116.62 inclusive of all land value, improvements, cost to cure, 
damages, statutory interest, total attorney’s fees, expert fees and cost reimbursements. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada property

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 42

 
SUBJECT: Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada property

DEPARTMENT: County Attorney's Office DIVISION: Litigation

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

District 4 Carlton D. Henley Bob McMillan

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated May 12 and 19, 2008; approval of Payroll 
Approval List dated May 15, 2008; approval of Official Minutes dated May 1 and 6, 2008; 
approval of Clerk's "Received and Filed" - for information only.

BACKGROUND:

Clerk's Report attached.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the approval of Expenditure Approval Lists dated May 12 and 19, 2008; 
approval of Payroll Approval List dated May 15, 2008; approval of Official Minutes dated May 1 
and 6, 2008; approval of Clerk's "Received and Filed" - for information only.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Clerk's Report 6-10-08

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 43

 
SUBJECT: Expenditure & Payroll Approval Lists; BCC Minutes & Clerk's Received and Filed

DEPARTMENT: Clerk's Office DIVISION:

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

County-wide Dave Godwin

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution implementing Budget 
Amendment Request (BAR) #08-68 through the General Fund in the amount of $18,000.00 for 
the Sheriff's Child Protective Services interest appropriation.

BACKGROUND:
The Seminole County Sheriff's Office has a grant agreement with the Department of Children 
and Families that provides for the advance payment of funds to the Sheriff’s Office for 
expenses incurred in providing child protective services. The Sheriff’s Office transfers these 
funds on a monthly basis to the County and in return receives funding back as part of the 
Sheriff’s monthly budget draw. According to the contractual agreement with the State, all funds 
that are not fully expended each month are allowed to earn interest.  For the time period of the 
current contract, July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008, the expected interest income is projected at 
$18,000. The Sheriff’s Office would like to appropriate these funds back to the budget for use 
in the Children Protective Services program, rather than transferring them back to the State of 
Florida, as has been past practice.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a 
Resolution implementing Budget Amendment Request (BAR) #08-68 through the General 
Fund in the amount of $18,000.00 for the Sheriff's Child Protective Services interest
appropriation.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. BAR 08-68

 Consent 6/10/2008 Item # 44

 
SUBJECT: BAR #08-68 - $18,000 - Sheriff's Office - General Fund - Interest Earnings/Child 
Protective Services

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff's Office DIVISION:

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

County-wide Sheriff Don Eslinger

Additionally Reviewed By:

Revenue Review ( Cecilia Monti, Lisa Spriggs )gfedcb



2008-R- BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 

TO: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Department of Fiscal Services 

SUBJECT: Budget Amendment Resolution  
 Department:   Sheriff’s Office 

Fund(s):  General Fund          

PURPOSE: Appropriate Interest Revenue earned with DCF Child 
Protective Services for operating expenses. 

ACTION: Approval and authorization for the Chairman to execute Budget Amendment Resolution.
In accordance with Section 129.06(2), Florida Statutes, it is recommended that the following accounts in 
the County budget be adjusted by the amounts set forth herein for the purpose described. 

Sources:    
Account Number  Project #  Account Title  Amount 
00100-361330    Sheriff-Interest Income  18,000 

        
       

Total Sources      $    18,000 

Uses:
      

Account Number  Project #  Account Title  Amount 
       
00100-021000-590963.03    Sheriff’s – Operating Exp.  18,000 
       

Total Uses      $   18,000 

BUDGET AMENDMENT RESOLUTION 
This Resolution, 2008-R-   approving the above requested budget amendment, was adopted 
at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida            

 as reflected in the minutes of said meeting.  

Attest:

 By: 
Maryanne Morse, Clerk to the  Brenda Carey 
Board of County Commissioners Chairman 

Date:  Date:  

Entered by County Finance Department 

 Date:  

FS Recommendation 

K Hufman  05/28/08
Analyst  Date 

Budget Manager Date 

Director Date 

08-68 
BAR
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Staff seeks direction from the Board of County Commissioners on Master Plan Concepts for 
the Crockett Property .

BACKGROUND:
The Seminole County Natural Lands Division purchased the Crockett f/k/a Lansing Property 
(also known as Lake Harney Wilderness Area) in March 2005.  The Crockett property is a 110 
acre parcel located in Geneva.  It has many important historical and archaeological elements.  
In January 2008, the BCC approved a work order for Glatting, Jackson (the "Consultant") to 
produce a master plan for this property. Through the master planning process, the Consultant 
and staff held two public meetings where members of the community had the opportunity to 
discuss recreational and educational opportunities for the property. The limitations of the 
property include passive recreation activities only, three Bald Eagle nests, the Flagler Trail 
bisecting the property and much of the property is flood prone.  The Consultant produced three 
levels of Master Plans, a minimum use, moderate use and maximum use for the site, all 
passive in nature.  Staff presented the Master Plan options to the public in two public meetings 
and to the Leisure Services Advisory Committee. Both the citizen group and the Leisure 
Services Advisory Committee chose Concept "C".  The Leisure Services Advisory Committee 
voted to add a stipulation to Concept "C" stating that funding for the Master Plan 
implementation should be phased and should come from funds other than the remaining 
Natural Lands Bond Funds (such as grants, sponsorships, etc.) to the extent possible.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends to open the Crockett Property to the public with the following amenities from 
Concept "A": blazed trails, interpretative signage, benches, picnic tables, bridge stabilization, 
wildlife viewing platform and an exterior restoration of the historic cabin.  The associated costs 
would be approximately $118,600.00, which would come from the Natural Lands Bond Funds. 
Further development of the property as shown in Concept "C" could occur as funds, grants 
and sponsorship opportunities become available. 

 Regular 6/10/2008 Item # 45

 
SUBJECT: Master Plan for Natural Lands Crockett Property

DEPARTMENT: Leisure Services DIVISION: Natural Lands

AUTHORIZED BY: Joe Abel CONTACT: Amy Raub EXT: 2001

County-wide Amy Raub



ATTACHMENTS:

1. New Site Plan
2. New Site Plan
3. New Site Plan
4. Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes
5. Phase 1 Crockett Property
6. Cost Estimate for Concept "A"
7. Cost Estimate for Concept "B"
8. Cost Estimate for Concept "C"

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Arnold Schneider, Robert McMillan )gfedcb



Concept ‘A’ - MinimalConcept ‘A’ - Minimal

Seminole County, Florida
LAKE HARNEY WILDERNESS AREANote:

This plan is a Preliminary Concept only.  As such it is subject to modification 
pending environmental and engineering considerations and agency review.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY LEISURE SERVICES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

April 23, 2008 MEETING MINUTES 

1 of 3 

ATTENDANCE:

  Board Members: 
 Tom Boyko    Michelle Thatcher 
 Lisa Giltner    Paula Davoli 
 Deborah Schafer   Ben Tucker  
 Tim Donihi    Judy Putz  
 Michael Martin    Mike Williams 

  Staff: 
 Bryan Nipe, Streetscapes & Trails Manager 
 Jim Duby, Natural Lands Manager 
 Julia Thompson, Parks & Recreation Manager 
 Amy Raub, Natural Lands Volunteer Coordinator  

Kathi Clifford, Administrative Assistant 

  Guests: 
 Chris Stapleton 
 Susan Tucker 
 Robert King 
 Joanne Logue 

LOCATION:

 Ed Yarborough Nature Center 
 Geneva Wilderness Area 
 3501 County Road 426 
 Geneva, FL  32732 

TIME:

 Ben Tucker, called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  There is a quorum in 
attendance.

 The pledge to the flag was made. 

 A motion was made to approve the minutes to the March meeting.  The motion 
was approved unanimously. 

OLD BUSINESS: 
� Parks & Recreation Division 

o None 



SEMINOLE COUNTY LEISURE SERVICES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

April 23, 2008 MEETING MINUTES 

2 of 3 

� Natural Lands Division 
o Amy Raub presented the three conceptual developmental designs for 

the Lake Harney/Crocket Property.  Discussion followed.  Michelle 
Thatcher made a motion to recommend Concept C without using current 
Natural Lands bond funds but to phase in using other funds as they 
become available.  Judy Putz seconded the motion.  There were eight 
ayes and two nays, the motion passed.

o Jim Duby informed that the St. Johns River Water Management District 
has expressed an interest in a possible partnership concerning the Logue
property.  Mr. Duby further informed that Joe Abel wants to know if this 
committee wants to make a recommendation or visit the site.  Paula 
Davoli made a motion for Joe Abel to bring more information to the 
committee.  Mike Williams seconded the motion.  Mr. Duby requested to 
know what information is wanted by the committee.  Much discussion 
followed.  Ms. Davoli withdrew her motion.  Mr. Williams withdrew his 
second of the motion.  Lisa Giltner made a motion for Joe Abel to bring 
further information regarding St. Johns River Water Management District 
participation.  Tim Donihi seconded the motion.  There was more 
discussion.  The vote on the motion produced four ayes and six nays.
The motion failed.  Deborah Schafer made a motion to move forward to 
the Board of County Commissioners to look at partnerships with the St. 
Johns River Water Management District and others for possible 
acquisition.  Michelle Thatcher seconded the motion.  There was further 
discussion.  A vote on the motion produced six ayes and four nays. The
motion passed.

o
There was a break from 8:15 p.m. to 8:20 p.m. 

� Streetscapes & Trails Division 
o Bryan gave a very brief overview of the division. 

NEW BUSINESS: 
� Parks & Recreation 

o Julia Thompson gave a Powerpoint presentation of the Parks & Recreation 
Division.  Discussion followed that included sponsorship opportunities. 

� Natural Lands 
o None 

� Streetscapes & Trails 
o Bryan Nipe advised that improvements are being made countywide.  He will 

also be making a presentation to the committee at the next meeting. 

OTHER BUSINESS AND FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: 
� Mr. Tucker informed that the Natural Lands Division made a presentation to the 

BCC for a summer camp program.  Mr. Tucker asked Mr. Nipe if the Leisure 
Services Department could create a structure to enable the committee to sponsor 
and raise funds to support the Natural Lands summer camp programs.  Mr. Nipe 



SEMINOLE COUNTY LEISURE SERVICES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

April 23, 2008 MEETING MINUTES 

3 of 3 

advised that the department is currently working on a program.  Ms. Giltner 
informed that the Animal Services Division has a program in place that might be 
referred to in development of the Leisure Services program.  Paula Davoli made 
a motion to proceed with structuring a sponsorship program to present to the 
committee.  Tom Boyko seconded the motion.  The motion passed
unanimously.

� Mr. Tucker informed that he had received a call regarding Heath Springs but did 
not receive the requested additional information.  Ms. Schafer was able to 
provide additional information.  Discussion followed. 

� Several committee members expressed a need for clarification of the advisory 
committee members job.  Paula Davoli made a motion for Joe Abel to prepare a 
mission statement for the Leisure Services Advisory Committee.  The 
motion was seconded by Tim Donihi.  Discussion followed.  The motion passed
unanimously.

� Mike Williams made a motion to hold the committee meeting from 6:30 p.m. to 
8:30 p.m.  Discussion followed.  Mike Martin suggested amending the motion to 
allow to make a motion to extend a meeting if it is felt it is necessary.  Discussion 
followed.  Mike Williams withdrew his motion.  Paula Davoli withdrew her second 
of the motion.    Mike Williams made a motion to hold the meetings to two 
hours.  Paula Davoli seconded the motion.  Mr. Tucker clarified that the two 
hours would include public input at three minutes per person, ten minutes per 
issue, a maximum of thirty minutes from the public at the start of the meetings 
and that the meetings could be extended with a majority vote.   The motion
passed unanimously. 

� Robert King addressed the committee.  He is a member of the Friends of Lake 
Jesup.  The Friends of Lake Jesup have worked with the St. Johns River Water 
Management District to identify land to purchase and that the Logue property is 
on that list.  Mr. King further informed that the St. Johns River Water 
Management District is interested in partnering in land acquisitions but that they 
want the County to present their interest in doing so.  Mr. King offered to bring a 
representative from the St. Johns River Water Management District to a meeting 
whenever the committee would like. 

� Chris Stapleton addressed the committee.  He recommended that when the 
Lake Harney property is presented to the BCC that the historical significance also 
be presented. 

Mr. Tucker adjourned the meeting at 9:35 p.m. 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Amendment #1 Guaranteed Maximum 
Price (GMP) and Contract Time agreement for expansion of the John E. Polk Correctional 
Facility setting a GMP of $27,744,412.00.
2. Acceptance of Amendment #2 for the alternate for the third floor shell-out addition 
($1,772,591).

BACKGROUND:

On August 8, 2006, the BCC approved the Construction Manager at Risk Agreement with 
Skanska/Wharton Smith for the John E. Polk Correctional Facility Expansion with an estimated 
construction budget of $28,000,000.  The project components include an additional 288 beds, 
new intake/release facility, and re-model of kitchen, laundry and administrative space.  
Following is a complete breakdown of the current project budget:

Construction $27,744,412

Design $3,270,379

Owner’s Rep $1,171,001

Permitting & Impact Fees $599,620

FF&E $200,000                     

Soil & material testing $150,000

IT infrastructure $110,000

Builder’s Risk Insurance $109,859

Threshold inspection $100,000 

Contingency/Third Floor Alternate $3,036,200  

 Regular 6/10/2008 Item # 46

 
SUBJECT: Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) and Contract Time contract amendment for 
renovation of the John E. Polk Correctional Facility 

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Administration - Administrative 
Services

AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Stephanie Kobrin EXT: 5252

County-wide Frank Raymond



Total $36,491,471

Staff has negotiated with Skanska/Wharton Smith for a GMP of $27,744,412 with a project 
timeline of June 2008 through March 2010. 

An alternate has been proposed for shell-out construction of the third floor which will provide 
room for an additional 144 beds in the future. The third floor will have the necessary 
infrastructure for all required mechanical, electrical and plumbing systems.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) and Contract Time amendment for renovation of the John 
E. Polk Correctional Facility setting a GMP of $27,744,412.00. Staff also requests direction 
from the Board regarding acceptance of the alternate for the third floor shell-out addition 
($1,772,591).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Amendment 2

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )gfedcb
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SECOND AMENDMENT TO AIA DOCUMENTA121 CMc – 2003 AND AGC DOCUMENT565 

This Second Amendment To Construction Agreement ("Amendment") amends the AIA Document A121 CMc – 2003 and 
AGC Document 565 between Seminole County, Florida, a political subdivision of the State of Florida and Skanska/Wharton-
Smith Joint Venture dated November 1, 2006 (“Agreement”) and the GMP Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement executed on 
___ day of ______, 2008  (“1ST Amendment”) and is effective this ___ day of ____, 2008, and is made by and between 
Skanska/Wharton-Smith Joint Venture having a principal place of business at 60 North Court Ave. Orlando, FL 32804 
(“Construction Manager”) and Seminole County, Florida, a political subdivision of the State of Florida having principal places 
of business at 1101 E. First Street Sanford, Florida 32771 ("Owner") (collectively referred to herein as the “Parties”). 

WHEREAS Construction Manager and Owner wish to amend the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS Owner desires to add additional scope to the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS the Parties have agreed on pricing for the additional scope of Work; and 

WHEREAS, Construction Manager and Owner have indicated their desire to amend the Agreement; and 

WHEREAS Construction Manager and Owner desire that all remaining terms and conditions of the Agreement to remain in 
full force and effect; 

NOW THEREFORE, Construction Manager and Owner agree to be bound by the following additions to the Agreement, and 
for good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged and further agree that all remaining 
terms and conditions of the Agreement shall remain the same. 

The following shall be amended in the Agreement: 

1. The following pricing and scope is added to the Agreement:  “The Construction Manager’s Guaranteed Maximum 
Price for the Work, including the estimated Cost of the Work as defined in Article 6 and the Construction Manager’s Fee as 
defined in Article 5, shall be increased by a sum of One Million Seven Hundred Seventy-Seven Thousand Five Hundred 
Ninety-One dollars and Zero Cents ($1,772,591.00) for the inclusion of Alternate No. 3 “Third Floor Addition” as referenced 
in Amendment No. 1 Exhibits A through E.” 

This Amendment is the entire agreement between the parties with respect to its subject matter.  No provision of 
this Amendment shall be deemed waived, amended or modified by any party, unless such waiver, amendment or 
modification is made in writing and signed by both parties.  This Amendment supersedes all previous agreements 
between the parties relating to its subject matter.  To the extent there is a conflict between the Agreement, the 1st

Amendment and this Amendment, the terms and conditions of this Amendment shall prevail.  All other terms and 
conditions of the Agreement and 1st Amendment remain unchanged.

Addition of this Amendment does not alter the date of Substantial Completion established in Article II of 
Amendment No. 1 or the schedule contained in Exhibit C, dated April 28, 2008. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Amendment to be executed by their duly authorized representatives. 

Skanska/Wharton-Smith Joint Venture  Seminole County, Florida a political subdivision of the State of 
Florida

By:       By:     

Typed Name:      Typed Name:    

Title:       Title:      

Date:       Date:     

Attest:_________________________________   Attest:________________________________ 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt and authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution renaming Bevier Road to 
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard.

BACKGROUND:

The new extension legally known as Bevier Road, located between Country Club Road and W 
SR 46 is complete. Addressing staff received a request to legally rename the roadway from
Bevier Road to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard. 

The abutting property owners were notified of the intent to rename the roadway.  To date, no 
opposition has been received regarding this street renaming.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
resolution renaming Bevier Road between Country Club Road and West SR 46 to Martin 
Luther King Jr Boulevard.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Copy of Recorded Plat
2. Maps and Aerials
3. Resolution

 Regular 6/10/2008 Item # 47

 
SUBJECT: Rename Bevier Road to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Building and Fire

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Amy Curtis EXT: 7426

District 5 Brenda Carey Maggie Ketcham

Additionally Reviewed By:

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

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Uphold the Board of Adjustment decision to deny a rear yard setback variance from 30 feet 
to 15 feet for an addition in the Planned Unit Development District; 3123 Foxwood Drive 
(William Gribben, applicant).

2. Reverse the Board of Adjustment decision to to deny a rear yard setback variance from 30 
feet to 15 feet for an addition in the Planned Unit Development District; 3123 Foxwood Drive 
(William Gribben, applicant).

3. Continue the request to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

At the March 24, 2008, regular meeting, the Board of Adjustment denied the applicant's 
request for a rear yard setback variance from 30 feet to 15 feet for a proposed addition. On 
March 31, 2008, the applicant appealed the decison to the Board of County Commissioners.

STAFF FINDINGS:

The Board of County Commissioners shall have the power to hear and decide appeals from 
Board of Adjustment decisions, including variances the Board of Adjustment is specifically 
authorized to pass under the terms of the Land Development Code upon determination that all 
of the following provisions of Section 30.43(b)(3) are satisfied:

a) That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure, or 
building involved and which are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in the 
same zoning classification.

No special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land.

b) That the special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the 
applicant.

No special conditions or circumstances exist as a result of the actions of the applicant.

 Public Hearing 6/10/2008 Item # 48

 
SUBJECT: Appeal of the Board of Adjustment decision to deny a rear yard setback variance 
from 30 feet to 15 feet for an addition in the Planned Unit Development District; 3123 Foxwood 
Drive (William Gribben, applicant)

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Kathy Fall EXT: 7389

District 3 Dick Van Der Weide Kathy Fall



c) That granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant any special privilege 
that is denied by Chapter 30 to other lands, buildings, or structures in the same zoning
classification.

The granting of the variance would confer on the applicant special privileges that are denied 
by Chapter 30 to other lands, buildings, and structures in the same zoning classification.

d) That literal interpretation of the provisions of Chapter 30 would deprive the applicant of 
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning classification and would work 
unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant.

The literal interpretation would not deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by 
others.   

e) That the variance granted is the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable 
use of the land, building, or structure.

The applicant will still retain reasonable use of the property without the requested variance. 

f) That the grant of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of 
Chapter 30, will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to the public 
welfare. 

The grant of the variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to 
the public welfare.

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners uphold the Board of Adjustment
decision to deny a rear yard setback variance from 30 feet to 15 feet for an addition in the 
Planned Unit Development District. 

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Notice of Appeal to BCC
2. appeal pictures
3. Appeal pictures
4. appeal pictures
5. Appeal pictures
6. BOA Meeting Minutes
7. Property Appraiser Data
8. Proposed Site Plan
9. Location Map



10. Board of Adjustment staff report
11. Opposition Letter

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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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 a 2.9 
by 25 foot portion of a 10 foot platted drainage and utility easement on lot 3, Aras Acres, 
recorded in the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida in Plat Book 62, Page 34 in 
Section 36, Township 19 S, Range 29 E, and further described as 1458 Sky Eagle Cove,
Joseph Linartas applicant. 

2. Deny the request to authorize the Chairman to execute the Resolution to vacate and 
abandon a 2.9 by 25 foot portion of a 10 foot platted drainage and utility easement on lot 3, 
Aras Acres, recorded in the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida in Plat Book 62, Page 
34 in Section 36, Township 19 S, Range 29 E, and further described as 1458 Sky Eagle Cove,
Joseph Linartas applicant. 

3. Continue the public hearing until a time and date certain.

District 5 – Commissioner Carey

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Joseph Linartas, is requesting to vacate and abandon a 2.9 by 25 foot portion 
of a 10 foot wide platted drainage and utility easement located at 1458 Sky Eagle Cove.  The 
reason for the request is in order to accommodate a shed type enclosure that will protect a 
water well and related equipment.   

On February 25, 2008 the Board of Adjustment approved a variance to reduce the front and 
side yard property setbacks which will allow placement of the structure should this vacate 
request be approved. 

Staff has reviewed the request and does not feel that the vacate will affect drainage or utilities 
in the area. 

The applicant has provided letters from all applicable utility companies stating “no objections” 
to the vacate.  

 Public Hearing 6/10/2008 Item # 49

 
SUBJECT: Sky Eagle Cove Drainage & Utility Easement Vacate

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Development Review

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Brian M. Walker EXT: 7337

District 5 Brenda Carey Brian Walker



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board adopt and authorize the Chairman to execute the Resolution to 
vacate and abandon a 2.9 by 25 foot portion of a 10 foot platted drainage and utility easement 
on lot 3, Aras Acres, recorded in the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida in Plat Book 
62, Page 34 in Section 36, Township 19 S, Range 29 E, and further described as 1458 Sky 
Eagle Cove, Joseph Linartas applicant.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Sky Eagle Resolution.pdf
2. Exhibit A - Sketch of Description
3. Area Map
4. Location Map
5. Aerial Map

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( David Shields )gfedcb



RESOLUTION NO.: 2008-R-

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF 
THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA ON THE 
10th DAY OF JUNE A.D., 2008.

R E S O L U T I O N  T O  V A C A T E  A N D  A B A N D O N  A  
D R A I N A G E  E A S E M E N T  

 Whereas, a Petition was presented on behalf of 

J. LINARTAS 

to the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County, Florida, requesting 
the closing, vacating and abandoning of the following described drainage easement to-
wit:  

See Exhibit A – Sketch of Description 

Whereas, after due consideration the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida, has determined that the abandonment of the above described 
drainage easement is in the best interest of the County and the public.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 
Seminole County, Florida, that the above described drainage easement be, and the 
same is hereby abandoned, closed and vacated, and that all right in and to the same on 
behalf of the County and the public is hereby disclaimed.  

PASSED AND ADOPTED  this 10th day of June  A.D., 2008

ATTEST:
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

   
 BY:  
MARYANNE MORSE  BRENDA CAREY 
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 CHAIRMAN 
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Adopt an ordinance for a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium 
Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and adopt an ordinance for a rezone 
from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), for 26.8 ± acres, 
located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of
SR 46 and Oregon Street, and approve the Preliminary Master Plan and Development Order, 
and authorize the Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents, based on staff findings 
(James G. Willard, Shutts & Bowen, LLP, applicant); or

2. Deny the requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment for 26.8 ± acres, located on 
the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and 
Oregon Street, from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); 
and the rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) 
and and authorize the chairman to execute the Denial Development Order (James G. Willard, 
Shutts & Bowen, LLP, applicant); or

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is requesting a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment and rezone of 26.8 ±
acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the 
intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR 
(High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD 
(Planned Unit Development), to allow for a multi-family residential development at a maximum 
density of 16.5 dwelling units per net buildable acre.  

This property was previously approved on May 10, 2005  as the NW 46 PUD, which consisted 
of a townhome and condominium project allowing a maximum of 400 units.  The specific 
regulations for these condominium and townhomes units were based on the R-3 and R-4 
zoning districts.  The NW 46 PUD allowed a maximum building height of 2 stories or 35 feet.
The Development Order of the NW 46 PUD specifically forbids townhome or condominium 
units to be used as rental units.  

The proposed Lake Forrest PUD is creating a new PUD while maintaining some of the 
previous conditions of the NW 46 PUD.  The NW 46 PUD allowed for a maximum of 400 units
while the proposed PUD is allowing for a maximum of 417 units, which is an increase of 17 
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total units.  The Lake Forrest PUD is increasing the approved maximum building height of 35 
feet or two stories to 50 feet or three stories.  They are maintaining the same permitted uses of 
condominium, townhomes, and adding multi-family rental units to the Development Order.  
The proposed PUD would provide a local housing option for the prospective and existing 
citizens of Seminole County, due to the proximity of Interstate 4 and the numerous 
employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary, and Sanford.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning and Zoning Commission met on December 5, 2007 and voted (6-0) to make a 
recommendation of no recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners for transmittal 
of the requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density
Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit
Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) 26.8 ± acres, located on the east side of 
Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street.
 
Board of County Commissioners Action:
 
The Board of County Commissioners met on February 12, 2008 and voted 5 - 0 to transmit the
requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) 
to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) for 26.8 ± acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street,
approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, based on staff
findings.
 
Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) Objections, Recommendations and 
Comments Report (ORC) dated May 5, 2008:
 
On May 5, 2008, the Department issued an Objections, Recommendations and Comments 
(ORC) Report regarding the proposed future land use amendment.  The Department raised no 
objections to the proposed amendment.

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board adopt an ordinance for a Large Scale Future Land Use 
Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and 
adopt an ordinance for a rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit 
Development), for 26.8 ± acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ 
mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, and approve the Preliminary Master 
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 and Zoning Map
4. Aerial Map
5. Preliminary Master Plan
6. Development Order
7. DCA Objections, Recommendations and Comments Report
8. Large Scale Land Use Amendment Ordinance
9. Rezone Ordinance

10. Justification Statement Provided by Applicant
11. School Facilities Analysis
12. 12-5-07 LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes
13. 2-12-08 BCC Minutes
14. Denial Development Order
15. Letter of Opposition

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb



Lake Forrest Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from Medium Density
Residential (MDR) to High Density Residential (HDR) and rezone from PUD (Planned

Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development)

APPLICANT James G. Willard, Shutts & Bowen, LLP
PROPERTY OWNER NW 46 Ltd. & Jerome Youderian

REQUEST LSLUA from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR
(High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD to PUD

PROPERTY SIZE 26.8 ± acres

HEARING DATE (S)
P&Z: December 5, 2007 BCC:

February 12, 2008 (Transmittal)
May 27, 2008 (Adoption)

PARCEL ID 20-19-30-300-0040-0000

LOCATION
Located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately
½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon
Street.

FUTURE LAND USE MDR (Medium Density Residential)
ZONING PUD (Planned Unit Development)
FILE NUMBER Z2007-65
COMMISSION DISTRICT #5 – Carey

Proposed Development:

The applicant is proposing a multi-family development consisting of a maximum of 417
multi-family units with customary recreational facilities such as a clubhouse, pool, and
walking trail.

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW:

ZONING REQUEST

The applicant is proposing a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR
(Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development). The applicant
proposes to change the zoning and land use in order to develop a more intense
residential development than what was previously approved on May 10, 2005 in the NW
46 PUD.

COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES

The subject property is located in an area which is transitioning into a more intense
mixture of commercial and higher density residential developments. Vision 2020, The
Seminole County Comprehensive Plan FLU Exhibit - 2 Appropriate Transitional Land
Uses identifies High Density Residential as a compatible transitional land use when
adjacent to Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential, and Commercial.
The southern property line is adjacent to a Medium Density Residential Future Land
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Use designation which has been approved for a townhouse and condominium
subdivision. However, that property is also requesting a Large Scale Land Use
Amendment to High Density Residential for multi-family units. To the north of the
subject property is the Low Density Residential Future Land Use designation which is
made up of wetland soils and is currently owned by Seminole County. To the west of
the subject property across Oregon Street is the Lake Forrest PUD which is a
residential subdivision approved for a maximum of 1016 units. To the East of the
subject property is Interstate 4. This area is in transition from low density residential
developments to higher density residential developments due to its close proximity to
the employment centers located along International Parkway and accessibility to
Interstate 4.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE VISION 2020 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:

FLU Element Plan Amendment Review Criteria:

The Future Land Use Element in the Comprehensive Plan lays out certain criteria
against which proposed future land use amendments must be evaluated. Because this
is a Large Scale 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 subject property is located in an area transitioning to developments of higher
intensity because of its proximity to employment centers to the south and accessibility to
Interstate 4. The area near Interstate 4 and SR 46 recently consists of multi-family
subdivisions and support commercial uses to accommodate the further growth of the
employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary, and Sanford.

Staff finds that the character of the area has changed enough to warrant a density
increase from Medium Density Residential to High Density Residential.

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).
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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 subject property would be an appropriate transition between more intensive FLU
designations to the south and less intensive uses to the west and north of the property.
The subject property is adjacent to Medium Density Residential to the south which is
also proposing a FLU change to High Density Residential allowing for apartment units.
This proposed increase in apartment units would provide more local housing options for
existing and prospective citizens working in the surrounding areas of Heathrow, Lake
Mary, and Sanford.

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 does not consider any of the above stated elements.
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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 and 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, 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.

Staff Evaluation

Exhibit FLU: 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 in an area that is transitioning from lower density development to
higher density residential development. Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land
Uses states that High Density Residential is an appropriate transitional land use when
adjacent to Medium Density Residential and Commercial. Current development trends
indicate that the long-term development in the area will consist of higher density
residential and commercial uses due to the proximity of employment centers in the
surrounding area and accessibility of Interstate 4.

SITE ANALYSIS:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Floodplain Impacts:

Based on FIRM map panel 12117C0030E with an effective date of 1995 there appears to
be 9.0 acres of floodplains on the subject property.

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.
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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 will have on public
facilities:

Public Facility Existing Zoning
(PUD)*

Proposed Development
(417 Multi-Family Units)

Net Impact

Water (GPD) 140,000 145,950 5,950
Sewer (GPD) 120,000 125,100 5,100
Traffic (ADT) 1,484 2,161 677

* Based on the NW 46 PUD Development Order approved on 5/10/05.

Utilities:

The site is located in the Northwestern Seminole County utility service area, and will be
required to connect to public utilities. There is a 12-inch water main on the south side of
W. SR 46, a 12-inch force main on the south side of W. SR 46, and a 20-inch reclaimed
water main on the south side of W. SR 46.

Transportation / Traffic:

The property is adjacent to Oregon Street which is classified as collector road. Oregon
Street is not currently programmed to be improved according to the County 5-year
Capital Improvement Program

School Impacts:

The Seminole County Public School District has prepared an analysis which is included
as an attachment to this report.

Public Safety:

The County Level-Of-Service standard for fire protection and rescue, per Policy PUB
2.1 of the Comprehensive Plan, is 5 minutes average response time. The nearest
response unit to the subject property is Station #34, which is located at 4905 Wayside
Dr. Based on an average of two minutes per mile, the average response time to the
subject property is less than 5 minutes.
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Drainage:

The proposed project is located within the Lake Monroe Drainage Basin, and does not
have limited downstream capacity. The site will have to be designed to meet the pre-
development rate for the 25-year, 24-hour storm event.

Parks, Recreation and Open Space:

The applicant is required to provide a minimum of 25% open space for the site, per
Section 30.1344 (Open Space Ratios and Design Guidelines) of the Seminole County
LDC.

Buffers and Sidewalks:

A 5-foot sidewalk will be constructed along the property frontage on Oregon Street.
There will be a 15-foot landscape buffer along the west and a 10-foot buffer along the
north and east property line.

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 (VISION 2020)

The County’s Comprehensive Plan is designed to preserve and enhance the public
health, safety and welfare through the management of growth, provision of adequate
public services and the protection of natural resources.

The 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 2.1: Subdivision Standards
Policy FLU 2.5: Transitional Land Uses
Policy FLU 2.11: Determination of Compatibility in the Planned Unit Development

and Planned Commercial Development Zoning Classifications
Policy FLU 5.5: Water and Sewer Service Expansion
Policy FLU 12.4: Relationship of Land Use to Zoning Classifications
Policy FLU 12.5: Evaluation Criteria of Property Rights Assertions
Policy POT 4.5: Potable Water Connection
Policy SAN 4.4: Sanitary Sewer Connection
Policy PUB 2.1: Public Safety Level-of-Service
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION:

An intergovernmental notice was sent to the Seminole County School District on
November 2, 2007. The School District has provided a School Capacity Report, which
is attached.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION:

Staff has received one letter in opposition which is attached to this agenda item.
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FUTURE LAND USE

ZONING

SITE

SITE

Applicant:

Gross Acres:
Existing Use:

Physical STR:
BCC District:

Special Notes:

James Willard
20-19-30 & 16-19-30
26.80 +/- 5 ·FLU

Zoning

Amend/
Rezone# From To
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and 100 yr floodprone area information, based on Flood Insurance Rate Maps provided by FEMA.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY APPROVAL DEVELOPMENT
ORDER

On June 10, 2008, Seminole County issued this Development Order relating to

and touching and concerning the following described property:

Legal description attached as Exhibit “A”.

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the
owner of the aforedescribed property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: NW 46 LTD
600 E. Colonial Dr.
Orlando, FL 32803

Project Name: Lake Forrest Large Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone

Requested Development Approval:

Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to
HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to
PUD (Planned Unit Development)

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:

Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in

effect in Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee

ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made

as to this development approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to

by the owner of the property are as follows:

a. All development shall comply with the Preliminary Master Plan attached as
Exhibit “B”.

b. The maximum allowable density shall not exceed 16.5 dwelling units per
net buildable acre, up to a maximum of 417 dwelling units

c. Maximum allowable building height shall be 50 feet or 3 stories.
d. The setbacks for the main structures shall be as follows:

Development Perimeter:
North 25’
West 25’
East 25’
South 0’

Building Separation: 20’

e. The permitted uses shall be apartments, townhomes, condominiums,
home occupations, and home offices.

f. There shall be one access point located on Oregon Street as shown on
Exhibit “B”.

g. Parking shall be pursuant to the Land Development Code requirement of
two spaces per unit.

h. A 5’ sidewalk will be provided along the property frontage on Oregon
Street.

i. Sidewalks shall be provided adjacent to all units, visitor parking, and
linking to future public sidewalks along Oregon Street.

j. All landscape buffers and common areas shall be maintained by a
homeowners association.

k. The west buffer shall be 15’ wide and contain a 6’ masonry wall. The
minimum number of allowable plantings within the buffer shall be 7 canopy
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trees, 14 Understory trees, and 116 shrubs. Upon Final Master Plan
approval the applicant may supply an alternative number of plantings for
the west buffer if approved by the Planning Manager.

l. There shall be a 10’ buffer along the north and east property lines with the
required number of plantings according to the Land Development Code.

m. A minimum of 25% useable open space shall be provided for the entire
PUD. This may be accomplished by amenitizing the existing retention
pond. There is an existing reciprocal use easement between the subject
property and the adjacent property to the south owned by KB Homes.

n. Interconnectivity with the property to south shall be allowable if agreed to
by the south property owner.

(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: _______________________________
Brenda Carey

Chairman, Board of County Commissioners
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, NW 46 LTD, J. Steven Shrimsher, 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 J. Steven Shrimsher, President

_________________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared J. Steven
Shrimsher who is personally known to me or who has produced
___________________________________ as identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this
____day of _________________, 2008.

____________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned
My Commission Expires:
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OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Jerome Youderian, 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 Jerome Youderian

_________________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Jerome
Youderian who is personally known to me or who has produced
___________________________________ as identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this
____day of _________________, 2008.

____________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned
My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT “A”

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South line
of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run N00°12'27"W
along said East Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence continue
N00°12'27"W along said East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of a Florida
Department of Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the Public Records of
Seminole County, Florida; thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 259.29 feet to the
Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W along said Easterly line for a distance of 100.00 feet to the
Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond); thence run N89°20'41"E along said
South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly and the Easterly
line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing of N32°35'43"E; thence run
Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a distance of 1306.77 feet to a
point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South 5/8 of the East 1/2 of said
Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14 feet to a point on the Westerly
Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said
Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a
chord bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said
curve through a central angle of 15°36'44" for a distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide
County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public
Records; thence run N37°21'01"W along said Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance
of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord
bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said
curve through a central angle of 01°08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run
S24°00'12"W along said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described
in Official Records Book 6087, Page 553, of said Public Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the
following six (6) courses: N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Northerly having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along
the arc of said curve through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of 49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence
N74°50'00"W, 18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly having a radius of 525.00 feet and a
chord bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 14°31'32" for
a distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands described in Official Records
Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the East and North lines of
said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06 feet; thence
N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet; thence N67°55'48"W,
40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence N90°00'00"W, 185.95 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of record.
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EXHIBIT “B”

Preliminary Master Plan
(See Attached)



























1 of 7

ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE VISION 2020
SEMINOLE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP
DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTIES BY
VIRTUE OF LARGE SCALE DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENTS; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County

(hereinafter referred to as the “Board”) enacted Ordinance Number 91-

13, adopting the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, which was

subsequently amended in accordance with State law; and

WHEREAS, the Board enacted Ordinance Number 2001-21, which

renamed the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan to the “Vision

2020 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan” (hereinafter referred to as

the “Plan”); and

WHEREAS, the Board 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

Large Scale Plan Amendments; and

WHEREAS, the Board has substantially complied with the procedures

set forth in the Implementation Element of the Plan regarding public

participation; and

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Land Planning Agency held a public

hearing with all required public notice for the purpose of providing

recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners with regard to

the Plan amendments set forth herein; and
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WHEREAS, the Board held public hearings with all required public

notice for the purposes of hearing and considering the recommendations

and comments of the general public, the Land Planning Agency, other

public agencies, and other jurisdictions prior to final action on the

Plan amendments set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the Board hereby finds that the Plan, as amended by this

ordinance, is internally consistent with and compliant with the

provisions of State law including, but not limited to, Part II,

Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, and the State Comprehensive Plan, and

the Strategic Regional Policy Plan of the East Central Florida

Regional Planning Council; and

WHEREAS, the Plan amendments set forth herein has been reviewed

by all required State agencies and the Objectives, Recommendations and

Comments Report prepared by the Department of Community Affairs has

been considered by the Board; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Legislative Findings. The above recitals are true

and correct in form and include legislative findings which are a

material part of this Ordinance.
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Section 2. Amendment To Future Land Use Map Designation. The

Future Land Use Map of the Future Land Use Element of the Plan is

hereby amended by changing the future land use designation assigned to

the properties depicted therein and legally described in Exhibits A

and B (attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference) as

noted in the following table:

Ord.
Exh.

Name Amendment
Number

Land Use Change
From – To

LPA
Hearing
Date

BCC
Hearing
Dates

A Lake Forrest
Large Scale
Land Use
Amendment and
Rezone

08S-FLU02 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR) with a
maximum of 417
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08

B Silverleaf
Park Large
Scale Land
Use Amendment
and Rezone

08S-FLU01 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR)with a
maximum of 303
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08
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Section 3. Severability.

(a) The enactment of this Ordinance includes two (2) amendments

to the Future Land Use Map.

(b) 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 4. Exclusion From County Code/Codification.

(a) It is the intent of this Board 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 or as a volume of the

Land Development Code of Seminole County in accordance with prior

directions given to the 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 by the Clerk of the Board of County

Commissioners in accordance with State law.

(b) This Ordinance shall take effect upon filing a copy of this

Ordinance with the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the
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Board of County Commissioners; provided, however, that the effective

date of the Plan amendments set forth herein shall be twenty-two (22)

days after the Florida Department of Community Affairs’ publication of

a notice of intent to find the Plan amendments in compliance, if no

affected party challenges the Plan amendments, or, if an affected

party challenges the Plan amendments, when a final order is issued by

the Florida Department of Community Affairs or the Administration

Commission determining that the amendments is in compliance in

accordance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, whichever occurs

earlier. No development orders or development permits, if dependent

upon 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 adopting a resolution affirming its

effective status, a copy of said resolution shall be provided to the

Florida Department of Community Affairs, Bureau of Local Planning,

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100 by the

Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners.

ENACTED this 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:_______________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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Exhibit A

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South
line of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run
N00°12'27"W along said East Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;
thence continue N00°12'27"W along said East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of
a Florida Department of Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of
259.29 feet to the Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W along said Easterly line for a distance of
100.00 feet to the Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond); thence run
N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly and the Easterly line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing
of N32°35'43"E; thence run Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a
distance of 1306.77 feet to a point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South
5/8 of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14
feet to a point on the Westerly Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official
Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a chord bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly
along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said curve through a central angle of 15°36'44" for a
distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as
recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public Records; thence run N37°21'01"W along said
Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run
Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said curve through a central angle of
01°08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S24°00'12"W along said Westerly
right-of-way line for a distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described in Official Records Book 6087,
Page 553, of said Public Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the following six (6) courses:
N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Northerly
having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve
through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of 49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence N74°50'00"W,
18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly having a radius of 525.00 feet and a chord
bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 14°31'32" for a
distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands described in Official
Records Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the East and
North lines of said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06
feet; thence N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet;
thence N67°55'48"W, 40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence
N90°00'00"W, 185.95 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of
record.
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Exhibit B

Silverleaf Park

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00 FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97
FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING OF N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE;
THENCE RUN S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INTERSTATE
4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY
LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET;
THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS OF
WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO THE
BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46 DECLARATION OF
EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22, 1998 AT OFFICIAL
RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS
THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF 1092.71
FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT
OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN
S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23
FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
Z2007-65

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 PUD (PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THE PUD (PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT)
ZONING CLASSIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR
EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING 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 “Lake Forrest Large

Scale Land Use Amendment and 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 PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit

Development):

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A

Section 3. EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION. It is the intention of the Board of

County Commissioners that the provisions of this Ordinance shall not be codified.
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ORDINANCE NO. 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 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Brenda Carey

Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South line of said
East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run N00°12'27"W along said East
Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence continue N00°12'27"W along said
East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of a Florida Department of Transportation Pond, as
recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run
N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 259.29 feet to the Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W
along said Easterly line for a distance of 100.00 feet to the Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2
(retention pond); thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly and the Easterly line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord
bearing of N32°35'43"E; thence run Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a
distance of 1306.77 feet to a point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South 5/8 of the
East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14 feet to a point on the
Westerly Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said
Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a chord
bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said curve through
a central angle of 15°36'44" for a distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide County M. M. Smith
Canal Easement as recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public Records; thence run N37°21'01"W
along said Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run
Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 01°08'41" for
a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S24°00'12"W along said Westerly right-of-way line for a
distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described in Official Records Book 6087, Page 553, of said Public
Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the following six (6) courses: N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence
N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Northerly having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord
bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of
49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence N74°50'00"W, 18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly
having a radius of 525.00 feet and a chord bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a
central angle of 14°31'32" for a distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands
described in Official Records Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the
East and North lines of said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06
feet; thence N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet; thence
N67°55'48"W, 40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence N90°00'00"W,
185.95 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of record.
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LARGE-SCALE FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT &
REZONING AMENDMENT JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT

SEMINOLE COUNTY APPLICATION

Lake Forrest

Parcel ID Number: 20-19-30-300-0040-0000

This application is for a large-scale future land use map amendment (LSFLUA) and associated
rezoning amendments to respectively change the future land use (FLU) designation of the 26.8-
acre subject property from Medium Density Residential (MDR) to High Density Residential
(HDR), to remove the property from the Silver Leaf Planned Urban Development (PUD) and to
form a new PUD. 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.

RELATIONSHIP TO THE GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES OF THE
SEMINOLE COUNTY VISION 2020 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

High Density Residential Intent & Purpose

This land use provides for a range of residential development at intensities greater than 10
dwelling units per net buildable acre. High density residential development should be located
adjacent to major collectors and arterial roadways to minimize traffic on local and minor
collector roadways and to provide convenient access to transit facilities. This land use can act as
an effective transitional use between nonresidential and Medium Density Residential uses.

Uses:

A. Condominiums, townhouses, apartment hotels, boarding and lodging houses and motels;

B. Public elementary schools, public middle schools and public high schools; and

C. Special exception uses such as churches, utilities, group homes, hospitals, convalescent
and nursing homes, and accessory office uses.

Services and Facilities:

This land use requires a full range of urban services and facilities.

Special Provisions:

A. High density developments require maximum lot coverage, minimum open space,
recreation, pedestrian walkways and transit facility requirements to enhance the living
environment of residents and to provide convenient access to area schools, shopping and
recreational facilities. On-site transit facilities (e.g. bus shelters and bays) may be required on a
site specific basis.
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B. Clustering of residential units to preserve conservation areas above and beyond current
Land Development Code requirements and/or to provide sites for schools, recreation and other
public facilities is permitted under the PUD zoning classification.

C. Increased building heights up to 60 feet may be allowed where compatible with adjacent
uses to minimize urban sprawl.

Special Services;

Higher intensity development may require special services such as aerial fire equipment, transit
facilities and effluent re-use to meet public safety needs and offset facility capacity impacts.

Zoning

Zoning classifications allowed in this land use designation are presented in Exhibit FLU: Future
Land Use Designations and Allowable Zoning Classifications. PUD is an allowable zoning
category in HDR FLU.

Services and Facilities

Services and facilities are to be at a minimum, consistent with the requirements of the land use
designation for use of the development site.

A PUD rezoning application and a Master Plan application are being submitted concurrent
with this LSFLUA application. The Master Plan addresses the aforementioned concerns and,
therefore, complies with the Seminole County Land Use Code.

Applicable Comprehensive Plan FLU Policies

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Issue FLU 3 (page FLU-3)

Future Land Use Map Based On Growth Needs/Build-out. The Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use
Map is based on the amount of land use by type needed to accommodate the County's projected
growth over the planning period.

In Seminole County, both private and publicly owned properties are designated as one of the
several future land use designations on the adopted Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use Map. The
Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use Map is based on the amount of land use by type needed to
accommodate the County's projected growth over the planning period.

Based on the currently adopted Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use Map, it is projected that between
2015 and 2020 the County will experience a shortage of vacant developable land for single
family and multi-family development. Among the options available to address this shortage
includes amending the Plan to allow increased densities within existing residential designation
and creating infill parcels where a mix of residential and nonresidential uses would be allowed.
Subsequent to adoption of the 2001 Plan Update, this issue should be fully assessed and
recommended options prepared as part of the next Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR) of the
Plan scheduled for 2005.
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The proposed development program is for apartments at an overall net density of 16.5 net
dwelling units per acre, which is consistent with the stated objective and will assist Seminole
County in dealing with the "shortage of vacant developable land for single-family development,”
including a source of housing for the aging population segment. The property is an infill tract
surrounded by high-density residential, low-density residential and neighborhood-scale
commercial developments. The creation of a planned community that adheres to sensitive site
design, transitional buffers and green space will ensure neighborhood compatibility.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Issue FLU 4-Urban Sprawl (page FLU-4)

Rule 9J-5.006, FAC, requires that plans of local governments contain specific provisions to
discourage urban sprawl. Urban sprawl can be defined as scattered, poorly planned development
occurring at the urban fringe and rural areas, which frequently invades land important for natural
resource protection. Types of urban sprawl land uses include leapfrog development, strip
development along a roadway and large expanses of low density, single dimensional
development.

Between Plan adoption in 1991 and completion of the County's Evaluation and Appraisal Report
(EAR) in 1999, urban sprawl, as historically defined by the Florida Department of Community
Affairs (Department) and repeated in the Plan, has not occurred in unincorporated Seminole
County.

This absence of sprawl is due to extensive revisions to the County's Exhibit FLU: Future Land
Use Map in 1987 to re-designate vacant, infill and urban fringe areas for urban development
intensities. This major update, along with the long standing Conservation Land Use policies and
regulations help to meet the Department's sprawl tests. In 1991, the Plan was amended to
establish the East Rural Area and adoption of an urban/rural boundary. Additional steps such as
creation of the Higher Intensity Planned Development future land use series, (i.e., Target
Industry, Core and Transitional and Airport areas), purchase of natural lands, limiting
commercial development to major roadway intersections, and providing for mixed use
developments, joined with land development regulations, have effectively served as tools to
address urban sprawl. The County's EAR fully addressed the sprawl indicators cited in Rule 9J-
5.006(5), FAC. For a list of these indicators and the County's response, please refer to the EAR
document.

Developing the Lake Forrest site as a High Density Residential Development will not contribute
to sprawl for the following reasons:

� As almost all of the surrounding land is already built-out, development of the site
would occur in a responsible manner to ensure adequate transitioning of densities
between surrounding and proposed uses.

� Development of the property would provide an opportunity for interconnected,
pedestrian and user-friendly community consistent with the PD FLU'S definition of
providing multi-modal access within the development.
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Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Issue FLU 10-Trends in Comprehensive Planning
(page FLU-7)

Since the 1991 Plan Update, two popular themes have emerged that have a direct relationship to
comprehensive planning. The first of these, "sustainability", suggests the idea of the responsible
use of resources to meet current needs without jeopardizing the needs of future residents. The
second theme, "smart growth" involves the basic ideas of environmental protection, livable
communities and efficient use of public funds. Both themes have in common the idea of
community, economic opportunities and protection of the environment. In Seminole County
"sustainability" and "smart growth" in land use are achieved through, but not limited to,
application of the following planning techniques:

� Economic planning to create target industry areas;

� Acquisition of sensitive natural lands;

� Creation of an urban/rural boundary and Plan policies regarding protection of the
Rural Area;

� Restricting densities and intensities within the Wekiva River and Econlockhatchee
River areas;

� Applying a tiered level of service to encourage infill development and discourage
sprawl; and

� Joint planning agreements.

These two themes are clearly evident in the goal of the Future Land Use Element, which is to
achieve an appropriate balance between public and private interests in the protection of the
environment, creation of favorable economic conditions and maintenance of established
residential neighborhoods. The County's Plan and land development regulations set forth
policies and provisions to ensure that these areas development in a manner to provide
compatibility, accommodate necessary facilities and services and protect the natural
environment.

As an infill site, the property will be developed in a planned, harmonious manner to eliminate
sprawl, as explained elsewhere in this justification statement. Accordingly, apartments will be
provided to meet the future housing and service needs of Seminole County's projected
population.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Objective 2-Protection of Residential Neighborhoods
(page FLU-16)

The County shall ensure the long-term viability of residential neighborhoods by regulating future
development to create compatibility with surrounding land uses.

The Lake Forrest site is compatible with surrounding land uses that includes
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high density residential and single family residential.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 2.1-Subdivision Standards (page FLU-16)

The County shall maintain the viability of established and future residential neighborhoods by
continuing to enforce Land Development Code provisions relating to:

a. Development within flood prone areas;
b. Building setbacks and heights;
c. Roadway buffers;
d. Landscaping;
e. Tree preservation;
f. Signage;
g. On-site traffic circulation and parking;
h. Drainage and stormwater management;
i. Fences, walls and entrance features; and
j. Maintenance and use of common open space areas through homeowners

associations.

The proposed preliminary master plan will comply with all aspects of the Seminole County Land
Development Code, including the above stated provisions, as permitted by the Planned Urban
Development zoning designation.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 2.3 Roadway Compatibility (page FLU-16)

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 the 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; and
4. Enforcing Land Development Code standards providing when and where

pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular linkages between abutting residential areas are
required to provide convenient access to recreation, schools, libraries, and
shopping. Vehicular connections between subdivisions shall be designed to serve
local residents and discourage through traffic.

Concurrent with the LSFLUA application, a PD rezoning application and associated
Preliminary Master Plan are being submitted. The aforementioned concerns are addressed in
this plan and consequently comply with the Seminole County Land Development Code.
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Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 2.11 Determination of Compatibility in the
Planned Unit Development and Planned Commercial Development Zoning Classifications (page
FLU-19)

The County shall consider uses or structures proposed within the Planned Unit Development
(PUD) and Planned Commercial Development (PCD) 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 PCD zoning classification.

As previously stated, the Preliminary Master Plan is included in this concurrent LSFLUA 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.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Objective 6: Public Facilities and Services (page
FLU-33)

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:

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 6.1 Development Orders, Permits and
Agreements (page FLU 33)

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.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 6.2 Concurrency Requirements (page FLU 33)

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 needed to serve the development are available at the adopted level of service consistent
with the Implementation Element of this Plan.

There is sufficient infrastructure in place to adequately serve the Lake Forrest site. Any
additional impact issues will be addressed in the Development Order.
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Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 6.3 Infrastructure and Phasing Requirements
(page FLU 33)

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.

Development of the site will comply with the services and facilities requirements.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 6.4 Priority for Water and Sewer Services
(page FLU 33)

The County shall evaluate the impact on delivering adequate service to residents within the
established service area prior to the expansion of a 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.

Seminole County Utilities will serve the site and has sufficient capacity to support development
consistent with the proposed program.

Vision 20/20—Future Land Use Element- Policy 6.5 Private Investment Above Land
Development Code Regulations (page FLU 33)

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, stormwater, 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.

JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT – REZONING

The subject property is best suited for residential use due to its location and surrounding land use
patterns. Amending the future land use designation from medium density residential to high
density residential with a rezoning to planned urban development will permit creative design
standards and a quality development program that is consistent with other development within
Seminole County.

CONCLUSION

The requested LSFLUA and zoning amendments are well supported by the policies described
within the Seminole County Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan. The County has a desire to
"maintain the established residential character" of this location, and there is a continuing demand
for residential housing of the type proposed. As stated elsewhere in this report, the subject
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property is believed to be best suited for high density residential use due to its location, present
market conditions and surrounding land use patterns. We believe that amending the future land
use of the property from Medium Density Residential to High Density Residential would be
consistent and compatible with the policies established by the Seminole County Vision 2020
Comprehensive Plan, particularly with regard to the policies and provisions related to the
prevention of urban sprawl, maximization of land coverage, minimization of open space and the
provision of recreational opportunities for residents. This request is compatible in the described
location and is consistent with applicable Seminole County planning policies and applicable
regulations.
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To: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners

From: George Kosmac, Deputy Superintendent, Seminole County Public
Schools

Date: December 4, 2007

RE. Lake Forest Large Scale FLUM Amendment & Rezone

Seminole County Public Schools (SCPS), in reviewing the above future land use change
and rezone request, has determined that if approved the new FLUM and zoning
designation would have the effect of increasing residential density, and as a result
generate additional school age children.

Description – 26.8+/- acres Located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately
½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street. The applicant is requesting
a change from MDR to HDR and rezone from PUD to PUD. The applicant is proposing
to construct a multi-family dwelling unit subdivision, at a density of approximately 16.5
dwelling units per net buildable acre. The net residential density is proposed to increase
from the 200 currently approved multi-family units to 417 units, a net increase of 217
units. Parcel ID #: 20-19-30-300-0400-0000.

Based on information received from Seminole County Planning and from the staff report
for the request, SCPS staff has summarized the potential school enrollment impacts in
the following tables:

Total Proposed units

Total # of Units # of Single-Family Lots # of Multi-Family Units

217 0 217
Student Generation

Impacted
Schools

Projected
Number of
Additional
Students

Current
Capacity

Current
Enrollment

Percent
Utilization

Students
Resulting from

Recently
Approved

Developments
Elementary
Northwest
Cluster 27

4,283 4,333 101.2 165

Middle
Sanford 10 1,414 1,316 93.1 98
High
Seminole 10 3,049 3,135 102.8 185

SEMINOLE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
School Capacity Report
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Terms and Definitions:

Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH): The numbering and data collection
system developed and assigned through the Department of Education for land parcels,
buildings, and rooms in public educational facilities. Based upon district data entry,
FISH generates the student station counts and report data for school spaces throughout
the districts and the State.

Student Stations: The actual number or count of spaces contained within a room that
can physically accommodate a student. By State Board Rule, the student station count
is developed at the individual room level. Prior to Class Size Reduction (CSR), the
number of student stations assigned to a room was dependent upon the room size and
the particular the instructional program assigned to the room. This is no longer the case
for core curricula spaces (see e. below). The total number of student stations at a
campus is determined by the cumulative student station count total of the rooms at the
campus that are assigned student station counts.

Utilization: A State Board Rule prescribed percentage of student stations that a room
(and proportionately, a school and school district) can satisfactorily accommodate at any
given time. From a school/campus analysis perspective, “utilization” is determined as
the percentage of school enrollment to capacity. Current DOE established K-12
utilization factors are as follows:
Elementary 100%, Middle 90%, High 95%

Capacity: The number of students that can be satisfactorily accommodated in a room at
any given time and which, is typically a lesser percentage of the total number of student
stations. That percentage factor is typically referred to as the “Utilization Factor”. The
capacity of a campus is therefore determined by multiplying the total number of student
stations by the utilization factor (percentage). NOTE: Capacity is ONLY a measure of
space, not of enrollment.

Class Size Reduction (CSR): Article IX of the Florida Constitution requires the
legislature to “make adequate provision” to ensure that by the beginning of the 2010
school year, there will be a sufficient number of classrooms for a public school in core
related curricula so that:

i) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for pre-kindergarten through grade 3
does not exceed 18 students;

ii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 4 through 8 does not exceed
22 students; and

iii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 9 through 12 does not
exceed 25 students

School Size: For planning purposes, each public school district must determine the
maximum size of future elementary, middle and high schools. Existing school size is
determined solely through FISH data. Seminole County Public Schools has established
the sizes of future schools (with the exception of special centers and magnet schools) as
follows:
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i) Elementary: 780 student stations
ii) Middle: 1500 student stations
iii) High: 2,800 student stations

Projected Number of Additional Students: is determined by applying the current
SCPS student generation rate (calculated by using US Census data analysis) to the
number and type of units proposed. The number of units is determined using
information provided by the County and/or from the applicant’s request. If no actual unit
count is provided the unit count is then estimated based on the maximum allowable
density under the existing/proposed future land use designation.

Full Time Equivalent (FTE) - A calculation of student enrollment conducted by The
Florida Department of Education (FDOE) authorized under Section 1011.62, Florida
Statutes to determine a maximum total weighted full-time equivalent student enrollment
for each public school district for the K-12 Florida Educational Funding Program (FEFP).

Students Resulting from Recently Approved Developments is a summary of
students generated from developments approved and platted since January 2005.
Student enrollment changes due to existing housing are excluded from these totals.

Comments:
The students generated at the Middle school level resulting from the proposed
development, would at this point be able to be absorbed into the zoned schools without
adverse affect. Capacity is not available at the approved level of service for Elementary
or High schools, and the additional students would not be able to be absorbed without
the use of temporary capacity or significant increases in overcrowding. There are no
planned expansions/additions in the current five-year capital plan that would provide
additional student capacity to relieve the affected schools.

In addition to the students generated from the proposal, the number of students
expected from recent developments in the attendance areas of the affected schools
would also place further capacity pressures on the school system. These new
developments combined with this proposal and any subsequent approvals may affect
the provision of concurrent school facilities at the point of final subdivision approval,
including the potential of not meeting statutory concurrency requirements.
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

DECEMBER 5, 2007
7:00 P.M.

Members present: Matthew Brown, Dudley Bates, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf,
Melanie Chase, and Ben Tucker

Member absent: Kim Day

Also present: Dori DeBord, Director of Planning and Development; Alison
Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Asst. Planning Manager; Ian
Sikonia, Senior Planner; Cynthia Sweet, Senior Planner; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; James Potter, Senior Engineer; Kathy Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Candace Lindlaw - Hudson, Clerk to the Commission.

Lake Forrest Large Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone; Shutts &
Bowen LLP, James Willard, applicant; 26.8± acres; Large Scale Land Use
Amendment from Medium Density Residential (MDR) to High Density Residential
(HDR) and Rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit
Development); located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile
north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street. (Z2007-65 / 08S.FLU02)

Commissioner Carey - District 5
Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner

Ian Sikonia stated that this property was previously approved on May 10, 2005
know as the NW 46 PUD which consisted of a town home and condominium
project allowing a maximum of 400 units. The specific regulations for these
condominium and townhome units were based pm the R-3 and R-4 zoning
districts. The NW 46 PUD allowed a maximum building height of 2 stories or 35
feet for the subdivision. The Development Order of the NW 46 PUD specifically
forbids townhome or condominium units to be used a rental units. The NW 46
PUD and the proposed Lake Forrest PUD are similar in uses but different in
regard to intensity and density of the property.

The proposed Lake Forrest PUD is creating a new PUD while maintaining some
to the previous conditions of the NW 46 PUD. The NW 46 PUD allowed for a
maximum of 400 units while the proposed PUD is allowing for a maximum of 417
units. The Lake Forrest PUD is increasing the approved maximum building
height of 35 feet or two stories to 50 feet or three stories. They are also
maintaining the same permitted uses of condominium, townhomes, and adding
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multi-family rental units to the Development Order. The proposed PUD seems to
allow for more local housing options for the prospective and existing citizens of
Seminole County due to the proximity of Interstate 4 and the numerous
employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary and Sanford.

Mr. Sikonia stated that staff is recommending changes to the Development
Order: Condition G, replacing “There shall be a minimum of 834 parking spaces
located on site” to read “Parking shall be pursuant to the Land Development
Code requirement of two spaces per unit.” Condition M replacing “will” with
“may” in the second sentence, to read: “This may be accomplished by
amenitizing the existing retention pond.”

Mr. Sikonia said that staff recommendation was for transmittal of the requested
Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density
Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned
Unit Development) for 26.8 acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street,
approximately ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street.

Jim Willard spoke on behalf of the applicant. He gave a short history of the
ownership of the tract and stated that market conditions have not supported what
was approved 3 years ago. The market will support multi-family projects. This
project will not be low-income housing. The location of the application is a good
place for the placement of such a project. 16.5 units per acre with 3 stories in
height is typical. This site is next to the interstate, with minimal Oregon Street
exposure. What else could go here. This addresses workforce housing. Mr.
Willard said that he does not want to put in a sound wall by the interstate. It is
too costly. The owner could put a disclosure clause in the lease stating the
proximity of the project to the interstate.

Dr. Ira Swartzberg spoke on behalf of the Lake Forest Homeowners Association.
He stated that the berm referred to as a buffer is only 15 feet high. In reviewing
the various traffic, school, and buffering figures, the report presented had
conflicting figures. The Lake Forest Homeowners Association is opposed to this
application.

Steve Devine spoke on behalf of the Lake Forest Homeowners Association
Board. The HOA is opposed to the rezoning and change to the County
Comprehensive Plan. This application is not compatible with the area. The
schools cannot serve the influx of population, and the traffic will not be
adequately served by the roads and intersections in the area. The current
Comprehensive Plan design for the property is good. The density is increasing
from 268 to 417 with this project. Silverleaf projected increases from 282 units to
558 dwelling units. Both will give 978 units for the two properties. Mr. Devine
said that he was also concerned with the SR 46 intersection. The anticipated I-4
off-ramp is an upcoming problem. He took issue with the traffic study numbers
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presented. A new study is needed. Traffic numbers varied from 100 additional
trips to 677 extra trips.

Mr. Devine also said that the retention pond was being used for open space
calculations by both this project and the KB Homes application for Silverleaf. He
concluded by stating that the schools were overcrowded and did not have
capacity.

Jim Willard said that the retention pond had not been double calculated. Both
projects share the pond. There is enough open space using the pond.

Commissioner Tucker said that sound and the wall were an issue here. The wall
is not the only answer. It is not enough to say that the interstate is there. Look at
the airports. Homes can be sound-fitted. Given the current circumstances, it
may be good use, but sound is an issue.

Commissioner Brown said that a third option was to put language in the deed.

Commissioner Tucker said that it should not be incumbent on the public to
mitigate sound.

Commissioner Eismann asked how the County could prevent sound walls from
being put up at taxpayer expense in the future.

Commissioner Chase said that such things were not going to be approved by the
BCC in the future.

Commissioner Tucker said that the sound abatement wall is an FDOT approval,
not BCC approval.

Commissioner Wolf asked why soundproofing or a wall should not be included
for approval.

Commissioner Tucker added the potential of adding to deed restrictions.

Commissioner Eismann made a motion to recommend transmittal of the
requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium
Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from
PUD (Planned Unit Development) for 26.8 acres, located on the east side of
Oregon Street, approximately ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and
Oregon Street with staff findings.

Commissioner Chase seconded the motion.

Commissioner Brown said that this project is HDR next to I-4. That is the place
for it.
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Commissioner Wolf said that the application lacks transition between I-4 and
MDR.

Commissioner Brown said the berm is 15 feet tall and 30 feet at the base.

Tina Williamson said that the width of the berm was not known.

Commissioner Wolf said that there were natural trees there now along the road
that could be utilized for a natural buffer.

Commissioner Brown asked what good is accomplished by speaking to the local
HOAs.

Commissioner Wolf said that changes could be made prior to finalization.

The motion failed with a tie vote of 3 - 3. Commissioners Brown, Eismann,
and Chase voted “yes” while Commissioners Bates, Tucker and Wolf were
opposed.

Commissioner Wolf made a motion to send the request to the BCC without
a recommendation.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion..

The motion passed 6 – 0.















Z2007-65 Development Order #07 10000003

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On June 10, 2008, 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: NW 46 LTD
600 E. Colonial Dr.
Orlando, FL 32803

Project Name: Lake Forrest Large Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone

Requested Development Approval:

Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to
HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to
PUD (Planned Unit Development)

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the request for a Large Scale
Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High
Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development) is not compatible with the surrounding area and could not
be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Lake Forrest Large Scale Land Use
Amendment and Rezone” and all evidence submitted at the public hearing on June 10,
2008, 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 adoption is DENIED.
Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By:________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South line
of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run N00°12'27"W
along said East Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence continue
N00°12'27"W along said East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of a Florida
Department of Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the Public Records of
Seminole County, Florida; thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 259.29 feet to the
Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W along said Easterly line for a distance of 100.00 feet to the
Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond); thence run N89°20'41"E along said
South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly and the Easterly
line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing of N32°35'43"E; thence run
Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a distance of 1306.77 feet to a
point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South 5/8 of the East 1/2 of said
Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14 feet to a point on the Westerly
Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said
Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a
chord bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said
curve through a central angle of 15°36'44" for a distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide
County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public
Records; thence run N37°21'01"W along said Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance
of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord
bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said
curve through a central angle of 01°08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run
S24°00'12"W along said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described
in Official Records Book 6087, Page 553, of said Public Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the
following six (6) courses: N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Northerly having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along
the arc of said curve through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of 49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence
N74°50'00"W, 18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly having a radius of 525.00 feet and a
chord bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 14°31'32" for
a distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands described in Official Records
Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the East and North lines of
said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06 feet; thence
N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet; thence N67°55'48"W,
40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence N90°00'00"W, 185.95 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of record.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Adopt an ordinance for a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium 
Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and adopt an ordinance for a rezone 
from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development), for 28.25 ±
acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the 
intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, and approve the Preliminary Master Plan and
Development Order, and authorize the Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents, 
based on staff findings (Reed Berlinsky, KB Home Orlando, LLC, applicant); or 

2. Deny the requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment and rezone for 28.25 ±
acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the 
intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR 
(High Density Residential); and from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) and and authorize the chairman to execute the Denial Development Order 
(Reed Berlinsky, KB Home Orlando, LLC, applicant); or 

3. Continue the item to a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is requesting a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment and rezone of 28.25 ±
acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the 
intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR 
(High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD 
(Planned Unit Development). The applicant is requesting the Large Scale Future Land Use 
Amendment to allow for a multi-family residential development at a maximum density of 16.5 
dwelling units per net buildable acre.  

This property was previously approved on May 10, 2005 known as the NW 46 PUD which 
consisted of a townhome and condominium project allowing a maximum of 400 units.  The
specific regulations for these condominium and townhomes units were based on the R-3 and 
R-4 zoning districts.  The NW 46 PUD allowed a maximum building height of 2 stories or 35 
feet for the subdivision and forbid townhome or condominium units to be used as rental units. 
 
The proposed Silverleaf PUD is essentially creating a new PUD while maintaining some of the
previous conditions of the NW 46 PUD.  The NW 46 PUD allowed for a maximum of 400 units 
while the proposed PUD is allowing for a maximum of 303 units, which is an increase of 158 
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total units. The Silverleaf PUD is increasing the approved maximum building height of 35 feet 
or two stories to 50 feet or three stories.  They are also maintaining the same permitted uses 
of condominium, townhomes, and adding multi-family rental units to the Development Order.  
The Silverleaf PUD is removing conditions from the previous Development Order regarding 
minimum house size, lot width, setback, and other design related conditions to allow for more 
flexibility when designing the final master plan.  The proposed PUD allows more local housing 
options for the prospective and existing citizens of Seminole County due to the proximity of 
Interstate 4 and the numerous employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary, 
and Sanford.  
 
Planning and Zoning Commission/LPA Recommendation: 
The Planning and Zoning Commission met on December 5, 2007 and voted (6-0) to make a 
recommendation of no recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners for 
TRANSMITTAL of the requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR 
(Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD 
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) 28.25 ± acres, located on 
the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and 
Oregon Street.
 
Board of County Commissioners Action:
 
The Board of County Commissioners met on February 12, 2008 and voted 5 - 0 to TRANSMIT 
the requested Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density 
Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) for 28.25 ± acres, located on the east side
of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon
Street, based on staff findings.
 
Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) Objections, Recommendations and 
Comments Report (ORC) dated May 5, 2008:
 
On May 5, 2008, the Department issued an Objections, Recommendations and Comments 
(ORC) Report regarding the proposed future land use amendment.  The Department raised no 
objections to the proposed amendment.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board adopt an ordinance for a Large Scale Future Land Use 
Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential); and 
adopt an ordinance ordinance from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit 
Development), for 28.25 ± acres, located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½
mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street, and approve the Preliminary Master 
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 and Zoning Map
4. Aerial Map



5. Preliminary Master Plan
6. First Amended and Restated Development Order
7. Large Scale Land Use Amendment Ordinance
8. Rezone Ordinance
9. Justification Statement provided by Applicant

10. 12-5-08 LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes
11. 2-12-08 Prior BCC Minutes
12. DCA Objections, Recommendations and Comments Report
13. Denial Development Order
14. School Facilities Analysis Report
15. Letter in Opposition

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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Silverleaf Park Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from Medium Density
Residential (MDR) to High Density Residential (HDR) and rezone from PUD (Planned

Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development)

APPLICANT Reed Berlinsky
PROPERTY OWNER KB Home Orlando, LLC

REQUEST LSLUA from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR
(High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD to PUD

PROPERTY SIZE 28.25 ± acres

HEARING DATE (S)
P&Z: December 5, 2007 BCC:

February 12, 2008 (Transmittal)
June 10, 2008 (Adoption)

PARCEL ID 20-19-30-300-0040-0000, 20-19-30-300-004F-0000

LOCATION
Located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a
½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon
Street.

FUTURE LAND USE MDR (Medium Density Residential)
ZONING PUD (Planned Unit Development)
FILE NUMBER Z2007-61
COMMISSION DISTRICT #5 – Carey

Proposed Development:

The applicant is proposing a multi-family development consisting of a maximum 303
units with an amenitized retention pond.

ANALYSIS OVERVIEW:

ZONING REQUEST

The applicant is proposing a Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR
(Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development). The applicant
proposes to change the zoning and land use in order to develop a more intense
residential development than previously approved in the NW 46 PUD.

COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING PROPERTIES

The subject property is located in an area which is transitioning into a more intense
mixture of commercial and higher density residential developments. Vision 2020, The
Seminole County Comprehensive Plan FLU Exhibit - 2 Appropriate Transitional Land
Uses, identifies High Density Residential as a compatible transitional land use when
adjacent to Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential, and Commercial. To
the south are the NW 46 PUD and the Bill Heard Chevrolet PCD which consist of multi-
family dwelling units and two (2) car dealerships. To the north of the subject property is
the Medium Density Residential Future Land Use designation which is approved for a
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maximum 400 unit townhome and condominium subdivision. However, that property is
also requesting a Large Scale Land Use Amendment to High Density Residential for
multi-family units. To the west of the subject property across Oregon Street is the Lake
Forrest PUD which is a residential subdivision approved for a maximum of 1016 units.
To the east of the subject property is Interstate 4. This area is in transition from Low
Density Residential developments to higher density residential developments due to its
close proximity to the employment centers located along International Parkway and
accessibility to Interstate 4.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE VISION 2020 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.

Staff Evaluation

The subject property is located in an area transitioning to developments of higher
intensity because of its proximity to employment centers to the south and accessibility to
Interstate 4. The area near Interstate 4 and SR 46 recently consists of multi-family
subdivisions and support commercial uses to accommodate the further growth of the
employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary, and Sanford.

Staff finds that the character of the area has changed enough to warrant a density
increase from Medium Density Residential to High Density Residential.

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.
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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 subject property would be an appropriate transition between more intensive FLU
designations to the south and less intensive uses to the west and north of the property.
The subject property is adjacent to Medium Density Residential to the north which is
also proposing a FLU change to High Density Residential allowing for apartment units.
This proposed increase in apartment units would provide more local housing options for
existing and prospective citizens working in the surrounding areas of Heathrow, Lake
Mary, and Sanford.

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 does not consider any of the above stated elements.

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:
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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: 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 in an area that is transitioning from lower density development to
higher density residential development. Exhibit FLU: Appropriate Transitional Land
Uses states that High Density Residential is an appropriate transitional land use when
adjacent to Medium Density Residential and Commercial. Current development trends
indicate that the long-term development in the area will consist of higher density
residential and commercial uses due to the proximity of employment centers along
International Parkway and accessibility to Interstate 4.

SITE ANALYSIS:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Floodplain Impacts:

Based on FIRM map panel 12117C0030E, with an effective date of 1995, there appears to
be 8.0 acres of 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 no 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.
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The following table depicts the impacts the proposed development will have on public
facilities:

Public Facility Existing Zoning
(PUD)*

Proposed Development
(303 Multi Family Units)

Net Impact

Water (GPD) 140,000 83,325 - 56,675
Sewer (GPD) 120,000 75,750 - 44,250
Traffic (ADT) 1,554 2,768 - 1,214

* Based on the NW 46 PUD Development Order approved on 5/10/05.

Utilities:

The site is located in the Northwest Seminole County water and sewer utility service
area, and will be required to connect to public utilities. There is a 12-inch water main on
the east side of N. Oregon St., a 12-inch force main on the east side of N. Oregon St.,
and an 8-inch reclaimed water main on the west side of N. Oregon St.

Transportation / Traffic:

The property proposes access onto Oregon Street, which is classified as a collector
roadway. Oregon Street is currently operating at a level-of-service “A” and does not
have improvements programmed in the County 5-year Capital Improvement Program or
FDOT 5-year Work Program.

School Impacts:

The Seminole County Public School District has prepared an analysis which is included
as an attachment to this report.

Public Safety:

The County Level-Of-Service standard for fire protection and rescue, per Policy PUB
2.1 of the Comprehensive Plan, is a 5 minute average response time. The nearest
response unit to the subject property is Station #34, which is located at 4905 Wayside
Dr. Based on an average of two minutes per mile, the average response time to the
subject property is less than 5 minutes.

Drainage:

The proposed project is located within the Lake Monroe Drainage Basin, and does not
have limited downstream capacity. The site will have to be designed to meet the 25-
year, 24-hour pre-development rate.
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Parks, Recreation and Open Space:

The applicant is required to provide a minimum 25% of open space for the site, per
Section 30.1344 (Open Space Ratios and Design Guidelines) of the Seminole County
LDC.

Buffers and Sidewalks:

A 5-foot sidewalk will be constructed along the property frontage on Oregon Street.
There will be a 15-foot landscape buffer along the west and a 10-foot buffer along the
north, east, and south property lines.

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 (VISION 2020)

The County’s Comprehensive Plan is designed to preserve and enhance the public
health, safety and welfare through the management of growth, provision of adequate
public services and the protection of natural resources.

The 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 2.1: Subdivision Standards
Policy FLU 2.5: Transitional Land Uses
Policy FLU 2.11: Determination of Compatibility in the Planned Unit Development

and Planned Commercial Development Zoning Classifications
Policy FLU 5.5: Water and Sewer Service Expansion
Policy FLU 12.4: Relationship of Land Use to Zoning Classifications
Policy FLU 12.5: Evaluation Criteria of Property Rights Assertions
Policy POT 4.5: Potable Water Connection
Policy SAN 4.4: Sanitary Sewer Connection
Policy PUB 2.1: Public Safety Level-of-Service

INTERGOVERNMENTAL NOTIFICATION:

Intergovernmental notice was sent to the Seminole County School District on November
2, 2007. The School District has provided a School Capacity Report, which is attached.
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LETTERS OF SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION:

Staff has received one email in opposition which is attached to this agenda item.
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FUTURE LAND USE

ZONING
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FILE # Z2004-053Z2007-61 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #4-23000004 07 10000002

FIRST AMENDED AND RESTATED
SEMINOLE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT

ORDER

On May 10, 2005,May 27, 2008, Seminole County issued this Development

Order relating to and touching and concerning the following described property:

Legal description attached as Exhibit A.

(The aforedescribed legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the
owner of the aforedescribed property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner: ORIX TRIAD LAKE FOREST LLC NW 46 LTD.
KB Home Orlando, LLC

Project Name: NW 46 Silverleaf Park PUD

Requested Development Approval: Large Scale Land Use Amendment from
Medium Density Residential (MDR) to High
Density Residential (HDR) and rezoning from
PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development)

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: Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in

effect in Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee

ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made

as to this development approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to by

the owner of the property are as follows:

a. The development shall not exceed 400 303 units or 10 16.5 units per net
buildable acre, whichever is less, as determined at Final Master Plan
approval.

b. Permitted uses shall be apartments, townhouses, condominiums, home
occupations and home offices. Rental units shall not be permitted.

c. A minimum of 25 percent of the project area must be designated as usable
common open space per the requirements of the Land Development Code. Wet
retention areas to be counted as open space shall be amenitized in accordance
with the design criteria of Section 30.1344 of the Land Development Code. The
applicant shall demonstrate on the Final PUD Master Plan that the open space
requirements have been met. A minimum of 6.97 acres of open space will be
provided on site. This will be accomplished by amenitizing the existing retention
pond along with other allowable open space within the property.

d. Maximum building height shall be 2 3 stories and not to exceed 35 50 feet.
e. Sidewalks shall be provided adjacent to all units, visitor parking, and linking to

future public sidewalks along North Oregon St.
f. Townhouse Building setbacks shall be as follows:

Development perimeter 25’
Front (w/ front entry garage) 20’
Front (w/ rear entry garage) 15’
Side (interior units) 0’
Side (end units) 10’
Side street 10’
Rear 20’
Building separation 20’

Development Perimeter 25’
Building Separation 20’

g. Minimum living area shall be 1,300 square feet per unit.
h. Setbacks and buffering for multi-unit condominium structures shall conform to

R-3 standards.
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i. Accessory buildings shall not be permitted on individual townhouse lots.
j. Where garages are entered from the front, there shall be a minimum distance

of 20 feet from the front building line to the sidewalk.
k. All landscape buffers and common areas shall be maintained by a homeowners

association.
l. The developer shall provide a pedestrian circulation system giving access to all

portions of the development as well as connecting to public sidewalks outside
the development.

m. Minimum townhouse lot width shall be 15’.
n. Front walls of townhouse units shall be staggered.
o. Mechanical units shall be located and/or screened to prevent visibility from North

Oregon St. or adjoining single family development.
p. Garages shall not be converted to living space.
q. Each unit shall have a minimum of a 1-car garage and driveway providing an

additional parking space.
r. Visitor parking shall be provided at the rate of 1 space per 3 units. The

method for providing this parking shall be evaluated at Final Master Plan.
s. Parking of boats, trailers and recreational vehicles shall be prohibited within

the development except in the designated screened area which shall be
determined at time of final master plan.

t. A 6-foot PVC fence (or better quality as approved by County staff) and 4
canopy trees (per 100 linear feet) shall be provided along the south property
line.

u. Outdoor lighting shall be limited to 16 feet in height and meet all applicable
standards of the Seminole County Land Development Code.

v. Left- and right-turn lanes shall be provided at each of the project entrances.
w. The applicant shall dedicate adequate property to provide a 40-foot half right-

of-way section along N. Oregon St. Additional right-of-way shall be provided
as needed for off-site improvements.

x. The applicant shall be responsible for any signal modifications on SR 46 that
may be warranted as a result of this development.

y. The site shall utilize reclaimed water.
z. At the time of Final Master Plan approval, the site layout shall be evaluated to

minimize unit proximity to I-4.
aa. All home buyers shall have deeds noting the development’s proximity to

Interstate 4.
bb. The west buffer shall be 15’ wide with a 6’ masonry wall. The minimum

required number of plantings within the west buffer shall be 32 canopy trees,
64 understory trees, and 540 shrubs. Upon Final master Plan approval the
applicant may supply an alternative number of plantings for the west buffer if
approved by the Planning Manager.

cc. The east and north buffer shall be 10’ wide and contain the required amount
plantings per the Land Development Code.

dd. Interconnectivity with the adjacent property to the north shall be allowable if a
cross access agreement is agreed to by the north property owner.

ee. If the spacing of the access points meets the Land Development Code
requirements the applicant will extend the turn lanes south on N. Oregon
Street.
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(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: _______________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman

Board of County Commissioners



FILE # Z2004-053Z2007-61 DEVELOPMENT ORDER #4-23000004 07 10000002

5

OWNER’S CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, KB Home Orlando LLC, Reed Berlinsky, 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 Reed Berlinsky, Authorized Agent

______________________________
Witness

STATE OF FLORIDA )
)

COUNTY OF SEMINOLE )

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized in the
State and County aforesaid to take acknowledgments, personally appeared Reed
Berlinsky, Agent, who is personally known to me or who has produced
___________________________________ as identification and who did take an oath.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this
____ day of _________________, 2008.

_______________________________________

Notary Public, in and for the County and State
Aforementioned

My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION NW 46 PROPERTY:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida,
described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N 89�38'35" E
along the South line of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East Right-of-Way line of
Oregon Avenue; thence run N 00�12'27" W along said East Right-of-Way line for a distance of
690.63 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence continue N 00�12'27" W along said East
Right-of-Way line for a distance of 1308.78 feet to the South line of a Florida Department of
Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520 , Page 535, of the Public
Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run N 89�20'41" E along said South line for a
distance of 259.29 feet to the Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N 00�39'19" W along said
Easterly line for a distance of 100.00 feet to the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond);
thence run N 89�20'41" E along said South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-
tangent curve concave Southeasterly and the Easterly line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a
radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing of N 32�35'43" E; thence run Northeasterly along the
arc of said curve through a central angle of 12�06'57" for a distance of 1306.77 feet to a point on
a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South 5/8 of the East 1/2
of said Section 20; thence run N 89�16'23" E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14 feet
to a point on the Westerly Right-of-way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in
Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a chord bearing of
S 32�47'00" W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly Right-of Way line and the arc of
said curve through a central angle of 15�36'44" for a distance of 1618.47 feet to the
Northeasterly line of the 90' wide County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as recorded in Official
Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public Records; thence run N 37�21'01" W along said
Northeasterly line and said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 22.57 feet to a point on
a non-tangent curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord bearing
of S 24�30'21" W; thence run Southwesterly along said Westerly Right-of-Way line and along
the arc of said curve through a central angle of 01�08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet; thence
run S 24�00'12" W along said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 1355.40 feet; thence
run S 89�38'22" W for a distance of 243.58 feet; thence run N 00�21'38" W for a distance of
157.35 feet; thence run N 90�00'00" W for a distance of 816.93 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Containing 55.050 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way, restrictions and
easements of record.

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE
EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG
SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF
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BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A
DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00
FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN
S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE
CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING OF
N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE; THENCE RUN
S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
INTERSTATE 4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC
RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID
WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W
FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET; THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS,
RIGHTS OF WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO
THE BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46
DECLARATION OF EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22,
1998 AT OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, AS THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF
1092.71 FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W
ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN
N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN
S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET; THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF
199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN
S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF
20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23 FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE VISION 2020
SEMINOLE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP
DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTIES BY
VIRTUE OF LARGE SCALE DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENTS; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County

(hereinafter referred to as the “Board”) enacted Ordinance Number 91-

13, adopting the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, which was

subsequently amended in accordance with State law; and

WHEREAS, the Board enacted Ordinance Number 2001-21, which

renamed the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan to the “Vision

2020 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan” (hereinafter referred to as

the “Plan”); and

WHEREAS, the Board 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

Large Scale Plan Amendments; and

WHEREAS, the Board has substantially complied with the procedures

set forth in the Implementation Element of the Plan regarding public

participation; and

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Land Planning Agency held a public

hearing with all required public notice for the purpose of providing

recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners with regard to

the Plan amendments set forth herein; and
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WHEREAS, the Board held public hearings with all required public

notice for the purposes of hearing and considering the recommendations

and comments of the general public, the Land Planning Agency, other

public agencies, and other jurisdictions prior to final action on the

Plan amendments set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the Board hereby finds that the Plan, as amended by this

ordinance, is internally consistent with and compliant with the

provisions of State law including, but not limited to, Part II,

Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, and the State Comprehensive Plan, and

the Strategic Regional Policy Plan of the East Central Florida

Regional Planning Council; and

WHEREAS, the Plan amendments set forth herein has been reviewed

by all required State agencies and the Objectives, Recommendations and

Comments Report prepared by the Department of Community Affairs has

been considered by the Board; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Legislative Findings. The above recitals are true

and correct in form and include legislative findings which are a

material part of this Ordinance.
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Section 2. Amendment To Future Land Use Map Designation. The

Future Land Use Map of the Future Land Use Element of the Plan is

hereby amended by changing the future land use designation assigned to

the properties depicted therein and legally described in Exhibits A

and B (attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference) as

noted in the following table:

Ord.
Exh.

Name Amendment
Number

Land Use Change
From – To

LPA
Hearing
Date

BCC
Hearing
Dates

A Lake Forrest
Large Scale
Land Use
Amendment and
Rezone

08S-FLU02 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR) with a
maximum of 417
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08

B Silverleaf
Park Large
Scale Land
Use Amendment
and Rezone

08S-FLU01 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR)with a
maximum of 303
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08
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Section 3. Severability.

(a) The enactment of this Ordinance includes two (2) amendments

to the Future Land Use Map.

(b) 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 4. Exclusion From County Code/Codification.

(a) It is the intent of this Board 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 or as a volume of the

Land Development Code of Seminole County in accordance with prior

directions given to the 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 by the Clerk of the Board of County

Commissioners in accordance with State law.

(b) This Ordinance shall take effect upon filing a copy of this

Ordinance with the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the
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Board of County Commissioners; provided, however, that the effective

date of the Plan amendments set forth herein shall be twenty-two (22)

days after the Florida Department of Community Affairs’ publication of

a notice of intent to find the Plan amendments in compliance, if no

affected party challenges the Plan amendments, or, if an affected

party challenges the Plan amendments, when a final order is issued by

the Florida Department of Community Affairs or the Administration

Commission determining that the amendments is in compliance in

accordance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, whichever occurs

earlier. No development orders or development permits, if dependent

upon 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 adopting a resolution affirming its

effective status, a copy of said resolution shall be provided to the

Florida Department of Community Affairs, Bureau of Local Planning,

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100 by the

Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners.

ENACTED this 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:_______________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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Exhibit A

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South
line of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run
N00°12'27"W along said East Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;
thence continue N00°12'27"W along said East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of
a Florida Department of Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of
259.29 feet to the Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W along said Easterly line for a distance of
100.00 feet to the Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond); thence run
N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly and the Easterly line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing
of N32°35'43"E; thence run Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a
distance of 1306.77 feet to a point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South
5/8 of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14
feet to a point on the Westerly Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official
Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a chord bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly
along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said curve through a central angle of 15°36'44" for a
distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as
recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public Records; thence run N37°21'01"W along said
Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run
Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said curve through a central angle of
01°08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S24°00'12"W along said Westerly
right-of-way line for a distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described in Official Records Book 6087,
Page 553, of said Public Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the following six (6) courses:
N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Northerly
having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve
through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of 49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence N74°50'00"W,
18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly having a radius of 525.00 feet and a chord
bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 14°31'32" for a
distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands described in Official
Records Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the East and
North lines of said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06
feet; thence N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet;
thence N67°55'48"W, 40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence
N90°00'00"W, 185.95 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of
record.
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Exhibit B

Silverleaf Park

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00 FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97
FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING OF N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE;
THENCE RUN S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INTERSTATE
4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY
LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET;
THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS OF
WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO THE
BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46 DECLARATION OF
EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22, 1998 AT OFFICIAL
RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS
THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF 1092.71
FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT
OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN
S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23
FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
Z2007-61

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 PUD (PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THE PUD (PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT)
ZONING CLASSIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR
EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING 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 “Silverleaf Park Large

Scale Land Use Amendment and 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 PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit

Development):

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A

Section 3. EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION. It is the intention of the Board of

County Commissioners that the provisions of this Ordinance shall not be codified.
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Section 4. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application

thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, it is the intent of the Board of County

Commissioners that the invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications of this

Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this

end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared severable.

Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. A certified copy of this Ordinance shall be provided to

the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners in

accordance with Section 125.66, Florida Statutes, and this Ordinance shall be effective upon

the date of filing with the Department.

ENACTED this 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Brenda Carey
Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00 FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97
FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING OF N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE;
THENCE RUN S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INTERSTATE
4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY
LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET;
THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS OF
WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO THE
BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46 DECLARATION OF
EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22, 1998 AT OFFICIAL
RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS
THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF 1092.71
FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT
OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN
S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23
FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS



LARGE-SCALE FUTURE LAND USE AMENDMENT &
REZONING AMENDMENT JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT

SEMINOLE COUNTY APPLICATION

SILVERLEAF PARK PROPERTY

Parcel ID Nos: 20-19-30-300-0040-0000 & 20-19-30-300-004F-0000

INTRODUCTION

This application is for a large-scale future land use map amendment (LSFLUA) and
associated rezoning amendment to respectively change the Future Land Use (FLU) and
zoning designations of the ±28.25 acre subject property from MDR (Medium Density
Residential) to HDR (High Density Residential) and from PUD (Planned Unit
Development District) to PUD (Planned Unit Development).

PROPERTY AND SURROUNDING LAND USE DESCRIPTION

The property is located on the east side of N. Oregon Avenue between SR46 and
Orange Boulevard as shown in Exhibit 1, Neighborhood Aerial and Exhibit 2, Site Aerial.
As previously stated, the site has a current FLU designation of MDR, which allows up to
ten (10) units per acre and is compatibly zoned PUD, which allows multifamily uses at a
maximum density of ten (10) units per acre. Site Datum (on next page) depict the site’s
existing FLU and zoning by comparison to the surrounding area, as shown below in
Table 1, Surrounding FLU & Zoning.

Table 1
Surrounding FLU & Zoning

Direction Future Land Use Zoning Existing Land Use
North PUD/PUBC A-1 Vacant &

Conservation Area
South COM PCD/C-2 Commercial
East --- ---- Interstate 4
West PD/SE PUD Single-Family

The current MDR and PUD designations are incompatible with the intended
development program of the Silverleaf Park Property, which proposes multi-family
apartment rental uses and those approved in Development Order #4-23000004. To
achieve this program, the site’s future land use and zoning must be amended to allow
the establishment for a more intense development that will effectively assimilate into the
surrounding community of established single-family and commercial uses.

The following text details the intent and purpose of the requested HDR FLU and PUD
zoning, as respectively described in the Seminole County Vision 2020 Comprehensive
Plan and Land Development Code. Based on these policy and code definitions, it is our



contention that the proposed development program would be consistent with the Vision
2020 Comprehensive Plan and ultimately comply with the Land Development Code.

SITE DATUM

GENERAL INFORMATION

Location: East side of North Oregon Avenue between SR 46
and Orange Boulevard

Parcel ID Nos: 20-19-30-300-0040-0000 &
20-19-30-300-004F-0000

Future Land Use: MDR
Current Zoning: PUD
Proposed Future Land Use: HDR
Proposed Zoning: PUD
Existing Use: Vacant
Proposed Housing Type: Multi-Family rental apartments
Proposed Net Density: 20 dwelling units / acre
Proposed # of Units: 558
Proposed Height: Not to exceed 50 feet

ACREAGE

Gross Acreage: ±28.25 Acres
Conceptual Wetlands: ±0 Acres
Existing Uplands: ±28.25 Acres

OPEN SPACE, LANDSCAPED BUFFERS, & GREENWAYS

Percentage of Open Space: 25% or ±6.97 acres, including amenitized storm
water management areas

Environmental Areas: ±0 Acres

PUD Setback Width: 25-ft

Buffers/Greenways: North, South & Easts – 10-ft landscape buffer.

West – 15-ft landscape buffer. In addition, South – 6-ft
PVC fence or better as approved by Seminole
County staff plus four canopy trees per 100 linear
feet. West – 6-ft masonry wall with plantings per
Seminole County Land Development Code.

Soils: See Preliminary Master Plan “Soils Legend”

PERMITTED USES

Permitted uses are those approved in Development Order #4-23000004 and multi-family
apartment rental units.



TRANSPORTATION, ACCESS & PARKING

Refer to Traffic Study by HDR Engineering.
Parking to be shown on the Final Master Plan per Seminole County Land Development
Code.

SIGNAGE

Project signage shall conform to the standards listed in Part 65 (Sign Regulations) of the
Seminole County Land Development Code.

UTILITIES & SERVICES

Utility Installation: All utilities shall be installed underground. The
developer shall provide landscaping to screen
permitted aboveground utility facilities, if necessary.

Water Provision: Seminole County Utilities
Water Rate: 350 GPD/unit x 558 units = 195,300 GPD
Sanitary Sewer Provision: Seminole County Utilities
Wastewater Rate: 300 GPD/unit x 558 units = 167,400
Electric: FP&L
Solid Waste Collection: TBD

HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL INTENT AND PURPOSE

This land use provides for a range of residential development at intensities greater then
ten (10) dwelling units per net buildable acre. High density residential development
should be located adjacent to major collectors and arterial roadways to minimize traffic
on local and minor collector roadways and to provide convenient access to transit
facilities. This land use can act as an effective transitional use between nonresidential
and Medium Density Residential uses.

Uses:
A. Condominium, townhouses, apartment hotels, boarding and lodging

houses, and motels;
B. Public elementary schools, public middle schools and public high schools;

and
C. Special exception uses such as churches, utilities, group homes, hospitals,

convalescent and nursing homes, and accessory office uses.

Services and Facilities:
This land use requires a full range of urban services and facilities (see Exhibit FLU:
Services and Facilities By Classification).

Special Provisions:
A. High density developments require maximum lot coverage, minimum open

space, recreation, pedestrian walkways and transit facility requirements to
enhance the living environment of residents and to provide convenient access to



area schools, shopping and recreational facilities. On-site transit facilities (e.g.
bus shelters and bays) may be required on a site specific basis.

A. Clustering of residential units to preserve conservation areas above and beyond
current Land Development Code requirements and/or to provide sites for
schools, recreation and other public facilities is permitted under the PUD zoning
classification.

B. Increased building heights up to 60 feet may be allowed where compatible with
adjacent uses to minimize urban sprawl.

Special Services:
Higher intensity development may require special services such as aerial fire equipment,
transit facilities and effluent re-use to meet public safety needs and offset facility
capacity impacts.

APPLICABLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FLU POLICIES

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Issue FLU 1 (page FLU 3)

CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT
Rule 9J-5.006(3)(c)3, Florida Administrative Code (FAC), requires that facilities and
services at established level of service standards are available concurrent with the
impacts of development, or that development orders and development permits are
conditioned on the availability of facilities and services.

The Seminole County Comprehensive Plan (the “Plan”) future land use designations
were developed after a review of long range facility and service plans. The County’s
Concurrency Management System (CMS) is intended to serve the long term interests of
the citizens of Seminole County by implementing a managed growth perspective that
monitors the capacity of important concurrency public facilities and services and
maintains the high quality of life that the citizens of Seminole County now enjoy. The
CMS includes specific procedures and criteria to ensure that level of service standards
adopted in the Plan will be achieved or exceeded. The CMS evaluates final
development orders to ensure that the adopted levels of service standards for
transportation, potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, mass transit, stormwater
drainage, and recreation are met. Currently, impact fees are collected for roads, fire and
rescue systems, libraries, and schools.

Concurrency was applied for in October, 2005 under Lake Forest Townhomes. This
document addresses increases related to concurrency caused by the higher density
requested by the Developer.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Issue FLU 3 (page FLU – 3)

Future Land Use Map Based On Growth Needs/Build-out The Exhibit FLU: Future Land
Use Map is based on the amount of land use by type needed to accommodate the
County’s projected growth over the planning period.



In Seminole County both private and publicly owned properties are designated as one of
the several future land use designations on the adopted Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use
Map. The Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use Map is based on the amount of land use by
type needed to accommodate the County’s projected growth over the planning period.

Based on the currently adopted Exhibit FLU: Future Land Use Map, it is projected that
between 2015 and 2020 the County will experience a shortage of vacant developable
land for single family and multi-family development. Among the options available to
address this shortage includes amending the Plan to allow increased densities within
existing residential designation and creating infill parcels where a mix of residential and
nonresidential uses would be allowed. Subsequent to adoption of the 2001 Plan
Update, this issue should be fully assessed and recommended options prepared as part
of the next Evaluation and Appraisal Report of the Plan scheduled for 2005.

The proposed development program seeks to increase the density from 10 units per
acre to 20 units per acre and from 279 units to 558 units on a 28.25 acre site,
accommodating projected growth while saving available land for future development.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Issue FLU 4 – Urban Sprawl (page FLU-4)

Rule 9J-5.006, FAC, requires that plans of local government’s contain specific provisions
to discourage urban sprawl. Urban sprawl can be defined as scattered, poorly planned
development occurring at the urban fringe and rural areas, which frequently invades land
important for natural resource protection. Types of urban sprawl land uses include
leapfrog development, strip development along a roadway and large expanses of low
density, single dimensional development.

Between Plan adoption in 1991 and completion of the County’s Evaluation and Appraisal
Report (EAR) in 1999, urban sprawl, as historically defined by the Florida Department of
Community Affairs (Department) and repeated in the Plan, has not occurred in
unincorporated Seminole County.

This absence of sprawl is due to extensive revisions to the County’s Exhibit FLU: Future
Land Use Map in 1987 to re-designate vacant, infill and urban fringe areas for urban
development intensities. This major update, along with the long standing Conservation
Land Use policies and regulations help to meet Department’s sprawl tests. In 1991, the
Plan was amended to establish the East Rural Area and adoption of an urban/rural
boundary. Additional steps such as creation of the Higher Intensity Planned
Development future land use series, (i.e., Target Industry, Core and Transitional and
Airport areas), purchase of natural lands, limiting commercial development to major
roadway intersections, and providing for mixed use developments, joined with land
development regulations, have effectively served as tools to address urban sprawl. The
County’s EAR fully addressed the sprawl indicators cited in Rule 9J-5.006(5), FAC. For
a list of these indicators and the County’s response, please refer to the EAR document.

The proposed development program would counteract any existing or future urban
sprawl by intensifying development in an area which transitions from Interstate 4. This
program is also consistent with the Higher Intensity Planned Development lying just to
the south of this property along Interstate 4.



Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Issue FLU 10 – Trends in Comprehensive
Planning (page FLU-7)

Since the 1991 Plan Update, two popular themes have emerged that have a direct
relationship to comprehensive planning. The first of these, “sustainability”, suggests the
idea of the responsible use of resources to meet current needs without jeopardizing the
needs of future residents. The second theme, “smart growth” involves the basic ideas of
environmental protection, livable communities and efficient use of public funds. Both
themes have in common the idea of community, economic opportunities and protection
of the environment. In Seminole County “sustainability” and “smart growth” in land use
are achieved through, but not limited to, application of the following planning techniques:

� Economic planning to create target industry areas;

� Acquisition of sensitive natural lands;

� Creation of an urban/rural boundary and Plan policies regarding
protection of the Rural area;

� Restricting densities and intensities within the Wekiva River and
Econlockhatchee River areas;

� Applying a tiered level of service to encourage infill development and
discourage sprawl; and

� Joint planning agreements.

These two themes are clearly evident in the goal of the Future Land Use Element, which
is to achieve an appropriate balance between public and private interests in the
protection of the environment, creation of favorable economic conditions and
maintenance of established residential neighborhoods. The County’s Plan and land
development regulations set forth policies and provisions to ensure that these areas
development in a manner to provide compatibility, accommodate necessary facilities and
services and protect the natural environment.

The proposed development sustains resources and promotes smart growth by avoiding
sprawl, providing compatability, utilizing existing facilities and services and protecting the
environment in the area.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Objective 2 – Protection of Residential
Neighborhoods (page FLU-16)

The County shall ensure the long-term viability of residential neighborhoods by
regulating future development to create compatibility with surrounding land uses.

The existing residential neighborhoods to the west are adequately buffered by an
earthen berm which will make the proposed development only visible when entering or
exiting the subdivision. The traffic study indicates that the proposed development will
have a minimal impact on local roadways. Adequate setbacks and landscape buffers



offer additional compatability. The property to the north is proposed for the same use as
is being proposed in this request.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 2.3 Roadway Compatibility (page FLU-
16)

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 the
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; and
4. Enforcing Land Development Code standards providing when and where

pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular linkages between abutting residential
areas are required to provide convenient access to recreation, schools,
libraries, and shopping. Vehicular connections between subdivisions
shall be designed to serve local residents and discourage through traffic.

The proposed development complies with the Seminole County Land Development
Code.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 2.11 Determination of Compatibility in
the Planned Unit Development and Planned Commercial Development Zoning
Classifications (page FLU-19)

The County shall consider uses or structures proposed within the Planned Unit
Development (PUD) and Planned Commercial Development (PCD) 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 structure approved with
a PUD or PCD zoning classification.

This policy is met as stated in response to FLU 16, above. In addition, the commercial
property to the south is more intense than the proposed development. Interstate 4 lies to
the east.

Vision 20/20-Future Land Use Element – Objective 6: Public Facilities and Services
(page FLU-33)

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:



Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 6.1 Development Order, Permits and
Agreements (page FLU-33)

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.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 6.2 Concurrency Requirements (page
FLU 33)

The County shall ensure that all development orders, permits and agreements are
subject to the adopted Concurrency Management Systems standards and provisions to
ensure that facilities and services needed to serve the development are available at the
adopted level of service consistence with the Implementation Element of this Plan.

There is sufficient infrastructure in place to adequately serve the proposed development.
Any additional impact issues will be addressed in the Development Order.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 6.4 Priority for Water and Sewer
Services (page FLU 33)

The County shall evaluate the impact on delivering adequate service to residents within
the established service area prior to the expansion of a 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.

Seminole County Utilities currently serves the general area and has sufficient capacity to
support future development consistent with the proposed program.

Vision 20/20 – Future Land Use Element – Policy 6.5 Private Investment Above Land
Development Code Regulations (page FLU 33)

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, stormwater, 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.



JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT- FUTURE LAND USE CHANGE

As stated previously in this narrative, the subject property is believed to be best suited
for high density residential apartments. There will be no market for the previously
authorized townhomes approved in 2005. The property provides a desirable transition to
the single family residential to the west from Interstate 4 to the east. The property to the
north and south are compatible and adequate facilities and services exist for the
proposed development. The additional intensity requested results in nominal
impacts compared to the prior land use designation, while reducing urban sprawl. We
believe that amending the future land use from Medium Density Residential to High
Density Residential would be compatible and consistent with the aforementioned policies
established by the Seminole County Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan.

JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT- REZONING

As stated previously, the subject property has an existing PUD which simply needs to be
amended to allow for the increased density requested. The request is consistent and
compatible with the aforementioned policies of the Seminole County Vision 2020
Comprehensive Plan.

CONCLUSION

The requested LSFLUA and zoning amendment are well supported by the policies
described within the Seminole County Vision 2020 Comprehensive Plan. The County no
longer has any demand for townhomes or condominiums after the recent increases in
residential housing costs have made residential ownership more difficult and the
inventory too large. The proposed development is consistent with applicable Seminole
County planning policies and applicable regulations.
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MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

DECEMBER 5, 2007
7:00 P.M.

Members present: Matthew Brown, Dudley Bates, Walt Eismann, Rob Wolf,
Melanie Chase, and Ben Tucker

Member absent: Kim Day

Also present: Dori DeBord, Director of Planning and Development; Alison
Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Asst. Planning Manager; Ian
Sikonia, Senior Planner; Cynthia Sweet, Senior Planner; Austin Watkins, Senior
Planner; James Potter, Senior Engineer; Kathy Furey-Tran, Assistant County
Attorney; and Candace Lindlaw - Hudson, Clerk to the Commission.

Silverleaf Park Large Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone; KB Home
Orlando LLC / Reed Berlinsky, applicant; 28.25± acres; Large Scale Land Use
Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High Density
Residential) and Rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development) and Major Amendment to a PUD (Planned Unit
Development); located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately a ½ mile
north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street.
(Z2007-61 / 08S.FLU01)

Commissioner Carey – District 5
Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner

Mr. Sikonia stated that the applicant is requesting a large scale land use
amendment from medium density residential to high density residential and a
rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD (Planned Unit
Development). The subject property contains approximately 28.25 acres. The
applicant is requesting the Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment to allow for
a multi-family residential development at a maximum density of 20 dwelling units
per net buildable acre. This property was previously approved on May 10, 2005
and known as NW 46 PUD, which consisted of a townhome and condominium
project allowing a maximum of 400 units. The proposed Silverleaf PUD is
essentially creating a new PUD while maintaining some of the previous
conditions of the NW 46 PUD. The NW 46 PUD allowed for a maximum of 400
units while the proposed PUD is allowing for a maximum of 558 units, which is an
increase of 158 units. The Silverleaf PUD is increasing the approved maximum
building height of 35 feet or two stories to 50 feet or 3 stories. They are also
maintaining the same permitted uses of condominium, townhomes, and adding
multi-family rental units to the Development Order. The Silverleaf UD is
removing conditions from the previous Development Order regarding minimum
house size, lot width, setback and other design related conditions to allow for
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more flexibility when designing the final master plan. The proposed PUD seems
to allow for more flexibility when designing the final master plan. The proposed
PUD seems to allow for more local housing options for the prospective and
existing citizens of Seminole County due to the proximity of Interstate 4 and the
numerous employment centers located in nearby Heathrow, Lake Mary, and
Sanford.

Mr. Sikonia recommended changes to the proposed Development Order:
Condition C will have added “and with allowable open space within the property.”
The final version to read: “This will be accomplished by amenitizing the existing
retention pond and with allowable open space within the property.” Condition O:
remove “located and / or” to read “Mechanical units shall be screened to prevent
visibility from North Oregon St. or adjoining single family development.”
Condition S will add the words “except in the designated screened area which
shall be determined at time of final master plan.” Revised wording on S to read:
“Parking of boats, trailers, and recreational vehicles shall be prohibited within the
development except in the designated screened area which shall be determined
at time of final master plan.”

Mr. Sikonia said that Staff recommendation was for transmittal of the requested
Large Scale Land Use Amendment from MDR to HDR and rezone from PUD to
PUD.

Steve Coover spoke on behalf of KB Homes. He asked to address the questions
from commissioners and public following public comment.

Dr. Ira Swartzberg of 5336 Lake Bluff Terrace stated that he is the President of
the Lake Forest Home Owners Association. He is opposed to the request. This
request does not provide adequate transition from HDR to single-family homes.
He pointed out changes in water, sewer and traffic. Water requirements are
going up either 40% or 77%. The numbers are differing within the report. Sewer
and traffic changes differ in figures from increases of between 40% and 77%,
depending what part of the report is being read. There is no public schools
recommendation. This will exceed the capacity of the schools. Building height of
50 feet will have new residents looking down on the backyard of the single-family
homes. Dr. Swartzberg said that he needed more information on the areas of
discrepancy in the staff report.

Steve Devine of 689 Tree Line Place spoke for the Lake Forest HOA Board. He
stated that Lake Forest HOA is opposed to the request. The current Medium
Density is most compatible. They do not want the Comprehensive Plan
changed. 3 story rental apartments are a significant change from the current
planned use. Lake Forest is a Low Density residential development that has 732
homes on 520 acres bordering the west side of the subject property. The subject
property is about 28 acres, 8 acres of which is comprised of the lake, leaving
about 20 acres to build on. The density is going to be very high on the usable
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land. Mr. Devine said that the applicant can use the pond/borrow pit as usable
land for net buildable acres to calculate the 558 units. That is a significant
difference between what Lake Forest is and the subject property.

Secondly, Mr. Devine said that traffic was a consideration in the area. The
Oregon Street intersection has a significant delay at the SR 46 now. The
realignment of the interstate will come in near Oregon Street, adding to traffic in
the area. Traffic will back up across the off ramp. Mr. Devine said that a better
transportation study was needed for the intersections and delays.

Mr. Devine pointed to the future development along SR 46 – townhomes, retail,
offices – all going in the area near Oregon/SR 46 intersection.

Mr. Devine looked at the tables in the transportation report, noting the net impact
of the increase of 1800 trips per day.

Mr. Devine said the condition of the schools should be corrected before more is
put upon them.

No one else spoke from the audience.

Steve Coover said that the major question seems to be about transitions and
buffering. There is a berm along Oregon Street that appears to be 30 to 40 feet
tall. He questioned whether the top of the proposed buildings would be visible
from Lake Forest because of the height of the berm. The Development Order -
Paragraph 3X - proposes that the Developer will mitigate any problems that
occur with the Oregon intersection on SR 46.

Mr. Coover said that they have requested concurrency on the property to be
deferred. The school system anticipates a drop in enrollment within the next 5
years. The School Board does not plan any improvements in the area due to the
projected drop in enrollment. He will wait until the concurrency has to be met.
There is nothing concrete about the school figures.

Charles Madden spoke on the traffic issue. He said that the level of service on
Oregon now and in the future will be Level of Service “A.” That is the best rating
you can get for a roadway. He is prepared to alter the intersection on SR 46
during the time of final construction plans. Lake Forest will not be able to see
this development. He has agreed to build a 6-foot wall along the right-of-way on
Oregon Street , screening buildings and mechanical devices.

Mr. Madden said that he had been told by public utilities that there is adequate
water for the project.

Mr. Coover said that this location is a prime place for apartments. He can not do
much else there.
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Commissioner Brown asked if the Lake Forest PUD has more than single-family
residences in it, on other tracts.

Tina Williamson said that it was entirely single-family residential and within the
530 acres.

Commissioner Brown noted that the school report put the northwest cluster
capacity at 101.2% and the high school at 102.8%. State guidelines deem a
school as overcrowded once it reaches 110%. This is a ludicrous situation.

Commissioner Bates said the conditions may change for those conditions in the
future.

Commissioner Chase made a motion to recommend transmittal of the
Large Scale Land Use Amendment with the changes noted in the
Development Order and rezone from PUD to PUD subject to staff findings.

Commissioner Eismann seconded the motion.

Commissioner Tucker stated that he will be voting against the motion. This is not
transitional. Oregon Street is a 2-lane road and will be a continuing problem. He
took the same position in 2005. The sound barrier wall along the Interstate
should be addressed in the documents.

Commissioner Brown said that the wall was taken out with the rental property
provisions being put in.

Commissioner Wolf said that he has a concern about the transitions and the net
density. He will vote against this.

Commissioner Bates said that this is overloading the area infrastructure. He is
opposed.

Commissioner Chase said that this is adjacent to I-4 and a large Chevrolet
dealer. There has to be places for people to live in apartments.

Commissioner Eismann concurred.

Commissioner Bates said that he had reservations on the project presented in
2005. This is too much.

Commissioner Eismann said that the previous project should have been voted
down if it was too much back in 2005.

Commissioner Wolf said the proportions and density are what he is opposed to.
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Commissioner Eismann said that the omission of the wall had slipped by him.
He would like the language about the noise abatement wall put back in.

Commissioner Brown said that “My Region.com” recommends packing
development in by the Interstate. Would the applicant accept a lower number of
units? The commission could recommend the request for rental units at a lower
number.

Commissioner Wolf said that there should be greater transition next to Lake
Forest on the west side of the property.

The vote was 3 – 3 on the motion. Commissioners Chase, Eismann and
Brown voted “yes” while Commissioners Wolf, Tucker, and Bates voted “no.”
The motion failed.

Commissioner Tucker said that this application expands the envelope beyond
what is acceptable. This is changing fee simple ownership to 3-story, high
density rental units. That is a substantial impact on the single-family properties.

Commissioner Tucker made a motion to recommend denial of the request.

Commissioner Wolf seconded the motion.

Commissioner Brown said that the option of a third motion to send this forward
without recommendation is also there.

Kathy Furey-Tran said that there could also be a motion to continue this until a
full Board is present to break the tie.

The vote was 3 – 3 again, with Commissioners Chase, Eismann, and Brown
opposed.

Commissioner Tucker made a motion to send this application forward to
the BCC without recommendation.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

Commissioner Brown said that he would like to see this go forward with 100 less
units. Apartments fit here.

The motion passed 6 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On June 10, 2008, 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: KB Home Orlando, LLC
9102 S. Park Center Loop Suite 200
Orlando, FL 32819

Project Name: Silverleaf Park Large Scale Land Use Amendment and Rezone

Requested Development Approval:

Large Scale Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to
HDR (High Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to
PUD (Planned Unit Development)

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the request for a Large Scale
Future Land Use Amendment from MDR (Medium Density Residential) to HDR (High
Density Residential) and rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development) is not compatible with the surrounding area and could not
be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Silverleaf Park Large Scale Land Use
Amendment and Rezone” and all evidence submitted at the public hearing on June 10,
2008, regarding this matter the Board of County Commissioners have found,
determined and concluded that the requested development approval should not be
denied.

ORDER

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:
The aforementioned application for transmittal is DENIED.
Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By:________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE
EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG
SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A
DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00
FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN
S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE
CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING OF
N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE; THENCE RUN
S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
INTERSTATE 4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC
RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID
WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W
FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET; THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS,
RIGHTS OF WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO
THE BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46
DECLARATION OF EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22,
1998 AT OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, AS THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF
1092.71 FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W
ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN
N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN
S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET; THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF
199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN
S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF
20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23 FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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To: Seminole County Board of County Commissioners

From: George Kosmac, Deputy Superintendent, Seminole County Public
Schools

Date: December 3, 2007

RE. Silverleaf Park Large Scale FLUM Amendment & Rezone

Seminole County Public Schools (SCPS), in reviewing the above future land use change
and rezone request, has determined that if approved the new FLUM and zoning
designation would have the effect of increasing residential density, and as a result
generate additional school age children.

Description – 28.25+/- acres Located on the east side of Oregon Street, approximately
½ mile north of the intersection of SR 46 and Oregon Street. The applicant is requesting
a change from MDR to HDR and rezone from PUD to PUD. The applicant is proposing
to construct a multi-family dwelling unit subdivision, at a density of approximately 20
dwelling units per net buildable acre. The net residential density is proposed to increase
from the 200 currently approved multi-family units to 558 units, a net increase of 358
units. Parcel ID #: 20-19-30-300-0400-0000 & 20-19-30-300-004F-0000.

Based on information received from Seminole County Planning and from the staff report
for the request, SCPS staff has summarized the potential school enrollment impacts in
the following tables:

Total Proposed units

Total # of Units # of Single-Family Lots # of Multi-Family Units

358 0 358
Student Generation

Impacted
Schools

Projected
Number of
Additional
Students

Current
Capacity

Current
Enrollment

Percent
Utilization

Students
Resulting from

Recently
Approved

Developments
Elementary
Northwest
Cluster 44

4,283 4,333 101.2 165

Middle
Sanford 16 1,414 1,316 93.1 98
High
Seminole 17 3,049 3,135 102.8 185

SEMINOLE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
School Capacity Report
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Terms and Definitions:

Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH): The numbering and data collection
system developed and assigned through the Department of Education for land parcels,
buildings, and rooms in public educational facilities. Based upon district data entry,
FISH generates the student station counts and report data for school spaces throughout
the districts and the State.

Student Stations: The actual number or count of spaces contained within a room that
can physically accommodate a student. By State Board Rule, the student station count
is developed at the individual room level. Prior to Class Size Reduction (CSR), the
number of student stations assigned to a room was dependent upon the room size and
the particular the instructional program assigned to the room. This is no longer the case
for core curricula spaces (see e. below). The total number of student stations at a
campus is determined by the cumulative student station count total of the rooms at the
campus that are assigned student station counts.

Utilization: A State Board Rule prescribed percentage of student stations that a room
(and proportionately, a school and school district) can satisfactorily accommodate at any
given time. From a school/campus analysis perspective, “utilization” is determined as
the percentage of school enrollment to capacity. Current DOE established K-12
utilization factors are as follows:
Elementary 100%, Middle 90%, High 95%

Capacity: The number of students that can be satisfactorily accommodated in a room at
any given time and which, is typically a lesser percentage of the total number of student
stations. That percentage factor is typically referred to as the “Utilization Factor”. The
capacity of a campus is therefore determined by multiplying the total number of student
stations by the utilization factor (percentage). NOTE: Capacity is ONLY a measure of
space, not of enrollment.

Class Size Reduction (CSR): Article IX of the Florida Constitution requires the
legislature to “make adequate provision” to ensure that by the beginning of the 2010
school year, there will be a sufficient number of classrooms for a public school in core
related curricula so that:

i) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for pre-kindergarten through grade 3
does not exceed 18 students;

ii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 4 through 8 does not exceed
22 students; and

iii) The maximum number of students who are assigned to each teacher who is
teaching in public school classrooms for grades 9 through 12 does not
exceed 25 students

School Size: For planning purposes, each public school district must determine the
maximum size of future elementary, middle and high schools. Existing school size is
determined solely through FISH data. Seminole County Public Schools has established
the sizes of future schools (with the exception of special centers and magnet schools) as
follows:
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i) Elementary: 780 student stations
ii) Middle: 1500 student stations
iii) High: 2,800 student stations

Projected Number of Additional Students: is determined by applying the current
SCPS student generation rate (calculated by using US Census data analysis) to the
number and type of units proposed. The number of units is determined using
information provided by the County and/or from the applicant’s request. If no actual unit
count is provided the unit count is then estimated based on the maximum allowable
density under the existing/proposed future land use designation.

Full Time Equivalent (FTE) - A calculation of student enrollment conducted by The
Florida Department of Education (FDOE) authorized under Section 1011.62, Florida
Statutes to determine a maximum total weighted full-time equivalent student enrollment
for each public school district for the K-12 Florida Educational Funding Program (FEFP).

Students Resulting from Recently Approved Developments is a summary of
students generated from developments approved and platted since January 2005.
Student enrollment changes due to existing housing are excluded from these totals.

Comments:
The students generated at the Middle school level resulting from the proposed
development, would at this point be able to be absorbed into the zoned schools without
adverse affect. Capacity is not available at the approved level of service for Elementary
or High schools, and the additional students would not be able to be absorbed without
the use of temporary capacity or significant increases in overcrowding. There are no
planned expansions/additions in the current five-year capital plan that would provide
additional student capacity to relieve the affected schools.

In addition to the students generated from the proposal, the number of students
expected from recent developments in the attendance areas of the affected schools
would also place further capacity pressures on the school system. These new
developments combined with this proposal and any subsequent approvals may affect
the provision of concurrent school facilities at the point of final subdivision approval,
including the potential of not meeting statutory concurrency requirements.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Enact an ordinance which adopts the Spring 2008 Cycle Large Scale Plan Amendments to 
the Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
ordinance; or

2. Deny the attached ordinance; or

3. Continue this item to a date and time certain.

BACKGROUND:

Part II, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, allows two (2) large scale comprehensive plan 
amendment cycles per calendar year. The statute requires that all plan amendments within a 
single cycle be enacted by ordinance on the same day and forwarded as a single submittal to 
the Department of Community Affairs for a finding of compliance/noncompliance.  

The attached ordinance includes all of the 2008 Spring Large Scale Plan Amendments which 
were adopted by the Board on June 10, 2008. These amendments are listed on page 3 of the 
attached ordinance.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board enact an ordinance which adopts the Spring 2008 Cycle 
Large Scale Plan Amendments to the Vision 2020 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, and 
authorize the Chairman to execute the ordinance.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Spring Cycle Large Scale Land Use Amendment Ordinance
2. Department of Community Affairs ORC Report

 Public Hearing 6/10/2008 Item # 52

 
SUBJECT: Spring 2008 Cycle Large Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment Ordinance

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Ian Sikonia EXT: 7398

District 5 Brenda Carey Ian Sikonia

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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ORDINANCE NO. SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE VISION 2020
SEMINOLE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP
DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTIES BY
VIRTUE OF LARGE SCALE DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENTS; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE
FINDINGS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County

(hereinafter referred to as the “Board”) enacted Ordinance Number 91-

13, adopting the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, which was

subsequently amended in accordance with State law; and

WHEREAS, the Board enacted Ordinance Number 2001-21, which

renamed the 1991 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan to the “Vision

2020 Seminole County Comprehensive Plan” (hereinafter referred to as

the “Plan”); and

WHEREAS, the Board 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

Large Scale Plan Amendments; and

WHEREAS, the Board has substantially complied with the procedures

set forth in the Implementation Element of the Plan regarding public

participation; and

WHEREAS, the Seminole County Land Planning Agency held a public

hearing with all required public notice for the purpose of providing

recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners with regard to

the Plan amendments set forth herein; and
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WHEREAS, the Board held public hearings with all required public

notice for the purposes of hearing and considering the recommendations

and comments of the general public, the Land Planning Agency, other

public agencies, and other jurisdictions prior to final action on the

Plan amendments set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the Board hereby finds that the Plan, as amended by this

ordinance, is internally consistent with and compliant with the

provisions of State law including, but not limited to, Part II,

Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, and the State Comprehensive Plan, and

the Strategic Regional Policy Plan of the East Central Florida

Regional Planning Council; and

WHEREAS, the Plan amendments set forth herein has been reviewed

by all required State agencies and the Objectives, Recommendations and

Comments Report prepared by the Department of Community Affairs has

been considered by the Board; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Legislative Findings. The above recitals are true

and correct in form and include legislative findings which are a

material part of this Ordinance.
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Section 2. Amendment To Future Land Use Map Designation. The

Future Land Use Map of the Future Land Use Element of the Plan is

hereby amended by changing the future land use designation assigned to

the properties depicted therein and legally described in Exhibits A

and B (attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference) as

noted in the following table:

Ord.
Exh.

Name Amendment
Number

Land Use Change
From – To

LPA
Hearing
Date

BCC
Hearing
Dates

A Lake Forrest
Large Scale
Land Use
Amendment and
Rezone

08S-FLU02 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR) with a
maximum of 417
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08

B Silverleaf
Park Large
Scale Land
Use Amendment
and Rezone

08S-FLU01 Medium Density
Residential
(MDR) to High
Density
Residential
(HDR)with a
maximum of 303
dwelling units
containing a
maximum density
of 16.5 dwelling
units per net
buildable acre

12/05/07 02/12/08
6/10/08
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Section 3. Severability.

(a) The enactment of this Ordinance includes two (2) amendments

to the Future Land Use Map.

(b) 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 4. Exclusion From County Code/Codification.

(a) It is the intent of this Board 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 or as a volume of the

Land Development Code of Seminole County in accordance with prior

directions given to the 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 by the Clerk of the Board of County

Commissioners in accordance with State law.

(b) This Ordinance shall take effect upon filing a copy of this

Ordinance with the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the
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Board of County Commissioners; provided, however, that the effective

date of the Plan amendments set forth herein shall be twenty-two (22)

days after the Florida Department of Community Affairs’ publication of

a notice of intent to find the Plan amendments in compliance, if no

affected party challenges the Plan amendments, or, if an affected

party challenges the Plan amendments, when a final order is issued by

the Florida Department of Community Affairs or the Administration

Commission determining that the amendments is in compliance in

accordance with Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, whichever occurs

earlier. No development orders or development permits, if dependent

upon 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 adopting a resolution affirming its

effective status, a copy of said resolution shall be provided to the

Florida Department of Community Affairs, Bureau of Local Planning,

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100 by the

Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners.

ENACTED this 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:_______________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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Exhibit A

LAKE FOREST
TRACT A

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Section 20, Township 19 South, Range 30 East, Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Southwest corner of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°38'35"E along the South
line of said East 1/2 for a distance of 25.00 feet to the East right-of-way line of Oregon Street; thence run
N00°12'27"W along said East Right-of-way line for a distance of 1764.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;
thence continue N00°12'27"W along said East right-of-way line for a distance of 235.41 feet to the South line of
a Florida Department of Transportation Pond, as recorded in Official Records Book 3520, Page 535, of the
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of
259.29 feet to the Easterly line of said Pond; thence run N00°39'19"W along said Easterly line for a distance of
100.00 feet to the Westerly prolongation of the South line of Borrow Pit No. 2 (retention pond); thence run
N89°20'41"E along said South line for a distance of 1278.52 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly and the Easterly line of said Borrow Pit No. 2 having a radius of 6179.65 feet and a chord bearing
of N32°35'43"E; thence run Northeasterly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 12°06'57" for a
distance of 1306.77 feet to a point on a line lying 50.00 feet South of and parallel with the North line of the South
5/8 of the East 1/2 of said Section 20; thence run N89°16'23"E along said Parallel line for a distance of 315.14
feet to a point on the Westerly Right-of- way line of Interstate 4 (State Road 400), as recorded in Official
Records Book 3520, Page 535, of said Public Records, being a point on a non-tangent curve concave
Southeasterly having a radius of 5939.65 feet and a chord bearing of S32°47'00"W; thence run Southwesterly
along said Westerly right-of Way line and the arc of said curve through a central angle of 15°36'44" for a
distance of 1618.47 feet to the Northeasterly line of the 90' wide County M. M. Smith Canal Easement as
recorded in Official Records Book 3513, Page 1546, of said Public Records; thence run N37°21'01"W along said
Northeasterly line and said Westerly right-of-way line for a distance of 22.57 feet to a point on a non-tangent
curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 5959.65 feet and a chord bearing of S24°30'21"W; thence run
Southwesterly along said Westerly right-of-way line and along the arc of said curve through a central angle of
01°08'41" for a distance of 119.07 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S24°00'12"W along said Westerly
right-of-way line for a distance of 830.32 feet to the North line of lands described in Official Records Book 6087,
Page 553, of said Public Records; thence run Westerly along said North line the following six (6) courses:
N65°59'48"W, 52.16 feet; thence N22°33'35"W, 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Northerly
having a radius of 75.00 feet and a chord bearing of S86°18'13"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve
through a central angle of 37°43'35" for a distance of 49.38 feet to the point of tangency; thence N74°50'00"W,
18.48 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southerly having a radius of 525.00 feet and a chord
bearing of N82°05'46"W; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 14°31'32" for a
distance of 133.10 feet to a point on a non-tangent line and to the East line of lands described in Official
Records Book 6087, Page 561, of said Public Records; thence run Northerly and Westerly along the East and
North lines of said lands the following nine (9) courses: N24°00'09"E, 203.97 feet; thence N24°28'59"E, 20.06
feet; thence N23°57'19"E, 199.83 feet; thence N27°29'16"E, 31.73 feet; thence N32°53'50"E, 199.83 feet;
thence N67°55'48"W, 40.26 feet; thence S89°50'35"W, 1090.62 feet; thence N00°00'00"E, 76.10 feet; thence
N90°00'00"W, 185.95 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 26.803 acres more or less and being subject to any rights-of-way restrictions and easements of
record.
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Exhibit B

Silverleaf Park

Legal Description

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N89°38'35"E ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID EAST ½ FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF NORTH OREGON STREET; THENCE RUN N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 690.63 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 402.01 FEET;
THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 1009.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A
CURVE CONCAVE SOUTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 525.00 FEET; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 15°10'00" FOR A DISTANCE OF 138.97
FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY, THENCE RUN S74°50'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 18.48 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVING A RADIUS OF 75.00 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING OF N86°18'13"E; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 37°43'35" FOR A DISTANCE OF 49.38 FEET TO A RADIAL LINE;
THENCE RUN S22°33'35"E ALONG SAID RADIAL LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
S65°59'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 52.16 FEET TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INTERSTATE
4 AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 535 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN S24°00'12"W ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY
LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 525.08 FEET; THENCE RUN S89°38'22"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 243.58 FEET;
THENCE RUN N00°21'38"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 157.35 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 816.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 12.098 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS OF
WAY AND EASEMENTS OF RECORDS.

TOGETHER WITH THOSE CERTAIN STORMWATER DRAINAGE EASEMENT RIGHTS INURING TO THE
BENEFIT OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL PURSUANT TO THAT CERTAIN NW 46 DECLARATION OF
EASEMENTS, COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS RECORDED OCTOBER 22, 1998 AT OFFICIAL
RECORDS BOOK 3520, PAGE 588, PUBLIC RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS
THEREAFTER AMENDED.

AND

THAT PART OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 30 EAST, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ½ OF SAID SECTION 20; THENCE RUN
N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE EAST ½ OF SECTION 20 FOR A DISTANCE OF 1092.71
FEET; THENCE N89°47'33"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
NORTH OREGON STREET, THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N00°12'27"W ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT
OF WAY LINE FOR A DISTANCE OF 671.36 FEET; THENCE RUN N90°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF
185.95 FEET; THENCE RUN S00°00'00"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 76.10 FEET; THENCE RUN N89°50'35"E
FOR A DISTANCE OF 1090.62 FEET; THENCE RUN S67°55'48"E FOR A DISTANCE OF 40.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN S32°53'50"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN S27°29'16"W FOR A
DISTANCE OF 31.73 FEET; THENCE RUN S23°57'19"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 199.83 FEET; THENCE RUN
S24°28'59"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 20.06 FEET; THENCE RUN S24°00'09"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 204.23
FEET; THENCE N89°59'06"W FOR A DISTANCE OF 1015.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 16.15 ACRES, MORE OR LESS



























 
53



SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the requested Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD, Revised Final Master 
Plan and Addendum #1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement and 
authorize the Chairman to execute the aforementioned documents for 1,250.9 ± acres, located 
at the northwest corner of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate, based of staff findings 
(Robert Dello Russo, applicant); or

2. Deny the requested Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD, Revised Final Master 
Plan and Addendum #1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement and 
authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial Development Order for 1,250.9 ± acres, located 
at the northwest corner of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate (Robert Dello Russo, 
applicant); or

3. Continue this item until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

The Alaqua Lakes PUD (Planned Unit Development) Final Master Plan was approved by the 
Board of County Commissioners on September 22, 1992 and a subsequent Major Amendment 
to the PUD was approved by the Board on April 21, 2001. Currently, the PUD is approved for 
515 units, at an overall net density of 0 .977 dwelling units per net buildable acre.

At this time, the applicant desires to remove Tract V from the Alaqua Lakes PUD. Tract V 
contains approximately 10.29 + acres and is located on Markham Woods Road approximately 
3,800 feet south of the main entrance to Alaqua Lakes. Tract V is currently approved for 3 
one-acre lots and is separated from the Alaqua Lakes PUD by 148 acres of wetlands. Tract V 
has a separate entrance off of Markham Woods Roads and cannot internally access the 
Alaqua Lakes development.  
 
The applicant desires to remove Tract V from the Alaqua Lakes PUD. In a subsequent item, 
the PUD plan for the “Dello Russo Residence” will be presented. This item includes all of Tract 
V of the Alaqua Lakes PUD and the applicant is proposing one single-family dwelling and one 
guest home. The proposed single-family dwelling is approximately 36,000 square feet in size 
and the proposed guest house will be a maximum of 6,000 square feet in size. All conditions 
outlined in the Alaqua Lakes PUD for Tract V will be retained in the Dello Russo Residence 
PUD.  

 Public Hearing 6/10/2008 Item # 53

 
SUBJECT: Alaqua Lakes PUD (Planned Unit Development) Major Amendment

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 5 Brenda Carey Austin Watkins



The President of the Alaqua Lakes Homeowners Association has submitted a letter stating 
that the Association has agreed to Tract V being removed from the Alaqua Lakes PUD, 
subject to the execution and recording of an agreement between the Applicant and the
Association and an amendment to the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and 
Easements for Alaqua Lakes removing the property, copies of which the letter provided. These 
legal documents indicate that they were prepared by Richard E. Larsen, a local attorney who 
practices primarily in the area of homeowners’ association law. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION: 
The Planning and Zoning Commission met on May 7, 2008 and voted unanimously (7-0) to
recommend approval of the requested PUD Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD, 
Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum #1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer’s 
Commitment Agreement for 1,250.9 ± acres, located at the northwest corner of Markham 
Woods Road and S. Stone Gate, based of staff findings.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board Approve the requested Major Amendment to the Alaqua 
Lakes PUD, Revised Final Master Plan and Addendum #1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD 
Developer’s Commitment Agreement for 1,250.9 ± acres, located at the northwest corner of 
Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Revised Final Master Plan
5. Addendum 1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD
6. Denial Development Order
7. Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer's Commitment Agreement
8. Homeowner's Association Letter
9. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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ADDENDUM #1 TO THE
ALAQUA LAKES P.U.D.

515 512 UNITS
DEVELOPERS COMMITMENT AGREEMENT

APPROVED BY THE SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Revised April 24, 2001
Revised June 10, 2008

On June 10, 2008, the Board of County Commissioners of Seminole County issued this
Addendum to the “Alaqua Lakes PUD, 515 Units, Developer’s Commitment
Agreement”, as amended (the “PUD”), which shall supersede any and all provisions to
the contrary in said PUD or other addenda thereto:

(plain text is provided for reference; strikethroughs are deletions and underlines are
additions)

III. STATEMENT OF BASIC FACTS:

Total Acreage: 1,258.8 1,250.9 acres
(Includes 462.7 acres of wetlands along the
Little Wekiva River which are not part of the
developable area of the project.)

Total Dwelling Units: 515 512 maximum dwelling units

Gross Density: 0.65 units per acre
(Does not include 462.7 acres of wetlands
along the Wekiva River.)

Net Residential Density Calculations:

Total Project Acres 1, 258.8 1,250.9 acres
Less Lakes 52.1
Less Wetlands 611.2
Less Florida Power Easement 13.1

Residential Project Acres 582.4 577.6
Less Right-of-Way 55.4
Net Residential Acres 527.0 522.2

Net Residential Density Total Units = 515 512 =.977
Net Res. Acres 527 522.2
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IV. LAND USE

Single Family 284.4 279.6 acres
Common Open Space/Community Parks 85.6 82.5
Golf Course 150.6
Clubhouse/Sales Center 5.0
Maintenance Facility 1.4
Florida Power Easement 13.1
Right-of-Way 55.4
Lakes 52.1
Wetlands (on-site) 148.5

Subtotal 796.1 788.2 acres
Wetlands (off-site) 462.7 acres

TOTAL 1,258.8 1,250.9 acres

V. TRACT BREAKDOWN

Maximum Minimum
Tract Use Acres Units (1) Density Lot Size (SF)

A. Single-Family 44 3.0 10,890
B. Single-Family 30 2.0 21,780
C. Single-Family 20 2.0 21,780
D. Single-Family 97 2.0 21,780
E. Single-Family 35 2.0 21,780
F. Single-Family 36 30 10,890
G. Single-Family 18 2.0 21,780
H. Single-Family 62 3.0 10,890
I. Single-Family 25 2.0 21,780
J. Single-Family 25 2.0 21,780
K. Single-Family 72 2.0 21,780(b)

L. Single-Family 48 2.0 21,780(b)

V. Single-Family 3 0.8 43,560
284.4 279.6

M. Maintenance Facility 1.4
N. Golf Course 150.6
0. Common Open Space(c) 76.3 73.2
P. Community Parks 9.3
Q. Right-of-Way 55.4
R. FPC Easement 13.1
S. Wetlands (on-site) (d) 148.5
T. Clubhouse/Sales Center 5.0
U. Lakes(d) (c) 52.1

Subtotal 796.1 788.2 515 512
2A. Wetland 54.7
2B. Wetland 70.5
3D. Wetland 60.0
3E. Wetland 18.0
4. Wetland 259.5

TOTAL 1,258.8 1,250.9 515 512
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VIII. LANDSCAPING, SIGNAGE AND BUFFERS

A. Landscaping along Markham Woods Road will consist of a combination of trees,
wall, or landscape plantings to provide an attractive visual buffer within a ten (10)
foot landscape easement behind the right-of-way.

B. This project shall comply with the provisions of the Seminole County Arbor
Ordinance and no trees shall be removed without a permit.
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C. All landscaped areas to comply with site distance requirements per Green Book
Standards.

D. In addition to signage permitted in the Land Development Code, the applicant shall
be permitted an identification sign for Alaqua, not to exceed thirty-two (32) square
feet of copy area, located along Markham Woods Road.

E. There will be a 100 foot natural buffer between the maintenance facility and the north
property line and the maintenance facility and Markham Woods Road. The buffer will
be supplemented with additional plant material where necessary to create a visually
opaque screen.

F. A landscaped buffer shall be provided between Parcel B and the golf course to the
east.

G. Developer shall fund up to 50 percent of the cost of a 6 foot masonry wall for the
entire length of Heathrow Woods and Alaqua Lakes, provided that the residents of
Heathrow Woods and the Developer can arrive at an agreement as to the type and
design of the wall structure. This obligation of the Developer shall expire if such
agreement has not been reached by May 14, 1997.

H. The Developer shall provide the following buffers:

1. A 25 foot buffer on the south side of Tract D, backing up to the lots in Alaqua

2. A 50 foot irrigated landscaped buffer shall be installed abutting the eastern
property lines of Lots 17 and 18, Alaqua Lakes Phase II, located at the
southern end of Deer Chase Run, adjacent to the Florida Power Corporation
power line easement. This buffer shall consist of a minimum of 84 slash pines
(5-6 feet in height at installation), supplemented with a minimum of 109 wax
myrtles (2-3 feet in height at installation), to create opacity within 24 months
of planting, according to the attached Exhibit B, Alaqua Lakes Buffer sketch
plan dated March 23, 2001.

3. Retention of a 50 foot natural buffer north of the driving range, which shall
include the replanting of the dirt road.

4. Retention of a 100 foot natural buffer between Parcel V and the right-of-way
line of Markham Woods Road.

I. The Developer shall demonstrate that at least fifty percent (50%) of the trees located
with the developable areas of Tract V, including areas subject to residential platting,
are preserved on-site. When fifty percent (50%) of the trees cannot be reasonably
preserved, a tree replacement ratio shall be implemented as provided for in the Land
Development Code of Seminole County. This ratio shall require an increasing
number of replacement trees based upon the size of a tree’s caliper.

J. An upland buffer average 50 feet but no less than 25 feet in width shall be
maintained surrounding areas assigned the Conservation land use designation or
FP-1 or W-1 zoning classification or properties which have been designated as
conservation areas of conservation easement within or adjacent to Tract V.
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OWNERS’ CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owners, Robert and Diane Dello Russo , on behalf of itself
and its heirs agents, 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 Commitment
Agreement.

WITNESSES: OWNER:

__________________________ Robert G. Dello Russo
Print Name:________________
__________________________ __________________________
Print Name:________________ Robert G. Dello Russo

WITNESSES: OWNER:

__________________________ Diane M. Dello Russo
Print Name:________________
__________________________ __________________________
Print Name:________________ Diane M. Dello Russo

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF _____________

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of
___________, 2008, by _______________________________,
as_______________________________, who is personally known to me or who has
produced___________________________________ as identification.

___________________________________
Notary Public

___________________________________
(Name of Notary, typed, printed or stamped)
My Commission Expires:
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OWNERS’ CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owner, Alaqua Lakes Community Association, Inc., on behalf
of itself and its heirs agents, 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
Commitment Agreement.

WITNESSES: OWNER:

__________________________ Alaqua Lakes Community Association, Inc.
Print Name:________________
__________________________ __________________________
Print Name:________________ Robert T. Rosen, President

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF _____________

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of
___________, 2008, by _______________________________,
as_______________________________, who is personally known to me or who has
produced___________________________________ as identification.

___________________________________
Notary Public

___________________________________
(Name of Notary, typed, printed or stamped)
My Commission Expires:



Alaqua Lakes P.U.D.
Addendum #1 to the Developers Commitment Agreement

Page 9

Exhibit “A”
Legal Description

That portion of Sections 10, 11, 14, and 15, Township 20 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County,
Florida, described as follows:

BEGIN at the Northeast corner of Lot 1, ALAQUA PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 33, Pages 67
through 71, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run the following four courses
along the Northerly line of said ALAQUA PHASE I and the East line of ALAQUA PHASE II, as recorded in
Plat Book 38, Pages 27 though 29, of said Public Records; thence run N 89º38’27” W for a distance of
1327.90 feet; thence run S 00º23’49” E for a distance of 663.75 feet; thence run N 89º42’48” W for a
distance of 1322.51 feet; thence run N 00º50’26” W for a distance of 1996.10 feet to the Northeast corner
of said ALAQUA PHASE II; thence run the following 3 courses along the Northerly line of said ALAQUA
PHASE II and the Northerly line of ALAQUA PHASE III, as recorded in Plat Book 42, Pages 1 though 8,
of said Public Records; thence run N 89º53’43” W for a distance of 2366.46 feet; thence run N 00º51’49”
W for a distance of 2647.89 feet; thence run N 89º51’15” W for a distance of 1526.00 feet to a point on
the Southerly line of lands described in Official Record Book 1656, Pate 1928 of said Public Records;
thence run N00º18’07” E along said Southerly line for a distance of 1702.89 feet; thence fun S 89º41’53”
E along said Southerly line and the Southerly line of HEATHROW WOODS, as recorded in Plat Book 41,
Pages 26 though 30 of said Public Records and the Westerly extension thereof, for a distance of 7863.02
feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave Northwesterly having a radius of 1129.75 feet and a chord
bearing of S 15º58’19” W, said point being on the Westerly Right-of-Way line of Longwood-Markham
Road (Markham Woods Road) as described in Official Record Book 1825, Page 1768 of the Public
Records of Seminole County, Florida’ thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said curve and said
Westerly Right-of-Way line through a central angle of 04º29’42” for a distance of 88.63 feet to the point of
tangency; thence run S 18º13’10” W along said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 830.43 feet;
thence run S 25º44’05” W for a distance of 104.54 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave
Southeasterly having a radius of 1919.37 feet; thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said curve
through ha central angle of 07º30’55” for a distance of 251.76 feet; thence run S 18º13’10” W for a
distance of 187.20 feet; thence run S 18º48’47” W for a distance of 193.02 feet; thence run S 18º13’10” W
for a distance of 117.12 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of
971.53feet; thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said curve through as central angle of 13º47’38” for
a distance of 233.90 feet; thence run S 04º25’32” W for a distance of 17.37 feet; thence run S 18º13’10”
W along said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 1.84 feet to the point of curvature of a curve
concave Southeasterly having a radius of 590.07 feet; thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said
curve and said Westerly Right-of-Way line through a central angle of 29º54’04” for a distance of 307.94
feet to the point of tangency; thence run S 11º40’54” E along said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a
distance of 3047.96 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southwesterly having a radius of
1615.39 feet; thence run Southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said Westerly Right-of-Way line
through a central angle 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet’ thence run S 00º59’17” E along said
Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the North line of ALAQUA DRIVE (100’ Right-
of-Way)’ thence run N 89º38’54” W along said North Right-of-Way line for a distance of 1275.69 feet to
the East line of the aforesaid Lot 1, ALAQUA PHASE I; thence run N 00º01’34” E along said East line for
a distance of 230.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

less

That part of Tract “F3”, ALAQUA LAKES PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 52, Pages 70 through 80, of
the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, described as follows: Begin at the Southeast corner of
said Tract “F3”; then run N 89º38’54” W along the South line of said Tract “F3” for a distance of 40.07
feet; then the following eighteen (18) courses along the Westerly boundary of said Tract “F3”: N 21º37’22”
W for a distance of 121.66 feet; thence run N 01º49’41” E for a distance of 72.48 feet; thence run N
27º40’07” W for a distance of 74.44 feet; thence run N 30º51’50” W for a distance of 48.14 feet; thence
run N 64º13’22” W for a distance of 45.71 feet; thence run N 38º14’04” W for a distance of 58.47 feet;
thence run N 50º35’27” W for a distance of 54.00 feet; thence run S 84º00’52” W for a distance of 51.44
feet thence run N 60º11’05” W for a distance of 67.20 feet; thence run N 30º35’39” W for a distance of
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95.50 feet; thence run N 05º22’23” E for a distance of 73.58 feet; thence run N 18º51’46” W for a distance
of 70.82 feet; thence run N 26º27’20” W for a distance of 67.18 feet; thence run N 57º15’46” W for a
distance of 51.14 feet; thence run N 02º02’15” W for a distance of 96.48 feet; thence run N 59º20’25” W
for a distance of 80.54 feet; thence run N 53º54’22” W for a distance of 98.99 feet; thence run N
57º42’21” W for a distance of 63.49 feet; thence run N 45º44’41” E for a distance of 719.00 feet to the
West right-of-way line of Markham Woods Road; thence run S 11º40’54” E along said West right-of-way
line for a distance of 786.90 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southwesterly having a
radius of 1615.39 feet; thence run southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said West right-of-way
line through a central angle of 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet to the point of tangency; thence run
S 00º59’17” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Containing 785.16 acres more or less and being subject to any right-of-way, restrictions and easements
of record.



Alaqua Lakes P.U.D.
Addendum #1 to the Developers Commitment Agreement
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Exhibit “B”
Revised Final Master Plan





Z2007-23 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 08-21700003

SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On June 10, 2008, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order
relating to and touching and concerning the following property described in the attached
legal description as Exhibit “A”.

Property Owner(s): Robert and Diane Dello Russo

Project Name: Alaqua Lakes PUD Major Amendment

Requested Development Approval: The applicant is requesting a Major Amendment
to the Alaqua Lakes PUD for 10.29 ± acres, located at the northwest corner of Markham
Woods Road and S. Stone Gate

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the requested Major
Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD is not compatible with the surrounding area and
could not be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Alaqua Lakes PUD Major Amendment”
and all evidence submitted at the public hearing on June 10, 2008, 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: ________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”
Legal Description

That portion of Sections 10, 11, 14, and 15, Township 20 South, Range 29 East, Seminole County, Florida, described
as follows:

BEGIN at the Northeast corner of Lot 1, ALAQUA PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 33, Pages 67 through 71, of the
Public Records of Seminole County, Florida; thence run the following four courses along the Northerly line of said
ALAQUA PHASE I and the East line of ALAQUA PHASE II, as recorded in Plat Book 38, Pages 27 though 29, of said
Public Records; thence run N 89º38’27” W for a distance of 1327.90 feet; thence run S 00º23’49” E for a distance
of 663.75 feet; thence run N 89º42’48” W for a distance of 1322.51 feet; thence run N 00º50’26” W for a
distance of 1996.10 feet to the Northeast corner of said ALAQUA PHASE II; thence run the following 3 courses along
the Northerly line of said ALAQUA PHASE II and the Northerly line of ALAQUA PHASE III, as recorded in Plat Book
42, Pages 1 though 8, of said Public Records; thence run N 89º53’43” W for a distance of 2366.46 feet; thence run
N 00º51’49” W for a distance of 2647.89 feet; thence run N 89º51’15” W for a distance of 1526.00 feet to a
point on the Southerly line of lands described in Official Record Book 1656, Pate 1928 of said Public Records;
thence run N00º18’07” E along said Southerly line for a distance of 1702.89 feet; thence fun S 89º41’53” E along
said Southerly line and the Southerly line of HEATHROW WOODS, as recorded in Plat Book 41, Pages 26 though 30
of said Public Records and the Westerly extension thereof, for a distance of 7863.02 feet to a point on a non-
tangent curve concave Northwesterly having a radius of 1129.75 feet and a chord bearing of S 15º58’19” W, said
point being on the Westerly Right-of-Way line of Longwood-Markham Road (Markham Woods Road) as described
in Official Record Book 1825, Page 1768 of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida’ thence run
Southwesterly along the arc of said curve and said Westerly Right-of-Way line through a central angle of 04º29’42”
for a distance of 88.63 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S 18º13’10” W along said Westerly Right-of-Way
line for a distance of 830.43 feet; thence run S 25º44’05” W for a distance of 104.54 feet to the point of curvature
of a curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 1919.37 feet; thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said
curve through ha central angle of 07º30’55” for a distance of 251.76 feet; thence run S 18º13’10” W for a distance
of 187.20 feet; thence run S 18º48’47” W for a distance of 193.02 feet; thence run S 18º13’10” W for a distance
of 117.12 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of 971.53feet; thence run
Southwesterly along the arc of said curve through as central angle of 13º47’38” for a distance of 233.90 feet;
thence run S 04º25’32” W for a distance of 17.37 feet; thence run S 18º13’10” W along said Westerly Right-of-
Way line for a distance of 1.84 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southeasterly having a radius of
590.07 feet; thence run Southwesterly along the arc of said curve and said Westerly Right-of-Way line through a
central angle of 29º54’04” for a distance of 307.94 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S 11º40’54” E along
said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 3047.96 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave
Southwesterly having a radius of 1615.39 feet; thence run Southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said
Westerly Right-of-Way line through a central angle 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet’ thence run S
00º59’17” E along said Westerly Right-of-Way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the North line of ALAQUA
DRIVE (100’ Right-of-Way)’ thence run N 89º38’54” W along said North Right-of-Way line for a distance of
1275.69 feet to the East line of the aforesaid Lot 1, ALAQUA PHASE I; thence run N 00º01’34” E along said East line
for a distance of 230.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

less

That part of Tract “F3”, ALAQUA LAKES PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 52, Pages 70 through 80, of the Public
Records of Seminole County, Florida, described as follows: Begin at the Southeast corner of said Tract “F3”; then run
N 89º38’54” W along the South line of said Tract “F3” for a distance of 40.07 feet; then the following eighteen (18)
courses along the Westerly boundary of said Tract “F3”: N 21º37’22” W for a distance of 121.66 feet; thence run N
01º49’41” E for a distance of 72.48 feet; thence run N 27º40’07” W for a distance of 74.44 feet; thence run N
30º51’50” W for a distance of 48.14 feet; thence run N 64º13’22” W for a distance of 45.71 feet; thence run N
38º14’04” W for a distance of 58.47 feet; thence run N 50º35’27” W for a distance of 54.00 feet; thence run S
84º00’52” W for a distance of 51.44 feet thence run N 60º11’05” W for a distance of 67.20 feet; thence run N
30º35’39” W for a distance of 95.50 feet; thence run N 05º22’23” E for a distance of 73.58 feet; thence run N
18º51’46” W for a distance of 70.82 feet; thence run N 26º27’20” W for a distance of 67.18 feet; thence run N
57º15’46” W for a distance of 51.14 feet; thence run N 02º02’15” W for a distance of 96.48 feet; thence run N
59º20’25” W for a distance of 80.54 feet; thence run N 53º54’22” W for a distance of 98.99 feet; thence run N
57º42’21” W for a distance of 63.49 feet; thence run N 45º44’41” E for a distance of 719.00 feet to the West
right-of-way line of Markham Woods Road; thence run S 11º40’54” E along said West right-of-way line for a
distance of 786.90 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave Southwesterly having a radius of 1615.39 feet;
thence run southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said West right-of-way line through a central angle of
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10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet to the point of tangency; thence run S 00º59’17” E along said West right-
of-way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 785.16 acres more or less and being subject to any right-of-way, restrictions and easements of record.



















































MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MAY 7, 2008

Members present: Matthew Brown, Ben Tucker, Dudley Bates, Walt Eismann,
Rob Wolf, Kim Day and Melanie Chase.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant
Planning Manager; David Shields, Assistant County Attorney; Dori DeBord,
Planning and Development Director; Larry Poliner, Development Review
Manager; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Austin Watkins, Senior Planner; Joy
Williams, Planner; Sheryl Stolzenberg, Principal Planner; Tony Matthews,
Principal Planner; Dick Boyer, Senior Planner; Jeff Hopper, Senior Planner; and
Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

8. Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD; Robert Dello Russo,
applicant; 10.29 ± acres; Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD (Planned
Unit Development); located at the northwest corner of Markham Woods Road
and S Stone Gate. (Z2007-23)

Commissioner Carey – District 5
Austin Watkins, Senior Planner

Austin Watkins stated that this is a Major Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD
for 10.29 ± acres. He further stated that the Final Master Plan was approved by
the Board of County Commissioners on September 22, 1992 and a subsequent
Major Amendment in 2001. Currently, the PUD is approved for 515 units, at an
overall net density of .977 dwelling units per net buildable acre. At this time, the
Applicant desires to remove Tract V from the Alaqua Lakes PUD. Track V
contains approximately 10.29 acres and is located on Markham Woods Road. It
is currently approved for 3 one-acre lots and is separated from the Alaqua Lake
PUD by 148 acres of wetlands. Tract V also has a separate entrance off of
Markham Woods Road and cannot internally access the Alaqua Lakes
development.

Mr. Watkins further stated that the Applicant desires to remove this tract from the
PUD and the subsequent item titled Dello Russo PUD will actually rezone that
property from PUD to PUD. That item will propose one single-family dwelling
and one guest home.

Mr. Watkins also advised that the President of the Alaqua Lakes Homeowners
Association has submitted a letter stating that the Association has agreed to
Tract V being de-annexed from the Alaqua Lakes PUD subject to the execution
and recording of an agreement between the Applicant and the Association.



Mr. Watkins stated that Staff recommends approval of the requested Major
Amendment to the Alaqua Lakes PUD, Revised Final Master Plan and
Addendum # 1 to the Alaqua Lakes PUD Developer’s Commitment Agreement
for 1,250.9 ± acres, located at the northwest corner of Markham Woods road and
South Stone Gate.

Brian Davis, who is representing the owner, stated that the Applicant purchased
the three lots and his desire is to bring that one lot outside the Alaqua PUD and
Staff advised the Applicant that in order to do that, he needs to create his own
PUD which is next on the agenda.

Mr. Davis stated that they did meet with the Homeowners Association and
received approval for this request.

No one from the audience spoke in favor or opposition of this request.

Commissioner Wolf made a motion to recommend approval the request.

Commissioner Bates seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 7 – 0.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:
1. Approve the requested rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD, 
Development Order and Preliminary Master Plan and authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Rezone Ordinance and Development Order for 10.29 ± acres, located at the northwest corner 
of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate, based of staff findings (Robert Dello Russo, 
applicant); or

2. Deny the requested rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD, Development 
Order and Preliminary Master Plan and authorize the Chairman to execute the Denial 
Development Order for 10.29 ± acres, located at the northwest corner of Markham Woods 
Road and S. Stone Gate (Robert Dello Russo, applicant); or

3. Continue this item until a time and date certain.

BACKGROUND:

This is a companion item to item #7, the Alaqua Lakes PUD Major Amendment. As the 
previous item outlined, the applicant Robert Dello Russo desires to remove 10.29 + acres from 
the Alaqua Lakes PUD and create a separate PUD, referred to as the “Dello Russo Residence 
PUD”. The PUD will allow for one single-family dwelling no larger than 36,000 square feet and 
one guest house no larger than 6,000 square feet. The applicant is proposing access through 
an existing driveway on Markham Woods Road, a 6’ masonry or brick wall with a landscaped 
berm adjacent to the Markham Woods right-of-way and a 100’ natural buffer and building 
setback adjacent to Markham Woods Road. All conditions outlined in the original Alaqua 
Lakes PUD Development Order and Developer's Commitment Agreement, as they pertain to
this tract will be retained in the Dello Russo PUD. The assigned Future Land Use designation 
of the subject property is PD (Planned Development) which allows the requested use and 
zoning district.  

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION/LPA RECOMMENDATION: 
The Planning and Zoning Commission met on May 7, 2008 and voted unanimously (7-0) to
recommend approval of the requested rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD, 
Development Order and Preliminary Master Plan for 10.29 ± acres, located at the northwest 
corner of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate, based of staff findings.

 Public Hearing 6/10/2008 Item # 54

 
SUBJECT: Dello Russo Residence Rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development DIVISION: Planning

AUTHORIZED BY: Dori DeBord CONTACT: Austin Watkins EXT: 7440

District 5 Brenda Carey Austin Watkins



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board the requested rezone from PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) to PUD, Development Order and Preliminary Master Plan and authorize the 
Chairman to execute the Rezone Ordinance and Development Order for 10.29 ± acres, 
located at the northwest corner of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate, based of staff
findings.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Zoning and Future Land Use Map
3. Aerial Map
4. Preliminary Master Plan
5. Approval Development Order
6. Rezone Ordinance
7. Denial Development Order (applicable only if denied)
8. LPA P and Z Meeting Minutes

Additionally Reviewed By:

County Attorney Review ( Kathleen Furey-Tran )gfedcb
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Z2007-23 DEVELOPMENT ORDER # 07-21700003

SEMINOLE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On June 10, 2008, Seminole County issued this Development Order relating to
and touching and concerning the following property described in the attached legal
description as Exhibit “A”.

(The aforementioned legal description has been provided to Seminole County by the
owner of the subject property.)

FINDINGS OF FACT

Property Owner(s): Robert G. and Diane M. Dello Russo

Project Name: Dello Russo Residence PUD

Requested Development Approval: Rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development)
to PUD (Planned Unit Development).

The Development Approval sought is consistent with the Seminole County
Comprehensive Plan and will be developed consistent with and in compliance to
applicable land development regulations and all other applicable regulations and
ordinances.

The owner of the property has expressly agreed to be bound by and subject to
the development conditions and commitments stated below and has covenanted and
agreed to have such conditions and commitments run with, follow and perpetually
burden the aforedescribed property.

Prepared by: Austin Watkins, Senior Planner
1101 East First Street
Sanford, Florida 32771
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:

(1) The aforementioned application for development approval is GRANTED.

(2) All development shall fully comply with all of the codes and ordinances in

effect in Seminole County at the time of issuance of permits including all impact fee

ordinances.

(3) The conditions upon this development approval and the commitments made

as to this development approval, all of which have been accepted by and agreed to by

the owner of the property are as follows:

A. Permitted Uses: one (1) single-family dwelling up to a maximum of 36,000 gross
square feet in size and one (1) guest house up to a maximum of 6,000 gross
square feet in size.

B. The setbacks shall be as follows:
North: 30’
South:25’
East: 100’
West: 25’

C. The buffers shall be as follows:
South: 25’ minimum undisturbed upland buffer (Tract D)
East: 100’ natural buffer
West: 25’ minimum undisturbed upland buffer (Tract D)

D. A 6’ masonry or brick wall with an associated landscaped berm is permitted
within the 100’ natural buffer (eastern property line) adjacent to the Markham
Woods Road right-of-way. At least 4 canopy trees every 100’ linear feet must be
provided in-between the wall and Markham Woods Road. No canopy trees over
8’ in diameter may be removed to install the wall. The wall and adjacent
landscaping shall comply with the Wall Cross Section attached as Exhibit “C”.

E. 25% usable open space shall be provided on the subject property.
F. The maximum allowable building height is 35’.
G. Retention of a 100 foot natural buffer between Parcel V and the right-of-way line

of Markham Woods Road.
H. Developer shall demonstrate that at least fifty percent (50%) of the trees located

with the developable areas of Tract V, including areas subject to residential
platting, are preserved on-site. When fifty percent (50%) of the trees cannot be
reasonably preserved, a tree replacement ratio shall be implemented as provided
for in the Land Development Code of Seminole County. This ratio shall require
an increasing number of replacement trees based upon the size of a tree’s
caliper.

I. An upland buffer average 50 feet but no less than 25 feet in width shall be
maintained surrounding areas assigned the Conservation land use designation or
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FP-1 or W-1 zoning classification or properties which have been designated as
conservation areas of conservation easement within or adjacent to Tract V.

J. Development shall comply with the Preliminary Master Plan attached as Exhibit
“B”.

(4) This Development Order touches and concerns the aforedescribed property

and the conditions, commitments and provisions of this Development Order shall

perpetually burden, run with and follow the said property and be a servitude upon and

binding upon said property unless released in whole or part by action of Seminole

County by virtue of a document of equal dignity herewith. The owner of the said

property has expressly covenanted and agreed to this provision and all other terms and

provisions of this Development Order.

(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.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By:________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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OWNERS’ CONSENT AND COVENANT

COMES NOW, the owners, Robert and Diane Dello Russo , on behalf of itself
and its heirs agents, 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.

WITNESSES: OWNER:

__________________________ Robert G. Dello Russo
Print Name:________________
__________________________ __________________________
Print Name:________________ Robert G. Dello Russo

WITNESSES: OWNER:

__________________________ Diane M. Dello Russo
Print Name:________________
__________________________ __________________________
Print Name:________________ Diane M. Dello Russo

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF _____________

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of
___________, 2008, by _______________________________,
as_______________________________, who is personally known to me or who has
produced___________________________________ as identification.

___________________________________
Notary Public

___________________________________
(Name of Notary, typed, printed or stamped)
My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT “A”
Legal Description

That part of Tract “F3”, ALAQUA LAKES PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 52, Pages
70 through 80, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:
Begin at the Southeast corner of said Tract “F3”; then run N 89º38’54” W along the
South line of said Tract “F3” for a distance of 40.07 feet; then the following eighteen (18)
courses along the Westerly boundary of said Tract “F3”: N 21º37’22” W for a distance of
121.66 feet; thence run N 01º49’41” E for a distance of 72.48 feet; thence run N
27º40’07” W for a distance of 74.44 feet; thence run N 30º51’50” W for a distance of
48.14 feet; thence run N 64º13’22” W for a distance of 45.71 feet; thence run N
38º14’04” W for a distance of 58.47 feet; thence run N 50º35’27” W for a distance of
54.00 feet; thence run S 84º00’52” W for a distance of 51.44 feet thence run N
60º11’05” W for a distance of 67.20 feet; thence run N 30º35’39” W for a distance of
95.50 feet; thence run N 05º22’23” E for a distance of 73.58 feet; thence run N
18º51’46” W for a distance of 70.82 feet; thence run N 26º27’20” W for a distance of
67.18 feet; thence run N 57º15’46” W for a distance of 51.14 feet; thence run N
02º02’15” W for a distance of 96.48 feet; thence run N 59º20’25” W for a distance of
80.54 feet; thence run N 53º54’22” W for a distance of 98.99 feet; thence run N
57º42’21” W for a distance of 63.49 feet; thence run N 45º44’41” E for a distance of
719.00 feet to the West right-of-way line of Markham Woods Road; thence run S
11º40’54” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of 786.90 feet to the point of
curvature of a curve concave Southwesterly having a radius of 1615.39 feet; thence run
southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said West right-of-way line through a
central angle of 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet to the point of tangency; thence
run S 00º59’17” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 10.298 acres more or less.
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EXHIBIT “B”
Preliminary Master Plan
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EXHIBIT “C”
Wall Cross Section



ORDINANCE NO. 2008- SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA
Z2007-23

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 PUD
(PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THE PUD (PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT) ZONING CLASSIFICATION;
PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; PROVIDING
FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR EXCLUSION
FROM CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING 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 “Dello Russo Residence PUD”

(b) The Board hereby determines that the economic impact statement

referred to by the Seminole County Home Rule Charter is unnecessary and

waived as to this Ordinance.

Section 2. REZONINGS. The zoning classification assigned to the

following described property is changed from PUD (Planned Unit Development)

to PUD (Planned Unit Development):

SEE ATTACHED “EXHIBIT A”

Section 3. EXCLUSION FROM CODIFICATION. It is the intention of the

Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of this Ordinance shall not

be codified.
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Section 4. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or the

application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, it is the intent of

the Board of County Commissioners that the invalidity shall not affect other

provisions or applications of this Ordinance which can be given effect without the

invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance

are declared severable.

Section 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. A certified copy of this Ordinance shall

be provided to the Florida Department of State by the Clerk of the Board of

County Commissioners in accordance with Section 125.66, Florida Statutes, and

this Ordinance shall be effective upon the date of filing with the Department and

recording of Development Order #07-21700003.

ENACTED this 10th day of June 2008.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:________________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman



EXHIBIT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

That part of Tract “F3”, ALAQUA LAKES PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 52,
Pages 70 through 80, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida,
described as follows: Begin at the Southeast corner of said Tract “F3”; then run
N 89º38’54” W along the South line of said Tract “F3” for a distance of 40.07 feet;
then the following eighteen (18) courses along the Westerly boundary of said
Tract “F3”: N 21º37’22” W for a distance of 121.66 feet; thence run N 01º49’41” E
for a distance of 72.48 feet; thence run N 27º40’07” W for a distance of 74.44
feet; thence run N 30º51’50” W for a distance of 48.14 feet; thence run N
64º13’22” W for a distance of 45.71 feet; thence run N 38º14’04” W for a distance
of 58.47 feet; thence run N 50º35’27” W for a distance of 54.00 feet; thence run S
84º00’52” W for a distance of 51.44 feet thence run N 60º11’05” W for a distance
of 67.20 feet; thence run N 30º35’39” W for a distance of 95.50 feet; thence run N
05º22’23” E for a distance of 73.58 feet; thence run N 18º51’46” W for a distance
of 70.82 feet; thence run N 26º27’20” W for a distance of 67.18 feet; thence run N
57º15’46” W for a distance of 51.14 feet; thence run N 02º02’15” W for a distance
of 96.48 feet; thence run N 59º20’25” W for a distance of 80.54 feet; thence run N
53º54’22” W for a distance of 98.99 feet; thence run N 57º42’21” W for a distance
of 63.49 feet; thence run N 45º44’41” E for a distance of 719.00 feet to the West
right-of-way line of Markham Woods Road; thence run S 11º40’54” E along said
West right-of-way line for a distance of 786.90 feet to the point of curvature of a
curve concave Southwesterly having a radius of 1615.39 feet; thence run
southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said West right-of-way line through
a central angle of 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet to the point of tangency;
thence run S 00º59’17” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of
393.17 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 10.298 acres more or
less.
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SEMINOLE COUNTY DENIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER

On June 10, 2008, Seminole County issued this Denial Development Order
relating to and touching and concerning the following property described in the attached
legal description as Exhibit “A”.

Property Owner(s): Robert G. and Diane M. Dello Russo

Project Name: Dello Russo Residence PUD

Requested Development Approval: The applicant is requesting a rezoning from PUD
(Planned Unit Development) to PUD for 10.29 ± acres, located at the northwest corner
of Markham Woods Road and S. Stone Gate.

The Board of County Commissioners has determined that the requested rezone
to PUD (Planned Unit Development) is not compatible with the surrounding area and
could not be supported.

After fully considering staff analysis titled “Dello Russo Residence from PUD to
PUD” and all evidence submitted at the public hearing on June 10, 2008, regarding this
matter the Board of County Commissioners have found, determined and concluded that
the requested rezone to PUD should be denied.

ORDER

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED AND AGREED THAT:
The aforementioned application for development approval is DENIED.
Done and Ordered on the date first written above.

SEMINOLE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By: ________________________
Brenda Carey, Chairman
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EXHIBIT “A”
Legal Description

That part of Tract “F3”, ALAQUA LAKES PHASE I, as recorded in Plat Book 52, Pages
70 through 80, of the Public Records of Seminole County, Florida, described as follows:
Begin at the Southeast corner of said Tract “F3”; then run N 89º38’54” W along the
South line of said Tract “F3” for a distance of 40.07 feet; then the following eighteen (18)
courses along the Westerly boundary of said Tract “F3”: N 21º37’22” W for a distance of
121.66 feet; thence run N 01º49’41” E for a distance of 72.48 feet; thence run N
27º40’07” W for a distance of 74.44 feet; thence run N 30º51’50” W for a distance of
48.14 feet; thence run N 64º13’22” W for a distance of 45.71 feet; thence run N
38º14’04” W for a distance of 58.47 feet; thence run N 50º35’27” W for a distance of
54.00 feet; thence run S 84º00’52” W for a distance of 51.44 feet thence run N
60º11’05” W for a distance of 67.20 feet; thence run N 30º35’39” W for a distance of
95.50 feet; thence run N 05º22’23” E for a distance of 73.58 feet; thence run N
18º51’46” W for a distance of 70.82 feet; thence run N 26º27’20” W for a distance of
67.18 feet; thence run N 57º15’46” W for a distance of 51.14 feet; thence run N
02º02’15” W for a distance of 96.48 feet; thence run N 59º20’25” W for a distance of
80.54 feet; thence run N 53º54’22” W for a distance of 98.99 feet; thence run N
57º42’21” W for a distance of 63.49 feet; thence run N 45º44’41” E for a distance of
719.00 feet to the West right-of-way line of Markham Woods Road; thence run S
11º40’54” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of 786.90 feet to the point of
curvature of a curve concave Southwesterly having a radius of 1615.39 feet; thence run
southeasterly along the arc of said curve and said West right-of-way line through a
central angle of 10º41’37” for a distance of 301.49 feet to the point of tangency; thence
run S 00º59’17” E along said West right-of-way line for a distance of 393.17 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 10.298 acres more or less.



MINUTES FOR THE SEMINOLE COUNTY
LAND PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MAY 7, 2008

Members present: Matthew Brown, Ben Tucker, Dudley Bates, Walt Eismann,
Rob Wolf, Kim Day and Melanie Chase.

Also present: Alison Stettner, Planning Manager; Tina Williamson, Assistant
Planning Manager; David Shields, Assistant County Attorney; Dori DeBord,
Planning and Development Director; Larry Poliner, Development Review
Manager; Ian Sikonia, Senior Planner; Austin Watkins, Senior Planner; Joy
Williams, Planner; Sheryl Stolzenberg, Principal Planner; Tony Matthews,
Principal Planner; Dick Boyer, Senior Planner; Jeff Hopper, Senior Planner; and
Connie R. DeVasto, Clerk to the Commission.

9. Dello Russo PUD Rezone; Robert Dello Russo, applicant; 10.29 ± acres;
Rezone from PUD (Planned Unit Development) to PUD; located at the northwest
corner of Markham Woods Road and S Stone Gate. (Z2007-23)

Commissioner Carey – District 5
Austin Watkins, Senior Planner

Tina Williamson stated that at the pleasure of the Commission, Staff does not
need to present this item as it is a continuation of the previous item creating the
new PUD.

No one from the audience spoke in favor or opposition of this request.

Commissioner Chase made a motion to recommend approval the request.

Commissioner Wolf seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously 7 – 0.




