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AGENDA 
Orange COUll1ly Government _ Board of Counly Commissioner's _ 201 South Rosalind Avenue 
County Commission Chambers' 1st Floor. County Administratl<on Center 
www.OrangeCountyFL.net 

TUESDAY, MAY 10,2016 

MEETING STARTS AT 9:00 a.m. 

• Invocation - District 3 
• Pledge of Allegiance 
• Public Comment* 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1. Approval of the minutes of the March 15, 2016 meeting of the Board of County 
Commissioners. (Clerk's Office) Page 16·56 

2. Approval of the check register authorizing the most recently disbursed County 
funds, having been certified that same have not been drawn on overexpended 
accounts. (Finance/Accounting) Page 16 

3. Disposition of Tangible Personal Property as follows: (Property Accounting) 
Page 16, 57 

a. Return leased equipment 10 vendor 
b. Scrap assets 

B. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1. Approval of the Membership and Mission Review Board's recommendations for 
the following advisory board appointments and reappointments: (Agenda 
Development Office) Page 58 
A. Environmental Protection Commission: Appointment of Mark A. Ausley 

to succeed John Miklos in the conservation organization representative 
category with a term expiring December 31,2017. Page 59·60 

B. International Drive CRA Advisory Committee: Reappointment of Philip 
Caronia in the Mayor's representative category and the appointment of 
Melanie Becker to succeed Thomas D. Smith in the Universal Boulevard 
Property Owners Association, Inc. representative category with terms 
expiring January 1, 2018. Page 61·62 

CONTINUED 

*Pursuant to Section 209 of the Orange County Charter, as amended on Nov. 4, 2008, the Board of County Commissioners 
must set aside at least 15 minutes at the beginning of each regular meeting for citizens to speak to the Board on any 
matter of public interest under the Board's authority and jurisdiction, regardless of whether the public issue is on the 
Board's agenda, but excluding matters that are not appropriate for public discussion, such as pending procurement or 
land use issues. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

B. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR (Continued) 

2. Confirmation of the appointment of Paul D. Seago to the Membership and 
Mission Review Board as the District 2 representative with a term expiring 
December 31,2016. (Agenda Development Office) Page 63 

3. Approval of the revisions and additions to the current Orange County Policy 405 
Use of County Property and Information. (Human Resources Division) 
Page 64-66 

4. Approval and execution of A Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners 
of Orange County, Florida approving for the purposes of Sections 125.01(1 )(z) 
and 159.47(1)(f) of the Florida Statutes, as amended, the issuance of Orange 
County Industrial Development Authority Refunding Revenue Bonds (Faith 
Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. Project), Series 2016, in an aggregate principal 
amount not to exceed $14,000,000; and providing for an effective date. 
(Industrial Development Authority) Page 67-72 

5. Approval of Ratification of payment of Intergovernmental claims of 
March 31, 2016 and April 14, 2016 totaling $832,688.24. (Risk Management 
Division) Page 73 

C. ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-190-PD, Right-of-Way Mowing - Apopka 
Area, Section I, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, Groundtek of Central 
Florida, LLC. The estimated annual contract award amount is $262,400. ([Public 
Works Department Roads and Drainage Division] Procurement Division) 
Page 74-77 

2. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-191-PD, Right-of-Way Mowing - Apopka 
Area, Section II, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, Groundtek of Central 
Florida, LLC. The estimated annual contract award amount is $280,400. ([Public 
Works Department Roads and Drainage Division] Procurement Divisionj 
Page 78-81 

3. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1 008-PD, Rental of Rigging Equipment, to 
the low responsive and responsible bidder, Christie Lites Orlando, LLC. The 
estimated contract amount is $160,000 for a 1-year term. ([Convention Center] 
Procurement Division) Page 82-84 

4. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1 013-JS, Hydrofluosilicic Acid, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Harcros Chemicals, Inc. The estimated contract 
award amount is $191,380 for a 1-year term. ([Utilities Department Water Division] 
Procurement Division) Page 85-87 

CONTINUED 

Page 2 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

C. ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT (Continued) 

5. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1 014-JS, Sodium Hypochlorite, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Allied Universal Corporation. The estimated 
contract award amount is $1,120,000 for a i-year term. ([Utilities Department Water 
Division] Procurement Division) Page 88-90 

6. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1033-TA, Supply and Delivery of Sod, to 
the low responsive and responsible bidder, Travis Resmondo Sod, Inc. The 
estimated contract award amount is $436,000 for a i-year term. ([Public Works 
Department Roads and Drainage Division] Procurement Division) Page 91-92 

7. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1 045-JS, Emergency and Temporary 
HVAC Equipment Rental and Installation Services, to the low responsive and 
responsible bidder, Portable Air, LLC. The estimated contract award amount is 
$188,982 for a i-year term. ([Administrative Services Department Facilities 
Management Division] Procurement Division) Page 93-94 

8. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-732-CC, Barnett Park Administration 
Building Skylight Replacement, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
Close Construction, LLC. The total contract award amount is $266,445 (Alternate 
Bid). ([Administrative Services Department Capital Projects Division] 
Procurement Division) Page 95-98 

9. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-744-RM, Orange County Convention 
Center West Building Dining Hall C Renovations, to the low responsive and 
responsible bidder, Axios Construction Services, LLC. The total contract award 
amount is $1,194,948. ([Convention Center Capital Planning Division] 
Procurement Division) Page 99-103 

10. Approval of Purchase Order M78336, Jerome H2S Monitoring Systems, which 
includes all software, radios, filers and anemometers, with Arizona Instrument 
LLC, in the amount of $116,875. ([Utilities Department Solid Waste Division] 
Procurement Division) Page 104 

11. Approval of renewal of Software Support and Annual Maintenance for Oracle 
Applications and Databases, with Oracle USA, Inc., in the amount of $541,339 for 
the period of May 31, 2016 through May 30, 2017. ([Office of Accountability 
Information Systems and Services Division] Procurement Division) Page 105 

12. Selection of Atlantic Housing Partners, L.L.L.P./Southern Affordable Development 
L.L.C. for negotiation and award of a Multi-Family Affordable Housing Developers 
Agreement, under Request for Proposals Y16-613-PD. ([Community, 
Environmental and Development Services Department Housing and Community 
Development Division] Procurement Division) Page 106-108 

CONTINUED 

Page 3 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

C. ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT (Continued) 

13. Approval and execution of First Amendment to Ground Lease between Orange 
County and State of Florida, Department of Juvenile Justice and delegation of 
authority to the Real Estate Management Division to exercise renewal option, if 
needed, for ground space for Juvenile Justice Facility, Lease #5022, 3150 39th 

Street, Orlando, Florida. District 6. (Real Estate Management Division) 
Page 109-110 

14. Approval of Agreement and Utility Easement between Kimzay of Florida, Inc. and 
Orange County and authorization to disburse funds to pay all recording fees and 
record instrument for Pump Station No. 3201 (Old Cheney Hwy). District 5. (Real 
Estate Management Division) Page 111-112 

15. Approval of Subordination of Encumbrances to Property Rights to Orange 
County from Bank of America, N.A. and authorization to disburse funds to pay 
recording fees and record instrument for Sea World Water Meter Easement. 
District 1. (Real Estate Management Division) Page 113-114 

16. Approval of Contract for Sale and Purchase and Special Warranty Deed from the 
University of Florida Foundation, Inc. to Orange County and authorization to 
disburse funds to pay purchase price and closing costs and perform all actions 
necessary and incidental to closing for Fire Station 68 (Invest). District 3. (Real 
Estate Management Division) Page 115-116 

D. COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. Approval and execution of the Orange County, Florida, Resolutions Establishing 
Special Assessment Liens for Lot Cleaning Services and approval to record 
Special Assessment Liens on property cleaned by Orange County, pursuant to 
Orange County Code, Chapter 28, Nuisances, Article II, Lot Cleaning. Districts 1, 
2,3,5, and 6. (Code Enforcement Division) Page 117-119 
LC 15-1623 LC 16-0259 LC 16-0357 LC 16-0306 LC 16-0248 
LC 16-0165 LC 16-0262 LC 16-0224 LC 16-0090 LC 16-0249 
LC 16-0167 LC 16-0311 LC 16-0274 LC 16-0121 LC 16-0253 
LC 16-0197 LC 16-0313 LC 16-0291 LC 16-0185 LC 16-0256 
LC 16-0207 LC 15-1685 LC 16-0300 LC 16-0187 LC 16-0278 
LC 16-0213 LC 16-0069 LC 16-0303 LC 16-0233 LC 16-0281 
LC 16-0237 LC 16-0295 LC 16-0304 LC 16-0241 LC 16-0282 
LC 16-0238 LC 16-0299 LC 16-0305 LC 16-0247 LC 16-0285 

2. Acceptance of Recommendation of the Environmental Protection Commission to 
approve the request for an after-the-fact variance to Section 15-342(g) (enclosed 
dock) for Faye H. Stanford, After-the-Fact Dock Construction Permit BD-14-09-
110. District 1. (Environmental Protection Division) Page 120-125 

CONTINUED 

Page 4 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

D. COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
(Continued) 

3. Approval and execution of Developer's Agreement for Construction of a Semi
Private Boat Ramp Facility by and among Orange County, Florida and 
Independence Community Association, Inc., and execution of Exhibit "D" Escrow 
Agreement. District 1. (Environmental Protection Division) Page 126-147 

4. Note: This item will be pulled to be heard with Public Hearing E.11 
Approval and execution of First Amendment to Adequate Public Facilities 
Agreement for Zanzibar PO by and between Zanzibar Properties, LLC and 
Orange County. District 1. (Planning Division) Page 148-155 

5. Approval and execution of Proportionate Share Agreement for Windermere 
Business Plaza Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (flk/a Cast 
Drive) to Taborfield Avenue by and between Windermere Business Plaza, LLC 
and Orange County for a proportionate share payment in the amount of $53,015. 
District 1. (Roadway Agreement Committee) Page 156-168 

6. Approval and execution of Proportionate Share Agreement for Bank of America, 
Lakeside Village South PO Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (flk/a 
Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue by and between Lakeside II Partners, LLC and 
Orange County for a proportionate share payment in the amount of $53,015. 
District 1. (Roadway Agreement Committee) Page 169-180 

7. Approval and execution of Second Amendment to Amended and Restated 2006 
Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement Innovation Way and 
Beachline Expressway by and among Suburban Land Reserve, Inc., Orange 
County, Florida and Central Florida Expressway Authority to modify the terms. 
District 4. (Roadway Agreement Committee) Page 181-211 

E. FAMILY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. Acceptance of University of Florida's appointment of Ms, Amy Vu as Orange 
County Extension Agent I, Residential Horticulture. All Districts. (Cooperative 
Extension Division) Page 212-220 

2. Approval of May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Sign Grants as recommended by the 
Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for Chatham Woods ($3,500) and 
Dommerich Hills 4th Addition ($5,000). Districts 2 and 5. (Neighborhood 
Preservation and Revitalization Division) Page 221-224 

3. Approval of the May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Mini-Grant as recommended by 
the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for Shenandoah Park ($1,500). District 
3. (Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division) Page 225-228 

CONTINUED 

Page 5 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

E. FAMILY SERVICES DEPARTMENT (Continued) 

4. Approval of the May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Capital Improvement Grant as 
recommended by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for Skycrest Civic 
Association, Inc, ($10,000), District 3, (Neighborhood Preservation and 
Revitalization Division) Page 229-231 

5, Approval of the April 2016 Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors 
Program grants for Florida Van Rentals, Inc, ($5,000), Delice Services and 
Insurance ($4,156), Ruby's Little Creations ($5,000), and Little Angels Child care 
and Learning Center ($5,000), Districts 3 and 6, (Neighborhood Preservation 
and Revitalization Division) Page 232-236 

6, Approval of May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Entranceway Grants as 
recommended by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for Woodbury Park 
HOA ($3,000) and Oak Park HOA of Orange County, Inc, ($2,500), Districts 4 
and 6, (Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division) 
Page 237-240 

F. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

1, Authorization to record the plat of Lake Hart Storage and Nona Car Wash 
Facility, District 4, (Development Engineering Division) Page 241 

2, Approval to construct speed humps on Mendelin Street. District 2, (Traffic 
Engineering Division) Page 242-244 

3, Approval to install a "No Parking" zone on both sides of Sandy Lane Drive from 
Hiawassee Road to 2267 Sandy Lane Drive, District 6, (Traffic Engineering 
Division) Page 245-249 

4, Approval and execution of Homeowner's Association Agreement for Turnbury 
Woods Subdivision Traffic Control Devices by and between Turnbury Woods 
Homeowners Association, Inc, and Orange County, Florida, that provides for the 
Association to maintain decorative street name and traffic control signposts, 
District 1, (Traffic Engineering Division) Page 250-258 

CONTINUED 

Page 6 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA (Continued) 

G. UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

1. Approval and execution of First Amendment to the Agreement Between the St. 
Johns River Water Management District and Orange County, D/B/A Orange 
County Utilities for Malcom Road Minimized Impact/Lower Floridan Wells Project 
Contract #28087 Amendment #1 by and between the Governing Board of the Sf. 
Johns River Water Management District and Orange County, Florida, a Charter 
County and Political Subdivision of the State of Florida D/B/A Orange County 
Utilities for the Malcolm Road Minimized Impact/Lower Floridan Wells Project, 
and delegation of authority to the County Administrator to approve scheduling or 
other administrative changes and execute any further minor amendments to the 
agreement which do not affect the total aggregate amount of the budget or intent 
of the project. District 1. (Administration) Page 259·265 

2. Approval and execution of Utility Adjustment Agreement by and between Orange 
County and the Central Florida Expressway Authority for necessary reclaimed 
water utility work as part of construction project #528-313 (SR 528 Innovation 
Way Interchange) in the amount of $2,014,008. District 4. (Administration) 
Page 266·303 

CONTINUED 

Page 7 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

II. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS** 

A. COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1. Receipt of the following items to file for the record: (Clerk's Office) 
Page 304 
a. Notice of Application for Transfer Utility Assets and Water Certificate given 

on April 5, 2016, by Oak Springs MHC, LLC. 
b. Minutes of the January 25, 2016, East Park Community Development 

District. 
c. Florida Public Service Commission Final Order Acknowledging Corporate 

Reorganization and Approving Name Change. In re: Joint application for 
acknowledgement of corporate reorganization and request for approval of 
name changes on water and/or wastewater certificates of Cypress Lakes 
Utilities, Inc. in Polk County; Utilities, Inc, of Eagle Ridge in Lee County; 
Utilities, Inc. of Florida in Marion, Orange, Pasco, Pinellas, and Seminole 
Counties; Labrador Utilities, Inc. in Pasco County; Lake Placid Utilities, 
Inc. in Highlands County; Lake Utility Services, Inc. in Lake County; 
Utilities, Inc. of Longwood in Seminole County; Mid County Services, Inc. 
in Pinellas County; Utilities, Inc. of Pennbrooke in Lake County; Utilities, 
Inc. of Sandalhaven in Charlotte County; San lando Utilities Corporation in 
Seminole County; and Tierra Verde Utilities, Inc. in Pinellas County, to 
Utilities, Inc. of Florida. 

d. Orange County Water Utilities System, Orange County, Florida Annual 
Financial Report for the years ended September 30, 2015 and 2014. 

e. Audit Report No. 456 - Audit of the Air Pollution Control Trust Fund 

"""With respect to informational items, Board action is neither required 
nor necessary, and Board approval (or disapproval) is not to be implied. 

CONTINUED 

Page 8 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

III. WORK SESSION AGENDA 

A. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1. Tourist Development Tax Issues and Update. Page 305 

RECESS 

Page 9 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

MEETING STARTS AT 2:00 p.m. 

IV. DISCUSSION AGENDA 

Discussion Agenda Items scheduled for 2:00 p.m. 

A. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1. Appointment of two Board members and one citizen member to the 2016 Value 
Adjustment Board and the designation of two altemate Board members and one 
alternate citizen member. Page 308-309 

B. COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1. Selection of one firm and two ranked alternates to provide Audit Services under 
Request for Proposals Y16-184, from the following firms, listed in Audit 
Committee ranking order. Further recommend the Board authorize negotiation 
and execution of the final contract by the Procurement Division within budget for 
a contract term of one year with five i-year renewals. Page 310-314 
• #1 ranked - Cherry Bekaert, LLP 
• #2 ranked - Moore Stephens Lovelace, PA 
• #3 ranked - Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC 

C. OFFICE OF REGIONAL MOBILITY 

1. MetroPlan Orlando Board Meeting Briefing. Page 315 

D. COUNTY MAYOR 

1. Open discussion on issues of interest to the Board. Page 316-317 

CONTINUED 

Page 10 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

III. WORK SESSION AGENDA (Continued) 

Work Session Agenda Items scheduled for 2:00 p.m. 

A. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR (Continued) 

2. Community Development District - The Grove Resort. District 1. Page 306 

B. COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. UCF Alafaya Trail Pedestrian Safety Study. (Transportation Planning Division) 
Page 307 

CONTINUED 

Page 11 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

V. RECOMMENDATIONS 

April 21 ,2016 Planning and Zoning Board Recommendations 

CONTINUED 

Page 12 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Public hearings scheduled for 2:00 p.m. 

A. Municipal Service Benefit Unit 

1. Meadow Woods Planned Development, amend for streetlighting; District 
4 

2. Summerport Area, amend for streetlighting; District 1 

3. Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail Phase 2, amend for retention 
pond(s) maintenance; District 1 

4. Watermark Area, amend for streetlighting and for retention pond(s) 
maintenance; District 1 

5. Windermere Trails Area, amend for streetlighting and for retention 
pond(s) maintenance; District 1 

B. Conservation Area Impact 

6. V' Applicant: Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust, Moss Park Road and 
Innovation Way Intersection, permit; District 4 

C. Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill 

7. V' Applicant: Robert Renard, between Fish Lake and Pocket Lake, permit, 
District 1 

.y The notated public hearing is quasi-judicial in nature. As such, any verbal or written communication with a member of 
the Board of County Commissioners prior to teday's quasHudicial hearing should be disclosed on the record or made a 
part of the record during the public hearing by or on behalf of the party who communicated with the Board member to 
allow any interested party an opportunity to inquire about or respond to such communication. Failure to disclose any such 
communication may place the party who ultimately prevails at the quasj.judicial hearing at risk of having the Board's 
decision overturned in a court of law due to prejudice against the party who was not privy to the ex parte communication. 

Information regarding meetings held at the County Administration Building between any member of the Board and an 
outside party may be obtained at http://www.orangecountyfLnet/visitorsireports/MeetingsReportPage.asp. 

CONTINUED 

Page 13 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10,2016 

VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS (Continued) 

Public hearings scheduled for 2:00 p.m. (Continued) 

D. Land Use Plan Amendment 

8.,( Applicant: Daryl M. Carter, New Independence Planned Development 
(PD), Case # LUPA-16-01-005; District 1 

E. Preliminary Subdivision Plan 

9/ Applicant: John Prowell, VHB, Inc., Lake Avalon Planned Development 
(PD)/Lake Avalon Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP), Case # PSP-15-
11-365; District 1 

10/ Applicant: Adam Smith, VHB, Inc., Waterleigh PDIWaterleigh Phases 2A 
& 2B Parcels 14 (portion of), 20, 21 (portion of), 24 (portion of), & APF 
Road Preliminary Subdivision Plan, Case # PSP-15-11-360; District 1 

ii/Applicant: Adam Smith, VHB, Inc., Zanzibar Property PO/Zanzibar 
Property Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP), Case # PSP-15-
07 -200; District 1 

F. Substantial Change 

12/ Applicant: Brian Kittle, Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc., Kerina Parkside 
PD/Parkside Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP), Case # CDR-
15-12-385, amend plan; District 1 

-,j The notated public hearing is quasHudicial in nature. As Sl1Ch, any verba! or written communication with a member of 
the Board of County Commissioners prior to today's quasHudicial hearing should be disclosed on the record or made a 
part of the record during the public hearing by or on behalf of the party who communicated with the Board member to 
allow any interested party an opportunity to inquire about Of respond to such communication. Failure to disclose any such 
communication may place the party who ultimately prevails at the quasHudicial hearing at risk of having the Board's 
decision overturned in a court of law due to prejudice against the party who was not privy to the ex parte communication, 

Information regarding meetings held at the County Administration Building between any member of the Board and an 
outside party may be obtained at http://www,orangecountyfLnetfvisrtors/reports/MeetingsReportPage,asp, 

CONTINUED 

Page 14 
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TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2016 

VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS (Continued) 

Public hearings scheduled for 2:00 p.m. (Continued) 

G. Ordinance 

13. Amending Orange County Code, Article V, Chapter 23, Section 34-155, 
pertaining to school impact fees and associated student generation 
rates. 

H. Board of Zoning Adjustment Board-Called 

14/ Applicant: Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc., Case # SE-16-01-143, March 3, 
2016; District 5 

"j The notated public hearing is quasHudicial in nature. As such, any verbal or written communication with a member of 
the Board of County Commissioners prior to today's quasHudicial hearing should be disclosed on the record or made a 
part of the record during the public hearing by or on behalf of the party who communicated with the Board member to 
allow any interested party an opportunity to inquire about or respond to such communication. Failure to disclose any such 
communication may place the party who ultimately prevails at the quasi-judicial hearing at risk of having the Board's 
decision overturned in a court of law due to prejudice against the party who was not privy to the ex parte communicatioll. 

Information regarding meetings held at the County Administration Building between any member of the Board and an 
outside party may be obtained at http://www.orangecQuntyfl.net/visitors/reports/MeetingsReportPage.asp. 

" * 
Any person wishing to appeal any decision made by the Board of County Commissioners at this meeting wi!! need a 
record of the proceedings. For that purpose, such person 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. 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabifities Act (ADA), if any person with a disability as defined by the ADA needs 
special accommodation to participate in this proceeding, then not later than two (2) business days prior to the proceeding, 
he or she should contact the Orange County Communications Division at (407) 836-5517. 

Para mayor informaci6n en espailol, por favor Ilame al (407) 836-3111. 

NOTE: Reports from the County Mayor, the County Commissioners, the County Administrator, and the County Attorney 
may be presented at unscheduled times throughout the day, depending on the length of time required for advertised 
public hearings. 

Copies of Specific Project Expenditure Reports and Relationship Disclosure Forms are not included with agenda items 
unless there is a listed expenditure or disclosure. Copies of these completed reports and forms may be obtained by 
contacting ttw relevant DepartmcntlDivision Office. 

Page 15 
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OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 
FLORIDA 

COUNTY COMMISSION AGENDA 
Tuesday, May 10, 2016 

COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

Items Requiring Consent Approval 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1-3 

MARTHA 0_ HAYNIE, CPA 
County Comptroller 
201 South Rosalind Avenue 
Post Office Box 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
TelepllOne: 407-836-5690 
Fax: 407-836-5599 
www.occcompt.com 

1. Approval of the minutes of the March 15, 2016, meeting of the Board of County 
Commissioners. 

2, Approval of the check register authorizing the most recently disbursed County funds, 
having been certified that same have not been drawn on overexpended accounts. 
Signature authorization and accompanying detail of most recently disbursed County 
funds are available in the Clerk's Office and on the Comptroller's web site. 

3. Disposition of Tangible Personal Property 

Approval is requested of the following: 
a. Return leased equipment to vendor 
b. Scrap assets 

16 
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ORANGE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS' MEETING 

Date: Tuesday, March 15,2016 
Location: Commission Chambers, Orange County Administration Center, 

First Floor, 201 S. Rosalind Avenue, Orlando, Florida 
Members Present: County Mayor Teresa Jacobs; Commissioners S. Scott Boyd, 

Bryan Nelson, Pete Clarke, Jennifer Thompson, Ted Edwards, 
Victoria P. Siplin 

Others Present: County Comptroller Martha Haynie as Clerk, County Administrator 
Ajit Lalchandani, County Attorney Jeffrey J. Newton, Deputy Clerk 
Katie Smith, Documents Coordinator Lakela Christian 

• CALL TO ORDER, 9:08 a.m. 

• INVOCATION - Dr. Case Thorp, First Presbyterian Church 

• PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

• REASSUMED CHAIR 
County Mayor Jacobs reassumed the Chair from Vice-Mayor Nelson. 

• COUNTY CONSENT AGENDA 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Clarke/Boyd 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Mayor 

- Deferred action on Community, Environmental and Development Services Department 
Item 4 for consideration with public hearing for Kathy Hattaway-Bengochea, HCI 
Planning & Land Development Consultants, Reams Road Property Planned 
Development / Land Use Plan (PD/LUP) Case # LUP-15-05-139 

and further, the Board approved the balance of the County Consent Agenda items as 
follows: 

County Comptroller 

1. Approval of the minutes of the January 5, 2016 and January 26, 2016, meetings of 
the Board of County Commissioners. (Clerk"s Office) 

March 15, 2016 page 1 of 40 
17 
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2. Approval of the check register authorizing the most recently disbursed County 
funds, having been certified that same had not been drawn on overexpended 
accounts. Periods are as follows: 

- February 26,2016, to March 3, 2016; total of $49,569,293.74 
- March 4, 2016, to March 10,2016; total of $28,493,334.84. 

(Fi na nce/ Accounting) 

3. Disposition of Tangible Personal Property (Property Accounting) 

Approval is requested of the following: 
a. Trade-in assets toward the purchase of new equipment 

County Attorney 

1. Approval to make payment in the amount of $2,354,716.04 in the case of Orange 
County vs. Buchman, et al (Trial Case No. 2008-CA-26977 and Appellate Case 
NO.5D14-3544). 

County Administrator 

1. Approval of the Membership and Mission Review Board's recommendations for 
advisory board appointments and reappointments: (Agenda Development Office) 

A. Agricultural Advisory Board: Consideration of the reappointment of Larry B. 
Bean in the citrus industry representative category with a term expiring 
December 31, 2017 and Alexander H. Smith in the at large representative 
category with a term expiring December 31, 2016; the appointment of Caitlyn 
Glatting to succeed Joseph Chambers in the at large representative category 
with a term expiring December 31, 2016; and the appointment of Zachary 
Marimon to succeed David Dymond in the at large representative category 
with a term expiring December 31,2017. Note: This would be a fourth term for 
Larry B. Bean and will require a supermajority vote of the Board of County 
Commissioners. 

B. Animal Services Advisory Board: Consideration of the appointment of Paul L. 
Wean to succeed Elizabeth Bertrand in the attorney representative category 
with a term expiring December 31, 2016 and Lisa A. Franchina to succeed 
Sue N. Carpenter in the at large representative category with a term expiring 
December 31, 2017. 

C. Animal Services Classification Committee: Consideration of the 
reappointment of Deputy Sheriff Gustavo Marinoni in the K-9 Handler 
representative category, Crockett Bohannon in the at large representative 
category, and Vanessa Bouffard in the alternate representative category with 
terms expiring December 31,2017. 
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D. Community Development Advisory Board: Consideration of the reappointment 
of Mary M. Hurley in the District 5 representative category with a term expiring 
June 30,2017. 

E. Environmental Protection Commission: Consideration of the reappointment of 
Sally Atwell in the Regulated Business or Municipal Representative category 
with a term expiring December 31,2017. 

F. Nuisance Abatement Board: Consideration of the reappointment of Donald L. 
Pittman, Steven Alexander, and Rosalind B. Johnson in the at large 
representative category with terms expiring January 1, 2018 and the 
appointment of Lindsay D. Kiley to succeed Jason G. Toll in the at large 
representative category with a term expiring January 1, 2018. 

2. Receipt and filing of the minutes received by the Agenda Development Office of 
various advisory board meetings for the official county record. (Agenda 
Development Office) 

3. Approval to spend $401,341.28 from the Law Enforcement Impact Fee fund to 
purchase equipment. (Office of Management and Budget) 

4. Approval to pay the third quarter billing for the Orange County Property Appraiser 
in the amount of $2,932,035.61. (Office of Management and Budget) 

5. Approval of budget transfer #16C-110. (Office of Management and Budget) 

6. Approval of Ratification of payment of Intergovernmental claims of January 28, 
2016 and February 11,2016 totaling $519,473.06. (Risk Management Division) 

Administrative Services Department 

1. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-157-MA, Recycling and Waste Disposal 
Services, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, Disposall, Inc., for an 
estimated contract amount of $2,134,872.90 for a 3-year contract. Further, authorized 
the Procurement Division to renew the contract for two additional 1-year terms. 
([Administrative Services Department Facilities Management Division] Procurement 
Division) 

2. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-179-JS, Limerock Road Base, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Dixie Lime and Stone Company, in the estimated 
contract award amount of $350,000. Further, authorized the Procurement Division to 
renew the contract for two additional 1-year terms. ([Utilities Department Solid Waste 
Division] Procurement Division) 
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3. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-180-JS, Tree Trimming and Related 
Services for Parks and Recreation Division, to the low responsive and responsible 
bidder, Blades of Green, Inc., in the estimated annual contract amount of $224,300. 
Further, authorized the Procurement Division to exercise two 1-year renewals. 
([Community, Environmental and Development Services Department Parks and 
Recreation Division] Procurement Division) 

4. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-199-JS, Liquid Carbon Dioxide, to the 
single responsive and responsible bidder, Air Liquide Industrial U.S. LP, in the 
estimated annual contract award amount of $757,000 for a 1-year term contract. 
Further, authorized the Procurement Division to renew the contract for two additional 
1-year terms. ([Utilities Department Water Division] Procurement Division) 

5. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-714-CH, Wildwood Area Road Network 
Pond C Underdrain and Slurry Trench Improvements Project, to the low responsive 
and responsible bidder, Cathcart Construction Company - Florida, in the estimated 
contract award amount of $359,143. ([Public Works Department Engineering 
Division] Procurement Division) 

6. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-716-CC, Orange County Courthouse 
Generator Fuel Delivery System Retrofit & Master Controller Upgrade, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Eau Gallie Electric, Inc., in the total contract 
award amount of $390,452. ([Administrative Services Department Capital Projects 
Division] Procurement Division) 

7. Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-733-CC, Regional Computing Center Roof 
Replacement, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, RF. Lusa & Sons 
Sheetmetal, Inc. in the total contract award amount of $294,490. ([Administrative 
Services Department Capital Projects Division] Procurement Division) 

8. Approval to purchase the renewals of all lines of coverage (as outlined below) for the 
County's Commercial Insurance Program under Contract Y15-192-ZM, Insurance 
Broker and Consultant Services, for premiums not-to-exceed $4,900,300. ([Office of 
Accountability Risk Management Division] Procurement Division) 
Commercial Property Program $ 4,000,000 
Includes Stand-alone Terrorism, Boiler & Machinery 
and Vehicle and Mobile Equipment Policies 
Excess Public Entity Liability $ 510,000 
Cyber Liability & Extortion $ 100,000 
Commercial Crime & Public Officials Bonds $ 15,000 
Tenant User'slVendor Liability Programs $ 34,500 

Neighborhood Services Grants- Liability 
Corporate Counsel 
Corrections AD&D and Med Pay Policies 
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Broker's Fee $ 205,000 
9. Approval of Purchase Order M77480 - Purchase of Siemens Signal Controller 

Assemblies and Clary UPS Assemblies, with Temple, Inc., for the total amount of 
$809,094. ([Public Works Department Traffic Engineering Division] Procurement 
Division) 

10. Approval of Purchase Order M77 482 - Purchase of Adaptive Signal System 
(lnSync), with Rhythm Engineering, LLC, for the total amount of $1,489,100. ([Public 
Works Department Traffic Engineering Division] Procurement Division) 

11. Approval of Purchase Order M77643 - Purchase of Siemens PLC's (Programmable 
Logic Controllers), Memory Cards and Power Supply Units with AWC, Inc, in the 
amount of $215,798.93. ([Utilities Department Field Services Division] Procurement 
Division) 

12. Approval of Contract Y16-1026-TA, Inmate Management System (IMS) Maintenance 
and SLipport for the period of April '1,2016 through March 31, 202'1 with DSI-ITI, L.LC, 
in the amount of $2,010,670. ([Office of Accountability Information Systems and 
Services Division] Procurement Division) 

13. Approval to award contracts under Request for Proposals Y16-132-ZM, Civil 
Engineering, Planning, Vertical Construction Management and Real Estate 
Acquisition Staff Augmentation for Roadway Design and Right-of-Way Acquisition 
Engineering (Lot A) to Hill International, Inc. in the amount of $3,965,936 and Visium 
Resources, Inc. in the amount of $2,541,760; Traffic Control Engineering (Lot B) to 
Hill International, Inc. in the amount of $812,344; Roadway Construction Inspection 
(Lot C) to Moten Tate, Inc. in the amount of $787,446.40; Transportation Planning 
(Lot D) to Moten Tate, Inc. in the amount of $517,504; Real Estate Management (Lot 
E) to Hill International, Inc. in the amount of $4,013,776 and Visium Resources, Inc. 
in the amount of $3,174,080 and Vertical Construction Management - Project 
Management (Lot F) to Hill International, Inc. in the amount of $1,735,427.20, 
Further, authorized the Procurement Division to execute a 5-year contract with two 
additional one year periods. ([Public Works Department Engineering Division] 
Procurement Division) 
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14. Approval and execution of Lease Agreement between Orange County and Harbor 
House of Central Florida, Inc. and delegation of authority to the Real Estate 
Management Division to exercise renewal option, if necessary, for office space for 
Harbor House @ OC Courthouse, Lease File #5090, 425 N. Orange Avenue, 4th 
Floor, Orlando, Florida. District 5. (Real Estate Management Division) 

15. Approval and execution of Second Amendment to Standard Shopping Center 
Lease between Equity One, Inc. and Orange County for Clinic Space at Alafaya 
Commons #2037, 11881 East Colonial Drive, Space No. 4A, Orlando, Florida. 
District 5. (Real Estate Management Division) 

16. Approval and execution of Notice to Tax Collector of Application for Tax Deed, 
authorization for Comptroller to pay all fees and costs and perform all actions 
necessary and incidental to Tax Deed Sales for Tax Certificates Held by Orange 
County (properties valued over $5,000 for Tax Year 2009). Districts 1, 2, 4, 5 and 
6. (Real Estate Management Division) 

17. Approval and execution of Notice to Tax Collector of Application for Tax Deed, 
authorization for Comptroller to pay all fees and costs and perform all actions 
necessary and incidental to Tax Deed Sales for Tax Certificates Held by Orange 
County (properties valued over $5,000 for Tax Year 2010). Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 
and 6. (Real Estate Management Division) 

18. Approval and execution of Access and Drainage Easement Agreement between 
Orange County and The School Board of Orange County and authorization to 
record instrument for Avalon Middle School Access (Patrick Dean Park). District 4. 
(Real Estate Management Division) 

19. Approval and execution of Sidewalk Easement Agreement between Louis L. Huntley 
Enterprises, Inc. and Orange County, approval of Subordination of Encumbrances 
to Property Rights to Orange County from Firstatlantic Bank and authorization to 
record instruments for Thermo King Bachman (Permit # B14902480). District 4. 
(Real Estate Management Division) 

20. Approval of Warranty Deed and Non-Exclusive Drainage Easement from Core 
Real Estate Limited LLC to Orange County and authorization to perform all actions 
necessary and incidental to closing for Core Academy PD/UNP/LUP. District 1. 
(Real Estate Management Division) 

21. Approval of General Warranty Deed from Asbury Theological Seminary, 
Incorporated to Orange County and authorization to perform all actions necessary 
and incidental to closing for Valencia College Lane (RAC) (Asbury Theological 
Seminary). District 3. (Real Estate Management Division) 
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22. Approval of Utility Easement between TPG Smoothie, Inc., Sunnyspring 
Enterprises, LLC and Orange County and authorization to record instrument for 
Pep Boys - Site Work Only OCU Permit: B 14901655 OCU File #: 77766. District 4. 
(Real Estate Management Division) 

Community, Environmental and Development Services Department 

1. Approval and execution of the Orange County, Florida, Resolutions Establishing 
Special Assessment Liens for Lot Cleaning Services and approval to record 
Special Assessment Liens on property cleaned by Orange County, pursuant to 
Orange County Code, Chapter 28, Nuisances, Article II, Lot Cleaning. All Districts. 
(Code Enforcement Division) 

LC 15-1493 LC15-1458 LC 15-1272 LC 15-1352 LC 15-1487 
LC 15-1544 LC 15-1561 LC 15-1523 LC 15-1387 LC 15-1510 
LC 15-1675 LC 15-1609 LC 15-1582 LC 15-1412 . LC15-1511 
LC 15-1160 LC 15-1624 LC 15-1608 LC 15-1419 LC 15-1557 
LC15-1177 LC 15-1666 LC 16-0178 LC 15-1433 LC 15-1586 
LC15-1179 LC 15-1667 LC 16-0180 LC15-1475 LC 15-1633 
LC 15-1209 LC15-1677 LC 16-0229 LC 15-1476 LC 15-1649 
LC 15-1251 LC 15-1679 LC 15-1573 LC 15-1480 LC 15-1662 

2. Approval and execution of DEP Agreement No. S0484 Amendment No.4 between 
the State of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and Orange 
County, Florida for the Petroleum Restoration Program to expand Orange County's 
area of responsibility under the program to include Lake County. Program to be 
fully funded by FDEP. All Districts. (Environmental Protection Division) 

3. Approval and execution of Multi-Family Affordable Housing Developer's Agreement 
for Impact Fee Subsidy by and between Orange County, Florida and Brixton 
Landing, Ltd., in the amount of $75,000. District 2. (Housing and Community 
Development Division) 

4. Approval and execution of Right of Way Conveyance and Adequate Public 
Facilities Agreement Reams Road Property PD by and between Mattamy Orlando 
LLC and Orange County for the conveyance of 1.75 acres of APF Land providing 
$39,375 in Transportation Impact Fee Credits and for the satisfaction of an APF 
Deficit fee in the amount of $79,879.82. District 1. (Roadway Agreement 
Committee) 

(This item was deferred.) 
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5. Approval and execution of Second Amendment to Town Center East Road 
Network Agreement Hamlin Groves Trail; Porter Road by and among SLF IV/Boyd 
Horizon West JV, LLC, Orange County, Florida, and Orlando Health Central, Inc. 
to adjust the performance thresholds needed for vested trips to be allocated and 
the timing of award of transportation impact fee credits. District 1. (Roadway 
Agreement Committee) 

Family Services Department 

1. Approval and execution of License Agreement between Orange County, Florida 
and City of Winter Garden regarding the use of Orange County's Community 
Centers for the Maxey Community Center. (Community Action Division) 

2. Receipt and filing of Head Start Policy Council Program Information and Updates 
February 2016 and Head Start Policy Council Meeting Minutes January 21,2016 
for the official county record. (Head Start Division) 

3. Approval of the February 2016 Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors 
Program Grants for Aloma Kids Academy ($1,200) and Pine Hills Preschool and 
Child care Center ($1,866). Districts 5 and 6. (Neighborhood Preservation and 
Revitalization Division) 

Health Services Department 

1. Approval and execution of the Paratransit Services License for Reliable Non
Emergency Medical Transportation to provide wheelchair/stretcher service. The 
term of this license is from March 31, 2016 through March 31, 2018. There is no 
cost to the County. (EMS Office of the Medical Director) 

Public Works Department 

1. Approval and execution of Resolution 2016-M-10 of the Orange County Board of 
County Commissioners regarding the Adoption of the Orange County Title VI 
Nondiscrimination Policy and Plan for compliance with the Title VI Requirements of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and 
Other Nondiscrimination Authorities and approval of Title VI Nondiscrimination 
Policy and Plan. All Districts. (Transportation Planning Division) 

2. Authorization to record the plat of Curry Ford Market Square. District 3. 
(Development Engineering Division) 

3. Approval and execution of Acknowledgement of Joint Maintenance and Use 
Agreement (Curry Ford Market Square-Lot 1) by and between Wal-Mart Stores 
East, LP and Orange County, Florida. District 3. (Development Engineering 
Division) 
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• INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 

County Comptroller 

1. Receipt of the following items to file for the record: (Clerk"s Office) 

a. City of Apopka Annexation Ordinances and Vicinity Maps as follows: 
- Ordinance No. 2459 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 

extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044 the hereinafter described lands situated and being in Orange 
County, Florida, owned by JTD Land At Rogers Rd., LLC, located at 2303 
Rogers Road; providing for directions to the City Clerk, severability, 
conflicts, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2460 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 
extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044\lIe hereinafter described lands situated and beirlg ill Orange 
County, Florida, owned by Huy Tran and Hai Anh Nguyen, located at 904 
Schopke Lester Road; providing for directions to the City Clerk, severability, 
conflicts, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2461 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 
extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044 the hereinafter described lands situated and being in Orange 
County, Florida, owned by Property Industrial Enterprises, LLC, located at 
300 West 2nd Street; providing for directions to the City Clerk, severability, 
conflicts, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2462 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 
extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044 the hereinafter described lands situated and being in Orange 
County, Florida, owned by Debra Evans Cargil, located at 202 South 
Hawthorne Avenue; providing for directions to the City Clerk, severability, 
conflicts, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2463 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 
extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044 the hereinafter described lands situated and being in Orange 
County, Florida, owned by Apopka Clear Lake Investments, LLC, located 
south of Peterson Road and West of Binion Road; providing for directions to 
the City Clerk, severability, conflicts, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2465 entitled: An Ordinance of the City of Apopka, Florida to 
extend its territorial and municipal limits to annex pursuant to Florida Statute 
171.044 the hereinafter described lands situated and being in Orange 
County, Florida, owned by Jerry Kirkland and Lannette Kirkland, LLC, 
located 3707 Rock Springs Road; providing for directions to the City Clerk, 
severability, conflicts, and an effective date. 

b. Minutes of the November 23, 2015, East Park Community Development 
District meeting. 
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c. City of Orlando Ordinances with Exhibit A (Legal Descriptions), Exhibit B 
(Annexation Maps), and Exhibits C & D (Future Land Use Maps and Zoning 
Maps), Fiscal Impact Statements and Orlando Sentinel Notices of Proposed 
Enactment as follows: 
- Ordinance No. 2016-12 entitled: An Ordinance of the City Council of the City 

of Orlando, Florida, annexing to the corporate limits of the City certain land 
generally located north of E. Harding St., east of S. Fern Creek Ave., south 
of E. Kaley St., and west of Kasper Ct., and comprised of 0.15 acres of land, 
more or less; amending the City's adopted Growth Management Plan to 
designate the property as residential low intensity on the City's Official 
Future Land Use Maps; designating the property as the R-2A 1-2 family 
district along with the traditional city overlay district on the City's Official 
Zoning Maps; providing for amendment of the City"s Official Future Land 
Use and Zoning Maps; providing for severability, correction of scrivener's 
errors, and an effective date. 

- Ordinance No. 2016-3 entitled: An Ordinance of the City Council of the City 
of Orlando, Florida, annexing to the corporate limits of the City ceTtain Idnd 
generally located north of E. Michigan St., east of Dickson Ave., south of E. 
Jersey Ave., and west of Ives Ave., addressed as 1730 E. Jersey Ave., and 
comprised of 0.324 acres of land, more or less; amending the City's 
adopted Growth Management Plan to designate the property as residential 
low intensity, in part, and mixed use corridor medium intensity, in part, on 
the City's Official Future Land Use Maps; designating the property as the 
MU-1 Medium Intensity mixed use corridor district along with the traditional 
city overlay district, in part, and the R-2A 1-2 family district along with the 
traditional city overlay district, in part, on the City's Official Zoning Maps; 
providing for amendment of the City's Official Future Land Use and Zoning 
Maps; providing for severability, correction of scrivener"s errors, and an 
effective date. 

d. City of Orlando Voluntary Annexation Request - Starwood Property -
ANX2015-00013, ANX2015-000119, ANX2015-00020. Notice of Proposed 
Enactment. On February 29, 2016, the Orlando City Council will consider 
proposed Ordinance #2016-26, entitled An Ordinance of the City Council of 
the City of Orlando, Florida, annexing to the corporate limits of the City certain 
land generally located north Wewahootee Rd., east of State Road 417, south 
of State Road 528, and west of International Corporate Park Blvd., and 
comprised of 2,559 acres of land, more or . less; providing findings, 
amendment of the City's boundary description, and for amendment of the 
City's Official Maps; providing for severability, correction of scrivener's errors, 
and an effective date. A public hearing on this Ordinance will be held during 
Council's regular meeting beginning at 2:00 p.m., in Council Chambers, 2nd 
floor, Orlando City Hall, 400 S. Orange Ave., Orlando, Florida. 

e. Florida Public Service Commission Consummating Order. In re: Petition to 
approve revision to Tariff Sheets Nos. 6.2811, 6.282, and 6.284 rate schedule 
LS-1 - Lighting Service, by Duke Energy Florida, LLC. 
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*With respect to informational items, Board action is neither required nor necessary, and 
Board approval (or disapproval) is not to be implied . 

• COUNTY DISCUSSION AGENDA 

County Administrator 

1. Approval and execution of Orange County, Florida Amended and Restated Water 
and Wastewater Utility Revenue Bond Resolution and approval and execution of 
Resolution of the Orange County Board of County Commissioners regarding 
authorization for Water and Wastewater Utility Revenue Bonds, Series 2016. 
(Fiscal and Business Development Division) 

County Staff presented to the Board an outline regarding two Resolutions pertaining to 
Water and Wastewater Utility Revenue Bonds. The presentation included 2016 Bond 
Proceeds and Projects, and 2016 Resolutions. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Clarke 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board approved and executed Resolution 2016-B-02 of Orange County, 
Florida Amended and Restated Water and Wastewater Utility Revenue Bond. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Edwards/Thompson 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board approved and executed Resolution 2016-B-03 of the Orange County 
Board of County Commissioners regarding authorization for Water and Wastewater 
Utility Revenue Bonds, Series 2016. 

Administrative Services Department 

1. Selection of one firm and two alternates; Request for Proposals Y16-806-CC, Design 
Services for a Fire Station Prototype, from the following firms listed alphabetically. 
Further, arecommend the Board authorize execution of the final contract by the 
Procurement Division provided that it does not exceed the budget of $300,000 

- Architects Design Group/ADG, Inc. 
- Bentley Architects + Engineers, Inc. 
- C.T. HSU + Associates, PA 

([Administrative Services Department Capital Projects Division] Procurement 
Division) 
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Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/C[arke 
AYE (voice vote): A[[ members 
Action: The Board selected one firm, Architects Design Group/ADG, [nc., and two 
rankeda[ternates, #1 C.T. HSU + Associates, P.A., and #2 Bent[ey Architects + Engineers, 
[nc., Design Services for a Fire Station Prototype; and further, authorized execution of the 
final contract by the Procurement Division provided that it does not exceed the budget of 
$300,000, Request for Proposals Y16-806-CC. 

2. Selection of one firm to provide Centralized Community Resource/Case 
Management Software App[ication, Request for Proposals Y15-143-ZM, from the 
following firms listed alphabetically: 

- Cocentrix, Inc. 
- Social Solutions 
- Spirit, Inc. 

Request authority for the Procurement Division to negotiate and execute a 5-year 
contract within the budget of $398,925. ([Hea[th Services Department] Procurement 
Division) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Edwards/C[arke 
AYE (voice vote): A[[ members 
Action: The Board selected one firm, Spirit, [nc., to provide Centralized Community 
Resource/Case Management Software App[ication; and further, authorized the 
Procurement Division to negotiate and execute a 5-year contract within a budget of 
$398,925, Request for Proposals Y15-143-ZM. 

Community, Environmenta[ and Deve[opment Services Department 

1. Public Speaker Automation System. All Districts. (P[anning Division) 

County staff provided the Board with a presentation regarding a proposed Public 
Speaker Automation System. The presentation included a project timeline and 
imp[ernentation components. 

Board discussion ensued. 

Action: None 
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• WORK SESSION AGENDA 

Community, Environmental and Development Services Department 

1. Sustainable Land Development Code Update. All Districts. (Planning Division) 

County staff presented to the Board an update regarding the Sustainable Land 
Development Code. The focus of the update was on creating a graphical, calibrated, 
and sustainable code that will produce more predictable development patterns than can 
be achieved through the County's current regulatory mechanisms. 

• RELINQUISHED CHAIR 
County Mayor Jacobs relinquished the Chair to Vice-Mayor Nelson 

Action: None 

• MEETING RECESSED, 10:13 a.m. 

• MEETING RECONVENED, 2:05 p.m. 

Members Present: County Mayor Teresa Jacobs; Commissioners S. Scott Boyd, 
Bryan Nelson, Pete Clarke, Jennifer Thompson, Ted Edwards, 
Victoria P. Siplin 

Others Present: County Administrator Ajit Lalchandani, County Attorney Jeffrey J. 
Newton, Deputy County Attorney Joel Prinsell, Deputy Clerk Katie 
Smith, Documents Coordinator Lakela Christian 

• RECOMMENDATIONS 

February 18, 2016 Planning and Zoning Commission Recommendations 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Thompson/Clarke 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board accepted the recommendations of the Orange County Planning and 
Zoning Commission under the date of February 18, 2016, with the exception of and 
authorizing a public hearing be scheduled for Case # RZ-16-02-005, Tony A. Ray; 
subject to the usual right of appeal by any aggrieved party. 

• PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Municipal Service Benefit Unit 

1. Ashlin Park Phases 1 and 2, amend for streetlighting and for retention pond(s); 
District 4 
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Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

John Reny, Ashton Woods Homes - Florida Developer. 
Amend by resolution a Municipal Service Benefit Unit for streetlighting 
and retention pond(s) maintenance to include Ashlin Park Phase 2 
subdivision at Ashlin Park Phases 1 and 2 
District 1; ParcellD (multiple parcels); Section 25, Township 23, Range 
27; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Thompson 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending a Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
streetlighting and maintenance of retention pond(s) at Ashlin Park Phases 1 and 2, 
annual cost of $54.00 per lot for streetlighting for operational expenses and 
administrative fees and $77.00 per unit, per lot for maintenance of retention pond(s). 

2. Avalon Town Center, Avalon Town Center Phases 2A and 2B, amend for retention 
pond(s) maintenance; District 4 

Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

John Suglio, Anchor Development Group, LLC Developer. 
Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
retention pond(s) maintenance to include Avalon Town Center Phase 
2B subdivision at Avalon Town Center, Avalon Town Center Phases 
2A and 2B 
District 4; ParcellD (multiple parcels); Section 06, Township 23, Range 
32; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Thompson/Edwards 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending an eXisting Municipal Service Benefit 
Unit for the maintenance of retention pond(s) at Avalon Town Center, Avalon Town 
Center Phases 2A and 2B, annual cost of $77.00 per lot, per year for maintenance of 
retention pond( s). 

3. Avalon Park Area Master Roads, amend for streetlighting; District 4 

Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

John Suglio, Anchor Development Group, LLC Developer. 
Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
streetlighting to include Avalon Town Center - Phase 2B subdivision at 
Avalon Park Area Master Roads 
District 4; Multiple parcels and Sections, Townships, and Ranges; 
Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 
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Motion/Second: Commissioners Thompson/Edwards 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending an existing Municipal Service Benefit 
Unit for streetlighting at Avalon Park Area Master Roads, annual cost of $25.00 per lot 
for streetiighting for operational expenses and administrative fees. 

4. Countrywalk Units 4 and 5, Phases 1, 2, 3, 3 Replat and 4, amend for streetlighting 
and the retention pond(s) maintenance; District 4 

Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

Craig C. Harris, Manager JTD Land Company, LLC Developer. 
Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
retention pond(s) maintenance and streetiighting to include 
Countrywalk Units 4 and 5 Phase 3 Replat and Countrywalk Units 4 
and 5 Phase 4 subdivisions at Countrywalk Units 4 and 5, Phases 1, 2, 
3, 3 Replat and 4 
District 4; ParcellD (multiple parcels); Section 32, Township 22, Range 
31; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Thompson/Edwards 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending a Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
streetiighting and maintenance of retention pond(s) at Countrywalk Units 4 and 5, 
Phases 1, 2, 3, 3 Replat and 4, annual cost of $70.00 per lot, per year for streetlighting 
for operational expenses and administrative fees and $77.00 per lot for maintenance of 
retention pond(s). 

5. Estates at Wekiva and Estates at Wekiva Phase 2, amend for streetlighting and for 
retention pond(s) maintenance; District 2 

Applicant: Daniel A. Kaiser, Land Development Director, K Hovnanian Homes 
Developer 

Consideration: Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
streetlighting and retention pond(s) maintenance to include Estates at 
Wekiva Phase 2 subdivision at Estates at Wekiva and Estates at 
Wekiva Phase 2 

Location: District 2; Parcel ID (multiple parcels); Section 36, Township 20, Range 
28; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Nelson/Boyd 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending an existing Municipal Service Benefit 
Unit for streetlighting and maintenance of retention pond(s) at Estates at Wekiva and 
Estates at Wekiva Phase 2, annual cost of $184.00 per lot, per year for streetlighting for 
operational expenses and administrative fees and $77 .00 per lot for maintenance of 
retention pond( s). 
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6. Isleworth Fourth, Fifth and Seventh Amendments, amend for retention pond(s) 
maintenance; District 1 

Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

Jefferson R. Voss, Isleworth Land Company, Developer 
Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
retention pond(s) maintenance to include Isleworth Fifth Amendment 
and Isleworth Seventh Amendment subdivisions at Isleworth Fourth, 
Fifth and Seventh Amendments 
District 1; Parcel 10 (multiple parcels); Section 16, Township 23, Range 
28; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Thompson 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board adopted a resolution amending an existing Municipal Service Benefit 
Unit for the maintenance of retention pond(s) at Isleworth Fourth, Fifth and Seventh 
A,nendments, annual cost or $77.00 per lot, per year for maintenance of reientiCJIl 
pond( s). 

7. Lake Preserve Phase 1 and Lake Preserve Phase 2, amend for streetiighting; 
District 4 

Applicant: 
Consideration: 

Location: 

Brian Kittle, Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc., Developer 
Amend by resolution an existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit for 
streetlighting to include Lake Preserve - Phase 2 at Lake Preserve 
Phase 1 and Lake Preserve Phase 2 
District 4; Parcel 10 (multiple parcels); Section 33, Township 24, Range 
30; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

(This public hearing was cancelled.) 

Preliminary Subdivision Plan 

8. Dennis Seliga, Boyd Horizon West, LLC, Hamlin PO / UNP / CCM - 7 Preliminary 
Subdivision Plan, Case # PSP-15-04-101; District 1 

Applicant: Dennis Seliga, Boyd Horizon West, LLC, Hamlin PO / UNP / CCM - 7 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan - Case # PSP-15-04-101 

Consideration: Hamlin PO / UNP I CCM - 7 Preliminary Subdivision Plan, Case # 
PSP-15-04-1 01, submitted in accordance with Section 34-69 Orange 
County Code (Subdivision Regulations); and Orange County Code, 
Chapter 30, Article III, Section 30-89 and Orange County Code, 
Chapter 38, Article VIII, Division 1, Section 38-1207; This Preliminary 
Subdivision Plan (PSP) is a request to subdivide and construct 115 
single family residential dwelling units on 37.26 gross acres in two (2) 
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Location: 

phases; The following waivers from Chapter 38 of the Orange County 
Code are also requested: 
1. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1384(F)(2) is 

granted to eliminate the required pedestrian path or walkway from 
the primary entrance to the sidewalk, in lieu of all lots with alleys or 
lots sixty feet (60') in width or less requiring a pedestrian path or 
walkway from the primary entrance to the sidewalk. 

2. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1384(G)(B) is 
granted to allow for double wide garage entries on front-loaded lots 
that are less than sixty-five feet (65') in width, but greater than fifty 
feet (50') in width, specifically on lots 4, 8, 25, 33, 37, 42, 61, 67, 
72,82,86,92,99,104, 111; in lieu of the requirement that prohibits 
double-wide garage entries on all front-loaded lots less than sixty
five feet (65') in width. 

3. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1384(G)(3) is 
granted to allow side-Ioaded/ courtyard entry garages to be placed 
in front of the primary structure on lots equal to or greater than fifty 
feet (50') in width (subject to applicable design standards), 
specifically on lots 2,13,14,29,30,50,51,58,59,63,64,79,80, 
94, 95, 112, 113; in lieu of only lots greater than sixty-five feet (65') 
in width to allow side-loaded / courtyard entry garages to be placed 
in front of the primary structure. 

4. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1390.54(A)(4) is 
granted to eliminate the requirement for three (3) steps to elevate 
the finished floor of residential buildings above the adjacent 
sidewalk grade, where side-loaded/courtyard entry garages are 
proposed, in lieu of the requirement that residential building finished 
floor elevations shall be elevated a minimum of three (3) steps 
above the adjacent sidewalk grade 

District 1; property generally located South of POlier Road f West of 
Hamlin Groves Trail; Orange County, Florida (legal property 
description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Clarke 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board continued the public hearing until April 5, 2016, at 2 p.m. 

9. Rick Merkel, Highland Engineering, LLC, Boggy Creek Crossings PO - Boggy 
Creek Crossings PSP, Case # PSP-15-01-031; District 4 

Applicant: Rick Merkel, Highland Engineering, Inc., Boggy Creek Crossings PO -
Boggy Creek Crossings PSP, Case # PSP-15-01-031 

Consideration: Boggy Creek Crossings PO - Boggy Creek Crossings PSP, Case # 
PSP-15-01-031, submitted in accordance with Sections 34-69 and 30-
89, Orange County Code; this request is to subdivide 16.78 acres into 

March 15, 2016 page 17 of 40 
33 



34

Location: 

four (4) lots for a maximum of 170,000 square feet of C-1 (retail 
commercial) uses. 
District 4; property generally located West of Boggy Creek Road / 
North of Simpson Road; Orange County, Florida (legal property 
description on file in Planning Division) 

The following person addressed the Board: Rick Merkel. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Thompson/Edwards 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board made a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan; and 
further, approved Rick Merkel, Highland Engineering, Inc., Boggy Creek Crossings PD -
Boggy Creek Crossings PSP, Case # PSP-15-01-031 on the described property, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Boggy Creek Crossings PD Land Use Plan; 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) approvals; Boggy Creek 
Crossings Preliminary Subdivision Plan dated "Received January 11, 2016," and to 
the conditions of approval listed below. Development based upon this approval 
shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and 
regulations, which are incorporated herein by reference, except to the extent any 
applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or 
modified by these conditions, or by action approved by the BCC, or by action of the 
BCC. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a condition of approval of 
this preliminary subdivision plan and the preliminary subdivision plan dated 
"Received January 11, 2016," the condition of approval shall control to the extent 
of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
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Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. Pole signs and billboards shall be prohibited. Ground and fascia signs shall comply 
with Chapter 31.5 of the Orange County Code. 

5. Outside sales, storage, and display shall be prohibited. 

6. The stormwater management system shall be designed to retain the 1 OO-year I 24-
hour storm event onsite, unless documentation with supporting calculations is 
submitted which demonstrates that a positive outfall is available. If the applicant 
can show the existence of a positive outfall for the subject basin, then in lieu of 
designing for the 1 OO-year I 24-hour storm event, the developer shall comply with 
all applicable state and local stormwater requirements and regulations. An 
emergency high water relief outfall shall be provided to assure overflow does not 
cause flooding of surrounding areas. 

7. Prior to the issuance of any vertical building permits, the property shall be platted. 

8. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a capacity encumbrance letter prior to construction plan submittal and 
must apply for and obtain a capacity reservation certificate prior to approval of the 
plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to approve this land use 
plan I preliminary subdivision plan, shall be construed as a guarantee that the 
applicant will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a capacity 
encumbrance letter or a capacity reservation certificate. 

9. Prior to mass grading, ciearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

10. All acreages identified as conservation areas and wetland buffers are considered 
approximate until finalized by a Conservation Area Determination (CAD) and a 
Conservation Area Impact (CAl) Permit. Approval of this plan does not authorize 
any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

11. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X, "Wetland Conservation 
Areas", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area or buffer 
encroachments shall be permitted. Approval of this plan does not authorize any 
direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 
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12. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearing, earth work or mass 
grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate other approved 
Best Management Practices, on all disturbed areas if development does not begin 
within 7 days. Final stabilization shall achieve a minimum of seventy percent 
(70%) coverage of the disturbed land area and shall include a maintenance 
program to ensure minimum coverage survival and overall site stabilization until 
site development. Prior to clearing or grubbing, or approval of mass grading or 
constructions plans a letter of credit or cash escrow acceptable to the County shall 
be submitted to guarantee the required site stabilization and maintenance of all 
disturbed areas. The County Engineer shall establish the amount of the letter of 
credit or cash escrow. 

13. Prior to commencement of any earth work or construction, the developer shall 
provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) form for stormwater discharge from construction 
ilctivities to the Orange County Environmental Protection Division, NPDES 
Administrator. The original NOI form shall be sent to the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection by the developer. 

14. A Master Utility Plan (MUP) shall be submitted to Orange County Utilities at least 
thirty (30) days prior to submittal of the first set of construction plans. The MUP 
must be approved prior to Construction Plan approval. 

15. A mandatory pre-application / sufficiency review meeting for the plat shall be 
required prior to plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction plans. 
The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction, all items identified in the 
pre-application / sufficiency review meeting prior to formal submittal of the plat to 
the County. 

16. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review as part of Construction Plan 
initial submittal. 

Preliminary Subdivision Plan/Development Plan 

10. Dennis Seliga, Boyd Horizon West, LLC, Hamlin PO / UNP / Lakewalk at Hamlin 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan / Development Plan, Case # PSP-15-08-222: 
District 1 

Applicant: Dennis Seliga, Boyd Horizon West, LLC, Hamlin PO J UNP J Lakewalk 
at Hamlin Preliminary Subdivision Plan J Development Plan, Case # 
PSP-15-08-222 

Consideration: Hamlin PO J UNP J Lakewalk at Hamlin Preliminary Subdivision Plan J 

Development Plan, Case # PSP-15-08-222, submitted in accordance 
with Section 34-69 Orange County Code (Subdivision Regulations): 
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Location: 

and Orange County Code, Chapter 30, Article III, Section 30-89 and 
Orange County Code, Chapter 38, Article VIII, Division 1, Section 38-
1207; This Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) is a request to 
subdivide and construct 316 multi-family residential dwelling units on 
21.96 gross acres in one (1) phase; The following waiver from Chapter 
38 of the Orange County Code is also requested: 
1. A waiver from Orange County Section 38-1890.51 Table 4-1 and 

Section 38-1390.55 (C)(10) is granted to allow a minimum setback 
of zero (0) feet for the locations identified on the PSP-DP, in lieu of 
ten (10) feet. 

District 1; property generally located South of New Independence 
Parkway I East of Hamlin Groves Trail; Orange County, Florida (legal 
property description on file) 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Siplin 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
,A,etian: The Board continued the public hearing until April 5, 2016, at 2 p.m. 

Rezoning 

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE CONSIDERED TOGETHER. 

11. Kathy Hattaway-Bengochea, HCI Planning & Land Development Consultants, 
Reams Road Property Planned Development / Land Use Plan PD/LUP, Case # 
LUP-15-05-139; District 1 

Applicant: Kathy Hattaway-Bengochea, HCI Planning & Land Development 
Consultants, Reams Road Property Planned Development / Land Use 
Plan (PD/LUP) Case # LUP-15-05-139 

Consideration: Request to rezone four (4) parcels containing 100.20 gross acres from 
A-1 (Citrus Rural District), A-2 (Farmland Rural District), and R-CE-2 
(Rural Residential District) to PO (Planned Development District), in 
order to construct 161 single family residential dwelling units, including 
47 single family detached homes and 114 attached townhomes; 
pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 30. 

Location: District 1; property generally located Southwest side of Reams Road, 
approximately 600 feet northwest of Jayme Drive; Orange County, 
Florida (legal property description on file) 

and 

• COUNTY CONSENT AGENDA (CONTINUED) 

Community, Environmental and Development Services Department (Deferred) 
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4. Approval and execution of Right of Way Conveyance and Adequate Public 
Facilities Agreement Reams Road Property PO by and between Mattamy Orlando 
LLC and Orange County for the conveyance of 1.75 acres of APF Land providing 
$39,375 in Transportation Impact Fee Credits and for the satisfaction of an APF 
Deficit fee in the amount of $79,879.82. District 1. (Roadway Agreement 
Committee) 

The following persons addressed the Board: 

- Kathy Hattaway 
- Kathryn Pease 
- Don Kendzior 
- John Miklos 
- Marc Stehli 

The following material was presented to the Board prior to the close of the public 
hearing: Exhibit '1, from Don Kendzior 

Board discussion ensued. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Edwards 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board made a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive; and further, 
approved the request by Kathy Hattaway-Bengochea, HCI Planning & Land 
Development Consultants, Reams Road Property Planned Development / Land Use 
Plan (PD/LUP) Case # LUP-15-05-139 to rezone four (4) parcels containing 100.20 
gross acres from A-1 (Citrus Rural District), A-2 (Farmland Rural District), and R-CE-2 
(Rural Residential District) to PO (Planned Development District), in order to construct 
161 single family residential dwelling units, including 47 single family detached homes 
and 114 attached townhomes; on the described property; subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Reams Road Property Planned Development / 
L.and Use Plan (PD/LUP) dated "Received July 8, 2015," and shall comply with all 
applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and regulations, except to 
the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are 
expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. Accordingly, the PO may 
be developed in accordance with the uses, densities, and intensities described in 
such Land Use Plan, subject to those uses, denSities, and intensities conforming 
with the restrictions and requirements found in the conditions of approval and 
complying with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and 
regulations, except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or 
regulations are expmssly waived or modified by any of these conditions. If the 
development is unable to achieve or obtain desired uses, densities, or intensities, 
the County is not under any obligation to grant any waivers or modifications to 
enable the developer to achieve or obtain those desired uses, densities, or 
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intensities. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a condition of 
approval and the land use plan dated "Received July 8, 2015," the condition of 
approval shall control to the extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. A level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title opinion shall 
be submitted to the County for review, as part of the Preliminary Subdivision Plan 
(PSP) and lor Development Plan (DP) submittal. 

5. All acreages identified as conservation areas and wetland buffers are considered 
approximate until finalized by a Conservation Area Determination (CAD) and a 
Conservation Area Impact (CAl) Permit. Approval of this plan does not authorize 
any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

6. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

7. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a Capacity Encumbrance letter (CEl) prior to construction plan 
submittal and must apply for and obtain a Capacity Reservation Certificate (CRC) 
prior to approval of the plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to 
approve this land use plan, shall be construed as a guarantee that the applicant 
will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a CEl or a CRC. 
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8. This project is subject to, and shall comply with, the terms of a Right-of-Way 
Conveyance and Adequate Public Facilities (APF) Agreement addressing the 
conveyance of right-of-way needed for Reams Road improvements and 
satisfaction of APF requirements. 

9. The following Education Condition of Approval shall apply: 

a. Developer shall comply with all provisions of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement approved by the Orange County School Board on May 12, 2015. 

b. Upon the County's receipt of written notice from Orange County Public 
Schools that the developer is in default or breach of the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, the County shall immediately cease issuing 
building permits for any residential units in excess of the 5 residential units 
allowed under the zoning existing prior to the approval of the PO zoning. The 

'County may again begin issuing building permits upon Orange County Public 
Schools' written notice to the County that the developer is no longer in breach 
or default of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. The developer and its 
successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, 
shall indemnify and hold the County harmless from any third party claims, 
suits, or actions arising as a result of the act of ceasing the County's issuance 
of residential building permits. 

c. Developer, and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, agrees that it shall not claim in any future litigation 
that the County's enforcement of any of these conditions are illegal, improper, 
unconstitutional, or a violation of developer's rights. 

d. Orange County shall be held harmless by the developer and its successor(s) 
and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, in any dispute 
between the developer and Orange County Public Schools over any 
interpretation or provision of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

e. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

10. At least thirty (30) days prior to construction plan submittal, the applicant shall 
submit a Master Utility Plan (MUP) for the PO, including hydraulically dependent 
parcels outside the PO boundaries; such MUP shall include supporting calculations 
showing that the PO-level MUP is consistent with the approved MUP for the 
Village, or shall include an update to the Village MUP to incorporate any revisions. 
The MUP(s) must be approved prior to construction plan approval. 
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11. The developer shall be responsible for building master utilities transmission and 
collection infrastructure adequate to serve the PD and to accommodate the 
ultimate flows for the entire Village (SAP). 

12. The Developer shall obtain water, wastewater and reclaimed water service from 
Orange County Utilities. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Nelson 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board approved and executed the Right of Way Conveyance and Adequate 
Public Facilities Agreement Reams Road Property PD by and between Mattamy 
Orlando LLC and Orange County for the conveyance of 1.75 acres of APF Land 
providing $39,375 in Transportation Impact Fee Credits and for the satisfaction of an 
APF Deficit fee in the amount of $79,879.82. 

Substantial Change 

12. Thomas Sullivan, Gray-Robinson, Vineland Pointe Planned Development / Land 
Use Plan (PD / LUP), Case # CDR-15-05-145, amend plan; District 1 (Continued 
from December 15, 2015 and February 9, 2016) 

Applicant: Thomas Sullivan, Gray-Robinson, Vineland Pointe Planned 
Development / Land Use Plan (PD / LUP), Case # CDR-15-05-145 

Consideration: Substantial change request to amend the Vineland Pointe PD by 
increasing PO Phase I development entitlements from 440 residential 
units to 680 residential units and 50,000 square feet of commercial, 
and by adding "Tourist Commercial" as a permitted use within PD 
Phase I; pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 30, Article III, 
Section 30-89 and Orange County Code, Chapter 38, Article VIII, 
Division 1, Section 38-1207 

Location: District 1; property generally located East of Darryl Carter Parkway, 
approximately 2,000 feet north of S. International Drive; Orange 
County, Florida (legal property description on file) 

Based upon input frorn the District Cornmissioner, County staff proposed the following 
modification to Condition of Approval #7: 

Developer to meet terms of the Vineland Point Road Impact Fee Agreement aM 
WflStr{J€t Vineland-wkiBAif\§ (OR Book 07703 / Page 1210). 

Based upon input frorn the District Commissioner and agreed upon by the applicant, 
County staff proposed new Condition of Approval #12: 

Any Development Plan for Commercial or residential in excess of 440 units in Phase 1 
shall require a community meeting and a public hearing by the Board of County 
Commissioners. 
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Due to the new condition, existing Condition of Approval #12 was renumbered to 
Condition of Approval #13. 

The following persons addressed the Board: 

- Tom Sullivan 
- Jeff Deacon 
- Jerry Aldrich 

The following material was presented to the Board prior to the close of the public 
hearing: Exhibit 1, from Jeff Deacon 

Board discussion ensued. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Clarke 
AYE (voice vole): Ali members 
Action: The Board made a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan; and 
further, approved the substantial change request by Thomas Sullivan, Gray-Robinson, 
Vineland Pointe Planned Development / Land Use Plan (PD / LUP), Case # CDR-15-
05-145, to amend the Vineland Pointe PD by increasing PD Phase I development 
entitlements from 440 residential units to 680 residential units and 50,000 square feet of 
commercial, and by adding "Tourist Commercial" as a permitted use within PD Phase I; 
which constitutes a substantial change to the development on the described property; 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Vineland Pointe Planned Development / Land 
Use Plan (PD/LUP) dated "Received August 6, 2015" and shall comply with all 
applicable federal, state and county laws, ordinances and regulations, except to 
the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances or regulations are expressly 
waived or modified by any of these conditions. Accordingly, the PD may be 
developed in accordance with the uses, densities and intensities described in such 
Land Use Plan, subject to those uses, densities and intensities conforming with the 
restrictions and requirements found in the conditions of approval and complying 
with all applicable federal, state and county laws, ordinance and regulations, 
except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances or regulations are 
expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. If the development is 
unable to achieve or obtain desired uses, densities or intensities, the County is not 
under any obligation to grant any waivers or modifications to enable the developer 
to achieve or obtain those desired uses, densities or intensities. In the event of a 
conflict or inconsistency between a condition of approval of this zoning and the 
land use plan dated "Received August 6, 2015" the condition of approval shall 
control to the extent of such conflict Ot' inconsistency. 
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2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the . County for issuance of the permit if the applicant faiis to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of any 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) and/or Development Plan (DP) submittal. 

5. All acreages identified as conservation areas and wetland buffers are considered 
approximate until finalized by a Conservation Area Determination (CAD) and a 
Conservation Area Impact (CAl) Permit. Approval of this plan does not authorize 
any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

6. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

7. Developer to meet terms of the Vineland Point Road Impact Fee Agreement (OR 
Book 07703, Page 1210). 

8. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a capacity encumbrance letter prior to construction plan submittal and 
must apply for and obtain a capacity reservation certificate prior to approval of the 
plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to approve this land use 
plan / preliminary subdivision plan, shall be construed as a guarantee that the 
applicant will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a capacity 
encumbrance letter or a capacity reservation certificate. 
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9. The following Education Condition of Approval shall apply: 

a. Developer shall comply with all provisions of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement entered into with the Orange County School Board and effective 
on November 20,2015. 

b. Upon the County's receipt of written notice from Orange County Public 
Schools that the developer is in default or breach of the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, the County shall immediately cease issuing 
building permits for any residential units in excess of the 440 residential units 
allowed under the zoning existing prior to the approval of the PO zoning. The 
County may again begin issuing building permits upon Orange County Public 
Schools' written notice to the County that the developer is no longer in breach 
or default of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. The developer and its 
successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, 
"llall indemnify and hold the County harmless from any third party claims, 
suits, or actions arising as a result of the act of ceasing the County's issuance 
of residential building permits. 

c. Developer, and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, agrees that it shall not claim in any future litigation 
that the County's enforcement of any of these conditions are illegal, improper, 
unconstitutional, or a violation of developer's rights. 

d. Orange County shall be held harmless by the developer and its successor(s) 
and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, in any dispute 
between the developer and Orange County Public Schools over any 
interpretation or provision of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

e. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

10. A Master Utility Plan (MUP) shall be submitted to Orange County Utilities at least 
thirty (30) days prior to submittal of the first set of construction plans. The MUP 
must be approved prior to Construction Plan approval, and include main sizes 
supporting demands. 

11. Right-of-way for Lake Street shall be dedicated to Orange County as depicted on 
the Land Use Plan, prior to approval of the first PSP / DP. 

12. Any Development Plan for Commercial or residential in excess of 440 units in 
Phase 1 shall require a community meetinq and public hearing by the Board of 
County Commissioners. 
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13. Except as amended, modified, and / or superseded, the following BCC Conditions 
of Approval, dated August 20,2013 shall apply: 

a. Pole signs and new billboards shall be prohibited. EXisting billboard may 
remain, as stipulated in the Agreement dated August 14, 2000, and amended 
on June 18,2013, and August 20,2013. 

b. The following BCC Conditions of approval dated April 19,2005 shall apply: 

1) Outdoor storage and display shall be prohibited. 

2) Project shall conform to the Lake Willis Guidelines. 

3) No access to Lake Willis Drive or the East Road. 

13. Harry Brumley, HB Associates, LLC, Orangewood Center Planned Development 
(PD) Lacld Use Plan (LUP), Case 1+ CDH-1S-1 0-325, amend plan; District 1 

Applicant: Harry Brumley, HB Associates, LLC, Orangewood Center Planned 
Development / Land Use Plan (PD / LUP), Case# CDR-15-10-325 

Consideration: A substantial change to the Orangewood Center Planned Development 
/ Land Use Plan (PD/LUP) to accommodate two (2) proposed hotels 
with a combined total of 315 rooms, and 25,090 square feet of tourist 
commercial uses. More specifically, proposed changes would create a 
Phase 3 (comprised of proposed PD Parcels 1,2 and 3); allow Tourist 
Commercial Uses within PD Parcels 1-3; establish a maximum 
development intensity of 60 rooms per acre and a maximum building 
height of 200 feet for hotels within PD Parcels 2 and 3; add setbacks 
for the residential portion of the PD; add notes addressing transit, and 
required landscape, pedestrian and utility easements along Central 
Florida Parkway; add transportation concurrency vested rights 
information; and establish a phased trip generation table; pursuant to 
Orange County Code, Chapter 30, Article III, Section 30-89 and 
Orange County Code, Chapter 38, Article VIII, Division 1, Section 38-
1207 

Location: District 1; property generally located South side of Central Florida 
Parkway and east of International Drive; Orange County, Florida (legal 
property description on file) 

The following persons addressed the Board: Harry Brumley. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Clarke 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board made a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan; and 
further, approved the substantial change request by Harry Brumley, HB Associates, 
LLC, Orangewood Center Planned Development / Land Use Plan (PD / LUP), Case# 
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CDR-15-10-325, to accommodate two (2) proposed hotels with a combined total of 315 
rooms, and 25,090 square feet of tourist commercial uses. More specifically, proposed 
changes would create a Phase 3 (comprised of proposed PO Parcels 1,2 and 3); allow 
Tourist Commercial Uses within PO Parcels 1-3; establish a maximum development 
intensity of 60 rooms per acre and a maximum building height of 200 feet for hotels 
within PO Parcels 2 and 3; add setbacks for the residential portion of the PO; add notes 
addressing transit, and required landscape, pedestrian and utility easements along 
Central Florida Parkway; add transportation concurrency vested rights information; and 
establish a phased trip generation table; which constitutes a substantial change to the 
development on the described property; subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Orangewood Center Planned Development I 
Land Use Plan (PD/LUP) dated "Received January 11, 2016," and shall comply 
with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and regulations, 
except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are 
expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. Accordingly, the PO may 
be developed in accordance with ihe uses, densities, and intensities described in 
such Land Use Plan, subject to those uses, densities, and intensities conforming 
with the restrictions and requirements found in the conditions of approval and 
complying with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and 
regulations, except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or 
regulations are expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. If the 
development is unable to achieve or obtain desired uses, densities, or intensities, 
the County is not under any obligation to grant any waivers or modifications to 
enable the developer to achieve or obtain those desired uses, densities, or 
intensities. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a condition of 
approval and the land use plan dated "Received January 11, 2016," the condition 
of approval shall control to the extent of such conflict or inconSistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
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undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. The required 15-foot transit easement and a separate 20-foot landscape, 
pedestrian and utility easement for future roadway shall be shown on the plan and 
shall be conveyed concurrently at time of platting or dedicated to the County via 
separate instrument prior to Development Plan (DP) approval. 

5. The developer shall obtain water, wastewater and reclaimed water from Orange 
County Utilities. 

6. Construction plans within this PO shall be consistent with an approved and up-to
date Master Utility Plan (MUP). MUP updates shall be submitted to Orange County 
Utilities at least thirty (30) days prior to the corresponding construction plan 
submittal. The updated MUP must be approved prior to construction plan approval. 

7. Pole signs and billboards shall be prohibited. Ground and fascia signs shall comply 
with the Tourist Commercial standards of Chapter 31.5 of the Orange County 
Code. 

8. Outside sales, storage, and display shall be prohibited. 

9. All proposed vertical structures shall be located a minimum of 20 feet from the 
centerline of any Utilities transmission main with a diameter of 16-inches or more. 

10. All acreages identified as conservation areas and wetland buffers are considered 
approximate until finalized by a Conservation Area Determination (CAD) and a 
Conservation Area Impact (CAl) Permit. Approval of this plan does not authorize 
any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. The applicant is herein notified 
that this conservation area determination may result in a reduction and/or 
reconfiguration of some of the developable areas as shown on the Land Use Plan. 
Limits of any designated conservation area shall be flagged in a clear and obvious 
manner before and during the clearing process. The conservation area and 
required buffers shall be designated as separate tracts/easements as required by 
code, with development rights dedicated to Orange County at the time of platting. 

11. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X. "Wetland Conservation 
Area", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area or buffer 
encroachments, alterations or removal shall be permitted. Approval of this plan 
does not authorize any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

12. Except as amended, modified, and / or superseded, the following BCC Conditions 
of Approval, dated August 22, 1988, shall apply: 
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a. A six (6) foot high masonry wall shall be provided along the entire northern 
property boundary, east of the conservation area. 

b. Commercial uses shall be limited to those permitted in the Tourist 
Commercial uses. Portable signs, billboards and adult entertainment uses 
shall be prohibited. The project shall meet the Tourist Commercial 
performance standards. 

c. The Development Plan for the recreation area shall be submitted concurrently 
with the Development Plan for the multi-family tract. 

d. Building setbacks shall be as follows: 

North Property Line 
South Property Line 
Conservatioll Area 
International Drive ROW 
Orangewood Boulevard ROW 
Central Florida Parkway ROW 

Tourist Commercial 
25 FT 
25 FT 
50 FT 
50 FT 

50 FT 

Residential 
50 FT 
25 FT 
50 FT 

50 FT 

e. Prior to Development Plan submittal for the tourist/commercial tract, 
verification from Florida Power Corporation and Orlando Utilities Commission 
shall be provided to the County, specifying they have no objection to any 
proposed development within the easements. 

f. The developer will be responsible for all access improvements as determined 
by the County Engineer, including the intersection of International Drive and 
Central Florida Parkway. 

g. Prior to approval of any Development Plans for multi-family sites, a secondary 
access shall be provided to either north or south. 

h. Compensating storage shall be provided for all fill below the 100 year flood 
elevation of 81.0. 

i. Signage for the residential tract shall be consistent with Article XXII of the 
Zoning Resolution. Tourist Commercial sign standards shall apply to the 
commercial tract. 

j. Recreation facilities shall be provided consistent with Article XXIX of the 
Zoning Resolution. 

k. A 25 foot wide landscape buffer shall be provided along International Drive, 
Orangewood Boulevard, and Central Florida Parkway. 

March 15, 2016 page 32 of 40 
48 



49

14. Christopher J. Allen, Dewberry, Savona Planned Development (PO) Land Use 
Plan (LUP), Case # CDR-15-11-335, amend plan; District 1 

Applicant: Christopher J. Allen, Dewberry, Savona Planned Development I Land 
Use Plan (PO I LUP) I Case# CDR-15-11-335 

Consideration: Substantial change request for the following three (3) waivers from 
Orange County Code: 
1. A waiver from Section 38-1254(2)(d) to allow for a 50-foot setback 

from an Expressway (in conjunction with a 14-foot high waif), in 
lieu of a 75-foot setback from an Expressway. 

2. A waiver from Section 38-1408(f)(2) to allow for a wall with a 
maximum height of 14 feet, in lieu of a wall with a maximum 
height of 8 feet, in the rear yard of lots that abut the Florida 
Turnpike only; and 

3. A waiver frorn Orange County Code Section 38-1501 (the 
applicable R-1AA District Standards) to allow for a rninimum 5-
foot side yard building setback, in lieu of a minirnurn 7.5-foot sid",· 
yard building setback; pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 
30, Article III, Section 30-89 and Orange County Code, Chapter 
38, Article VIII, Division 1, Section 38-1207 

Location: District 1; property generally located East side of South Apopka 
Vineland Road, north of Courtleigh Drive, and south and west of the 
Florida Turnpike; Orange County, Florida (legal property description on 
file) 

The following person addressed the Board: Sarah Meyer (phonetic). 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Nelson 
A YE (voice vote): All mernbers 
Action: The Board rnade a finding of conSistency with the Comprehensive Plan; and 
further, approved the substantial change request by Christopher J. Allen, Dewberry, 
Savona Planned Development I Land Use Plan (PO I LUP) I Case# CDR-15-11-335, for 
the following three (3) waivers from Orange County Code: 
1. A waiver from Section 38-1254(2)(d) to allow for a 50-foot setback from an 

Expressway (in conjunction with a 14-foot high waif), in lieu of a 75-foot setback 
frorn an Expressway. 

2. A waiver from Section 38-1408(f)(2) to allow for a wall with a maximum height of 
14 feet, in lieu of a wall with a maximum height of 8 feet, in the rear yard of lots that 
abut the Florida Turnpike only; and 

3. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1501 (the applicable R-1 AA District 
Standards) to allow for a minimum 5-foot side yard building setback, in lieu of a 
minimum 7.5-foot side yard building setback 

which constitutes a substantial change to the development on the described property; 
subject to the following conditions: 
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1. Development shall conform to the Savona Planned Development I Land Use Plan 
(PD/LUP) dated "Received January 7, 2016," and shall comply with all applicable 
federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and regulations, except to the extent 
that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or 
modified by any of these conditions. Accordingly, the PO may be developed in 
accordance with the uses, densities, and intensities described in such Land Use 
Plan, subject to those uses, densities, and intensities conforming with the 
restrictions and requirements found in the conditions of approval and complying 
with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and regulations, 
except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are 
expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. If the development is 
unable to achieve or obtain desired uses, densities, or intensities, the County is not 
under any obligation to grant any waivers or modifications to enable the developer 
to achieve or obtain those desired uses, densities, or intensities. In the event of a 
conflict or inconsistency between a condition of approval and the land use plan 
dated "Received January 7, 2016," the condition of approval shall control to the 
extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. The following Education Condition of Approval shall apply: 

a. Developer shall comply with all provisions of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement entered into with the Orange County School Board as of March 
31,2014. 
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b. Upon the County's receipt of written notice from Orange County Public 
Schools that the developer is in default or breach of the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, the County shall immediately cease issuing 
building permits for any residential units in excess of the 48 residential units 
allowed under the zoning existing prior to the approval of the PO zoning. The 
County may again begin issuing building permits upon Orange County Public 
Schools' written notice to the County that the developer is no longer in breach 
or default of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. The developer and its 
successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, 
shall indemnify and hold the County harmless from any third party claims, 
suits, or actions arising as a result of the act of ceasing the County's issuance 
of residential building permits. 

c. Developer, and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, agrees that it shall not claim in any future litigation 
that the County's enforcement of any of these conditions are illegal, improper, 
ullconstitutional, or a violation of developer's rights. 

d. Orange County shall be held harmless by the developer and its successor(s) 
and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement, in any dispute 
between the developer and Or-ange County Public Schools over any 
interpretation or provision of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

e. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

5. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a Capacity Encumbrance letter (CEl) prior to construction plan 
submittal and must apply for and obtain a Capacity Reservation Certificate (CRC) 
prior to approval of the plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to 
approved this land use plan, shall be construed as a guarantee that the applicant 
will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a CEl or a CRC. 

6. Site development activity shall comply with State recommended Best Management 
Practices to protect soils during clearing, earthwork and construction. Fugitive dust 
emissions shall not be allowed from any activity including: vehicular movement, 
transportation of materials, construction, alteration, loading, unloading, storing or 
handling; without taking reasonable precautions to prevent such emissions. 
Reasonable precautions include application of water, dust suppressants, and other 
measures defined in Orange County Code Chapter 15 Environmental Control, 
Article III Air Quality Control, Division 2 Rules, Section 15-89.1 Air Pollution 
Prohibited. 

7. The following waivers from Orange County Code are granted: 
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a. A waiver from Section 38-1254(2)(d) to allow for a 50-foot setback from an 
Expressway (in conjunction with a 14-foot high wall), in lieu of a 75-foot 
setback from an Expressway; 

b. A waiver from Section 38-1408(f)(2) to allow for a wall with a maximum height 
of 14-feet, in lieu of a wall with a maximum height of 8-feet, in the rear yard of 
lots that abut the Florida Turnpike only; and 

c. A waiver from Orange County Code Section 38-1501 (the applicable R-1AA 
District Standards) to allow for a minimum 5-foot side yard building setback, in 
lieu of a minimum 7.5-foot side yard building setback. 

8. Except as amended, modified, and I or superseded, the following BCC Conditions 
of Approval, dated April 8, 2014, shall apply: 

a. The CC&Rs shall reflect the presence of a water and reclaimed water storage 
8nd pumping facility adjacent to the lots located on tile south side of this 
development. 

b. The developer shall obtain water, wastewater and reclaimed water service 
from Orange County Utilities. 

c. A Master Utility Plan (MUP) shall be submitted to Orange County Utilities prior 
to Construction Plan submittal. The MUP must be approved prior to 
Construction Plan approval. 

d. Approval of this PO shall void the Savona Cluster PSP. 

e. Tree removal/earthwork shall not occur unless and until Construction Plans 
for the first Preliminary Subdivision and / or Development Plan with a tree 
removal and mitigation plan have been approved by Orange County. 

f. In order to accommodate a unified development, provide a potential 
connection to the property to the north for a potential future connection, if 
deemed necessary. 

15. Abdul Alkadry, Harris Civil Engineers, LLC, Lake Olivia Reserve Preliminary 
Subdivision Plan (PSP), - Substantial Change - Case # CDR-15-09-256, amend plan; 
District 1 

Applicant: Abdul Alkadry, Harris Civil Engineers, LLC, Lake Olivia Reserve 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) - Substantial Change - Case # 
CDR-15-09-256 

Consideration: SUbstantial change request to increase the number of proposed lots 
from eight (8) to twelve (12) on a total of 26.07 acres; pursuant to 
Sections 34-69 and 30-89, Orange County Code. 
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Location: District 1; property generally located South of Gotha Road / West of 
Florida"s Turnpike; Orange County, Florida (legal property description 
on file in Planning Division) 

The following person addressed the Board: Abdul Alkadry. 

Board discussion ensued. 

Based upon input from the District Commissioner and agreed upon by the applicant, 
County staff proposed the following new Condition of Approval #16: 

Landscaping plan shall be submitted to and approved by the Development Review 
Committee prior to construction plan approval. 

Due to the new condition, existing Condition of Approval #16 was renumbered to 
Condition of Approval #17. 

Motion/Second: Commissioners Boyd/Nelson 
AYE (voice vote): All members 
Action: The Board made a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan; and 
further, approved the substantial change request by Abdul Alkadry, Harris Civil 
Engineers, LLC, Lake Olivia Reserve Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) - Substantial 
Change - Case # CDR-15-09-256, to increase the number of proposed lots from eight 
(8) to twelve (12) on a total of 26.07 acres; which constitutes a substantial change to the 
development on the described property; subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Lake Olivia Reserve Preliminary Subdivision 
Plan dated "Received January 19, 2016," and to the conditions of approval listed 
below. Development based upon this approval shall comply with all applicable 
federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and regulations, which are 
incorporated herein by reference, except to the extent any applicable county laws, 
ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or modified by these conditions, or 
by action approved by the BCC, or by action of the BCC. In the event of a conflict 
or inconsistency between a condition of approval of this preliminary subdivision 
plan and the preliminary subdivision plan dated "Received January 19, 2016," the 
condition of approval shall control to the extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners at the public hearing 
where this development was approved, where such promise or representation, 
whether oral or written, was relied upon by the Board in approving the 
development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by 
the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
othelwise influenced the Board to approve the development. For purposes of this 
condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have been made to 
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the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the 
Board at a public hearing where the development was considered or approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. This project shall be a gated community and shall comply with the minimum 
requirements of the Gated Community Ordinance, Orange County Code Sections 
34-280, 34-290, and 34-291, as they may be amended from time to time. 

5. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review as part of initial re-plat 
submittal. 

6. A mandatory pre-application / sufficiency review meeting for the plat shall be 
required prior to plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction plans. 
The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction, all items identified in the 
pre-application / sufficiency review meeting prior to formal submittal of the plat to 
the County. 

7. This property shall be re-platted. 

8. Approval of this plan does not constitute approval of a permit for the construction of 
a boat dock, boardwalk, observation pier, fishing pier, community pier or any other 
similar permanently fixed or floating structures. Any person desiring to construct 
any of these structures shall first apply for a permit, prior to installation. Application 
shall be made to the Orange County Environmental Protection Division as 
specified in Orange County Code Chapter 15 Environmental Control, Article IX 
Dock Construction. 

9. Prior to commencement of any earthwork or construction, the developer shall 
provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) form for stormwater discharge from construction 
activities to the Orange County Environmental Protection Division, NPDES 
Administrator. The original NOI form shall be sent to the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection by the developer. 
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10. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X, "Wetland Conservation 
Areas", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area or buffer 
encroachments shall be permitted. Approval of this plan does not authorize any 
direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

11. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearing, earth work, or mass 
grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate other approved 
Best Management Practices, on all disturbed areas if development does not begin 
within 7 days. Final stabilization shall achieve a minimum of seventy percent (70%) 
coverage of the disturbed land area and shall include a maintenance program to 
ensure minimum coverage survival and overall site stabilization until site 
development. Prior to clearing or grubbing, or approval of mass grading or 
constructions plans, a letter of credit or cash escrow acceptable to the County shall 
be submitted to guarantee the required site stabilization and maintenance of all 
disturbed areas. The County Engineer ;;l1all establish the amount of the letter of 
credit or cash escrow. 

12. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

13. The Developer shall obtain water from Orange County Utilities. 

14. Construction plans within this PSP shall be consistent with an approved and up-to
date Master Utility Plan (MUP). MUP updates shall be submitted to Orange 
County Utilities at least thirty (30) days prior to the corresponding construction plan 
submittal. The updated MUP must be approved prior to construction plan approval. 

15. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a capacity encumbrance letter prior to construction plan approval and 
must apply for and obtain a capacity reservation certificate prior to approval of the 
re-plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to approve this 
preliminary subdivision plan, shall be construed as a guarantee that the applicant 
will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a capacity encumbrance letter 
or a capacity reservation certificate. 

16. LandscaPlnq plan shall be submitted to, and approved by, the Development 
Review Committee prior to construction plan approval. 

17. Except as amended, modified, and / or superseded, the following BCC Conditions 
of Approval, dated June 5, 2001, shall apply: 
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a. Two six-inch (6") diameter breast height (DBH) live oak trees shall be 
required for each oak tree removed from the project's entrance . 

• ADJOURNMENT, 3:01 p.m. 

ATTEST: 

County Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

Date: __________ _ 

ATTEST SIGNATURE: 

Martha O. Haynie 
County Comptroller as Clerk 

Deputy Clerk 
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Attachment to "Request For Action" Number 

Asset 
Number 

748997 

903470 

945070 
946071 
970753 

987842 
987843 
989136 
989137 

104140020 
104140021 

()1 
-....J 

I 

Asset 
Description 

COPiER,CANON 

MAIL MACH!NE,PITNEY BOWES 

RESCUE AiRBAG KIT,PARATECH 
RESCUE AIRBAG KIT,PARATECH 
RESCUE A!RBAG KIT,MAXIFORCE 

LEKTRIEVER,KARDEX 
LEKTRIEVER,KARDEX 
LEKTRIEVER.KARDEX 
LEKTR!EVER.KARDEX 

15.000 GALLON UNLEADED FUEL TANK 
15.000 GALLON DIESEL FUEL TANK 

._.-

Last revision: 4/12/2016 4:57 PM 

Purchase Original 
Date Cost 

511/2013 38,168.95 

10/18/1994 1.912.00 

\2,596"87 2/15/2001 

2/15/2001 2,596,87 
7/26/2001 1,825,80 

8/1/1985 11.298.20 
8/1/1985 11,298.20 
9/1/1986 13,856.21 
9/1/1986 13,856.21 

9/30/2000 81,559,09 
9/30/2000 81,559.09 

! 

"--- L 

16-006 

! 
Depreciated Department/Office Disposition 

Value last using equipment Requested Justification 
" 

0.00 Communications Eod reaee Lease expires on April 30. 2016 and will not be renewed 

0.00 SOlid Waste Leased equipment was removed by vendor pnor to obtaining Board 
approval 

0.00 Fire & Rescue Scrap Assets Assets are damaged, won't hold pressure, and unsafe to use 
0.00 1 I 1 0.00 

0.00 Family Services 

I 
Assets have exceed their Ilfe expectancy. Due to age. parts are 

0.00 

1 
no longer available 

0.00 1 0.00 I 
32,720.40 Capital Projects on 1 Removal of existing fuel system is required to mitigate potential 
32,720.40 behalf of Roads & Drainage hazardous impacts at 3-Points Maintenance Facility 

~ located at 4737 S. Goldenrod Road 
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O~~E 
dtuNiY 
GOVERNMENT 
F L () I< , n :\ 

AGENDA DEVElf 
I. CONSENT AGENDA 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
1 

201 Soutll Hosalill(l Avellue 
Q·()7 -B:-1G-5iJ·2() • Fn):: 407 -Ra 

April 25, 2016 

TO: 

THRU 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners,..,.,,!\ 

Cheryl J. Gillespie, Supervisor ~' 

FROM: 

Agenda Development Office v1 
Pamela Mann-Jackson, Advisory Board Coordinator 
Agenda Development Office 

SUBJECT: Membership and Mission Review Board Recommendations 
CONSENT AGENDA ITEM MAY 10, 2016. 

1. At its April 15, 2016 meeting, the Membership and Mission Review 
Board approved recommending the following advisory board 
appointments and reappointments: 

A. Environmental Protection Commission: Appointment of Mark A. 
Ausley to succeed John Miklos in the conservation organization 
representative category with a term expiring December 31,2017. 

B. International Drive CRA Advisory Committee: Reappointment of 
Philip Caronia in the Mayor's representative category and the 
appointment of Melanie Becker to succeed Thomas D. Smith in the 
Universal Boulevard Property Owners Association, Inc. representative 
category with terms expiring January 1,2018. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of the Membership and Mission 
Review Board's recommendations for advisory 
board appointments and reappointments. 

Attachments 
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MISSION 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1-A 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

MMRB Liaison: Picton Warlow, (407) 467-1311 

Recommends revisions to regulations affecting the continuing protection of the environmental 
quality of the air, water, and land in Orange County. 

STATUS OF VACANCIES 

There are no vacancies on this seven-member board. The term of John Miklos has expired. 

THE MMRB RECOMMENDS: 

Consideration of the appointment of Mark A. Ausley to succeed John Miklos in the conservation 
organization representative category with a term expiring December 31, 2017. 

APPLICANT 

Mark A. Ausley 

OCCUPATION 

Bio-Tech Consulting, 
Inc./Project Manager 

SUMMARY QUALIFICATIONS: 

RACE ETHN SEX DISTRICT 

W NH M 2 

Mark A. Ausley: Mr. Ausley graduated from the University of Florida with a bachelor's of science 
degree. He is a licensed certified wildlife biologist by the Wildlife Society. Mr. Ausley has served 
as an environmental consultant for nearly 20 years in Central Florida. 
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CURRENT BOARD 

ORIGINAL TERM 
APPOINTMENT EXPIRES RACE ETHN SEX DIST 

Professional Engineer 
Glenn W. Dunkelberger 12/11/12 12/31/16 W NH M 3 

Agricultural Interest 
David R. Ward 4/10/12 12/31/17 W • M 5 

Conservation Organization 
John Miklos 4/6/10 12/31/15 W • M 3 

Regulated Business or Municil2al Rel2resentative 
Sally Atwell 6/18/13 12/31/17 A NH F 2 

Mark N. Corbett 12/15/15 12/31/16 W NH M 5 

Environmental Sl2ecialist 
Jonathan Huels 6/10/14 12/31/17 W NH M 5 

At Large Citizen Rel2resentative 
Alexis M. Preisser 1/15/13 12/31/16 W NH F 5 

'Unknown 
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MISSION 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1-B 

INTERNATIONAL DRIVE CRA ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MMRB Liaison: Picton Warlow, (407) 467-1311 

Advises the Board of County Commissioners on the implementation of the International Drive 
redevelopment plan and the identification and prioritization of projects. 

STATUS OF VACANCIES 

There are two vacancies on this seven member board due to the removal of Doug Gehret in 
the ETC of Central Florida representative category and Terry W. Prather in the International 
Drive Chamber of Commerce representative category for lack of attendance. The terms of 
Phillip Caronia and Thomas D. Smith have expired. 

THE MMRB RECOMMENDS: 

Consideration of the reappointment of Philip Caronia in the Mayor's representative category and 
the appointment of Melanie Becker to succeed Thomas D. Smith in the Universal Boulevard 
Property Owners Association, Inc. representative category with terms expiring January 1, 2018. 

APPLICANT 

Melanie Becker 

OCCUPATION 

SLRC Holdings/Universal Orlandol 
Director External Affairs 

SUMMARY OF QUALIFICATIONS; 

RACE ETHN GEN DIST 

* * F 5 

Melanie Becker: Ms. Becker graduated from the University of Central Florida with a bachelor's 
of arts degree. She is a member of the Central Florida Hotel and Lodging Association and 
BusinessForce. 
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CURRENT BOARD 

ORIGINAL TERM 
APPOINTMENT EXPIRES RACE ETHN GEN DIST 

Tangelo Park Civic Association 
Jeroline G. Adkinson 8/7/12 1/1/17 B * F 6 

I-Drive Master Transit District 
Susan Godorov 1/11/11 1/1117 W * F 5 

ETC of Central Florida 
Doug Gehret 8/7/12 1/1/17 W * M 1 
[REMOVED] 

I-Drive Chamber of Commerce 
Terry W. Prather 1213/13 111116 B * M 1 
[REMOVED] 

Universal Boulevard Prol2erty Owners Association 
Thomas D. Smith 8/5/14 1/1/16 W NH M 6 

Mayor's Rel2resentative 
Philip Caronia 5/5/15 1/1/16 W NH M 1 

At Large 
Elisabeth J. Mendes 1/13/15 1/1118 W NH F 1 

*Unknown 
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O~~E 
dfooiY 
GOVERNMENT 
J'LOHIDA 

AGENDA UEVELC 
;.M)1 SonLh HOnnli1Hl AW.'.llUC 
4D7-B3G-542G. Fax: 4·07-R;~ 

May 3,2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

2 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Cheryl J. Gillespie, Supervisor C5Jr' 
Agenda Development Office 

SUBJECT: Appointment to the Membership and Mission Review Board 
CONSENT AGENDA ITEM MAY 10, 2016 

The Membership and Mission Review Board (MMRB) is composed of nine 
members, one appointed from each of the county commission districts upon 
recommendation of the district commissioner, one appointed at large upon 
recommendation of the County Mayor, and two at large members nominated 
by the County Mayor or any County Commissioner and appointed by the full 
board. The district commissioner and County Mayor appointments must be 
confirmed by the Board of County Commissioners. 

Commissioner Nelson has requested Board confirmation of his appointment 
of Paul D. Seago to succeed Tara L. Barrett on the MMRB with term expiring 
December 31, 2016. A copy of Mr. Seago's advisory board application for 
appointment is available upon request. 

Please let me know if you require further information. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Confirmation of the appointment of Paul D. 
Seago to the Membership and Mission Review 
Board as the District 2 representative with a 
term expiring December 31, 2016. 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CONTACTS: 

April 25, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
And 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

3 

~oard of County <:ommissioners 

4~ . RAI2-!icA.rLD'- {)iJ./"/~ ..~' \J. Ricar'do Daye; Dir~ctor, Human Resources Division 

Consent Agenda - May 10, 2016 
Orange County Policy Revision 
405 Use of County Property and Infolmation 

Pati Giambarberee, Human Resources Division 
407-836-5828 

Samantha Maxwell, HUll1an Resources Division 
407-836-5829 

Interoffice Memorandum 

HUll1an Resources Division staff continuously reviews the Orange County Policy Manual to 
determine areas needing revi sion due to changes in laws and the dynamics of the organizati on. The 
most recent review has resulted in proposed changes to the following policy: 

405 - Use of County Property and Information 

Due to significant changes to electronic communications, this policy revision is necessary to ensure 
the continued security of the County's electronic communication systems and ensure compliance 
with FlOlida Statutes in regards to public records. 

Attached, for your review, is the revised policy with changes denoted by underlining and strike 
thmugh. Your offices will be contacted regarding a briefing on this agenda item. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approval of the revisions and additions to the cunent Orange County Policy 405 Use of County 
Property and Infonnation. 

c Ajit Lalchandani, COlmty Administrator 
Eric Gassman, Chief Accountability Officer 
George Ralls, Deputy County Administrator 
Randy Singh, Assistant County Administrator 
Chris Testerman, Assistant COlmty Administrator 
Jim Hanison, Assistant County Administrator 
I'ati Giambarberee, Human Resources Administrator 
Samantha Maxwell, Sr. J-hnnan Resomccs Analyst 
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POLlCY: 
Employees are provided with equipment, such as tools, computers, vehicles, materials and 
uniforms to enable safe and efficient performance of assigned duties. Appropriate inventory 
control measures are to be maintained by each division. Negligence, abuse, misuse, 
unauthorized personal use or the willful or negligent loss or destruction of County property will 
result in disciplinary action. Employees may be held financially responsible and required to 
reimburse the County for equipment damaged, destroyed, lost, or stolen due to neglect, abuse, 
misuse or personal use. 

Information that is obtained in the course of official duties shall not be released by an employee 
unless the employee is charged with this responsibility as part of his/her official duties. 
Employees may not either directly or indirectly, use their official positions with the County or 
information obtained in connection with their employment for private gain or personal benefit 
This applies to employee access to and/or use, on and off duty, to the County's network and 
data applications at the assigned work site, other County work sites or off site, including access 
to and/or use of the County's systems which may occur at home. 

Upon separation, employees are required to retum all County property. Failure to do so may will 
result in the withholding of the employee's final leave paycheck until all property is returned. 

405,1 l'ersllrmi CaRisiMaH, Visitors and E-Mail;, Use of Computer Network amI 
I!]ten1let~-, ~%j Use of Cell Phones ami other Mobile Devices 

The receiving and making of personal telephone calls and, e-mails, accessim:Us-the County's 
computer network and internet for personal use, and persenal·use-of a-utilizing cellular phone~ 
or other mobile devices for personal use, aflG-the-FeooiviR§-ef-perSGRal-visitefs-while on County 
time" is discouraged~ these activities aAG-shall be done sparingly so as not to causeAOt-be 
excessive-oF disruptionive to the workplace or interfere with work productivityenvirenmellt 

The receiving of personal visitors on County time is also discouraged. Additionally,-+!he County 
will not handle and distribute personal mail or packages of its employees. All employees shall 
advise correspondents, businesses, etc., that personal mail must be delivered to their 
designated personal mailing address and not their place of employment. 

Use of the County's computer oetwork and systems is a privilege. Employees may only access 
areas of the network that they are authorized to use, and are expected to comply with all 
provisions of Orange County Administrative Regulation 7.06, General, Electronic Mail and 
.Network Security Policy. Employees seeking to gain a higher level of privilege to the network 
than that for which they are currently auth_9fized must obtain permission from the County's Chief 
Information Officer (Cia) or designee. 

!=mployees shall keep their network IDs, passwords, County cell phones and other mobile 
devices secure, and qIElJ:'Elsponsible for any effects on the County network resulting from failiQg 
to do so".JJ)troducing or sharing unauthorizedL downloaded content is Rrohibited; engaging in 
actions that could or do circumvelJl disrupt or damaqe the network and its security is prohibited. 

EfIeclivc: 04IJ 112004 
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Allo!-·t13e ~abo\Ie;::CIS-we~~&-Bthef-~mistiSe--Bf--tRe.·GetI&£s--e.leGtffiRiG-Gempliter=--§Ystems .~ 
~!iGy-=aflE!-slolbieet-to disciWfl?flt:8clion, up-to-and lncludiflg terminaliGFr. 

The County utilizes software and programs in its electronic information systems that allow 
monitoring by authorized personnel and that create and store copies of any messages, files, or 
other information that is entered into, received by, sent, or viewed on the systems. There is no 
expectation of privacy with regard to any information or activity conducted, sent, performed, or 
viewed on or with County equipment or Intemet access. Accordingly, employees should assume 
that whatever they do, type, enter, send, receive and view on County electronic information 
systems is electronically stored and subject to inspection, monitoring, evaluation, and County 
use at any time. 

Usingj2ersonal devices to access, store or transmit County information and materials, including 
emails, is discouraged. If personal devices are used, employees must ensure security for those 
personal devices by utHizing security access codes for those devices. Employees shall advise 
management as soon as reasonably possible of the loss or theft of any of their personal devices 
that contain County information anq materials, including emails. 

€mpteyee.'Hlre-pr.eRiBiteG·ffGHHd~··eellular~pAOAeS-0fo\her--fer-aflY·pUrpese-iflG1tj(jjfjg.,--But-flot 
limited to, placing-calis, text me&£aging or iAstaf!t~+Aessaging, while-.effiliAg-a·CoUFfly--vefJiG!e 
unless a hands free·.Ge\fiee--is.-ifl-use. The use--ef~-€ellular pAone or other-fof-anY-j3urpose-.te 
€Gneuel Countybusiness--without a ·haMs--free--device--while driving. a County--vehiG!e-or--a 
Pef.wRal-vehiGle is prohibited. 

P.uBIiG·Safety-an4~otheHlepaftmeffis-re(JuifiAlrf3EliG-€ommuAicatioAs-rnay, due to .eperatiOAal 
necessity, create intemal-departmeAtal-moeifieations te this-policy 

Violation of any portion of this policy, or failing tQJ2ermit inspection of any device used to access 
the County computer network and/or electronic information systems (for the purpose of 
accessing records on that device that relate to County bUSiness), may result in disciplinary 
action up to and including termination of employment 

Efrective: 04/1l/2004 
Revised: 1011312009 66 
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Holland & Knig 
200 South Orange Avenue, SUite 2600 I 0i-12 
Hoiland & Knight LLP I www.hklaw.com 

Leighton D, Yates, Jr. 
Direct Dial: 407-244-1126 
Email: Leighton.Yates@hklaw.com 

VIA HAND DELIVERY AND EMAIL 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
AND 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

4 

April 21, 2016 

Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
Orange County Administration Center 
201 South Rosalind Avenue, 5th Floor 
Orlando, FL 32801 

Re: Action Requested: Approval and execution of a Resolution of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Orange County, florida approving for the purposes of Sections 
125.01 (l )(2) and 159.47(1 )(F) of the Florida Statutes, as amended, the issuance of 
Orange County Industrial Development Authority Refunding Revenue Bonds 
(Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. Project), Series 2016 in an aggregate 
principal amount not to exceed $14,000,000; and providing for an effective date 

Dear Mayor Jacobs: 

We serve as legal counsel to the Orange County Industrial Development Authority (the 
"Authori1,y") in connection with the proposed Orange County Industrial Development Authority 
Refunding Revenue Bonds (Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. Project), Series 2016 in the 
principal amount of not to exceed $14,000,000 (the "Refunding Bonds"). 

The Authority hereby respectfully requests that at its May 10,2016 meeting, the Orange 
County Board of County Commissioners (the "Board") approve under Sections 159.47(1)(f) and 
125.01 (I)(z), Florida Statutes, the issuance by the Authority of the Refunding Bonds. The 
Authority adopted Resolution No. 2016-01 relating to the Refunding Bonds (the "Authority Bond 
Resolution") at the regular meeting of the Authority held on April 19, 2016. While the Authority 
Bond Resolution authorizes Refunding Bonds in an amount not to exceed $14,000,000, it is 
estimated by Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc., a Florida nonprofjt corporation exempt from 
taxation under Section 50 I (c )(3) of the Internal Revenue Code (the "Borrower"), that only about 
$12,747,175.05 of Refunding Bonds actually will be issued. All of the Refunding Bonds initially 
will be privately placed with Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. and will be issued under documents that are 
typical for Wells Fargo's industrial development bond program. 
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Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
April 21, 2016 
Page 2 

There is no new project and no new money associated with the Refunding Bonds. Instead, 
the proceeds of the Refunding Bonds will be used to refund the not to exceed $14,000,000 Orange 
County Industrial Development Authority Industrial Development Revenue Bonds (Faith 
Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. Project), Series 2010 (the "Refunded Bonds") issued by the 
Authority on or about August 23, 2010 to finance costs incUlTed by the Borrower in connection 
with its acquisition, construction, renovation, improvement and/or equipping of Faith Christian 
Academy located at 9307 Curry Ford Road, Orlando, Florida (the "Faith Christian Academy 
Project"). The Board previously approved the Refunded Bonds in 2010 for purposes of both 
Section 1 47(£) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and the Statutory Requirements 
(as hereinafter defined) by its Resolution No. 2010-13-03 dated August 3, 2010 (the "2010 Board 
Approval"). The Faith Christian Academy Project financed with the proceeds of the Refunded 
Bonds was completed some years ago. 

As you know, the Refunding Bonds may be issued only if the Board has approved the 
Refunding Bonds as required by Sections 159.47(1)(£) and 125.0I(l)(z), Florida Statutes 
(collectively, the "Statutory Requirements"). For the Board's convenience, I have the following 
in this package: 

I. The proposed Board Resolution in the form similar to that used in the past by the 
Board for its approval of industrial development revenue bonds issued by the 
Authority (the "Board Resolution"). Section 2 of the proposed Board Resolution 
explicitly provides that the approval therein is limited solely to the approval of the 
Refunding Bonds as required by the Statutory Requirements. 

2. A copy of the Authority Bond Resolution with the form of Trust Indenture and the 
form of Loan Agreement attached, certified by the Authority's Secretary as adopted 
by the Authority on April 19, 2016. The Authority Bond Resolution with 
attachments is to be attached to the Board Resolution as Exhibit A; 

3. Draft minutes of the Authority's April 19,2016 meeting, without attachments; and 

4. The 20 I 0 Board Approval. 

Should the Board desire to consider the Board Resolution at its May 10,2016 meeting, the 
adoption of the Board Resolution need only be placed on the consent agenda for that meeting. 
Once the Board has adopted the Board Resolution, the Authority and the Borrower will have all 
of the legislative authority necessary to issue the Refunding Bonds and loan the proceeds thereof 
to the Borrower and to finalize various customary financing documents with the assistance of staff 
and advisors. 

In order to permit the sale of the Refunding Bonds, we will appreciate the Board's 
consideration of the enclosed Board Resolution at its May 10,2016 meeting. 
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Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
April 21,2016 

. Page 3 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda item and all 
supporting documentation is in the top drawer of the BCC file cabinet in the supply room adjacent 
to Commissioner Thompson's office. 

If there is a problem with scheduling this matter on May 10,2016 or if you or any of the 
other members of the Board or its staff should require any additional information, please get in 
touch with me at your earliest convenience. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution ofa Resolution of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Orange County, Florida approving for the purposes of Sections 125.01(1)(2) 
and 159.47(1 )(F) of the Florida Statutes, as amended, the issuance of Orange County Industrial 
Development Authority Refunding Revenue Bonds (Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. 
Project), Series 2016 in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $14,000,000; and providing 
for an effective date. 

Very truly yours, 

£~/JLVVL-
Leighton D. Yates, Jr. 

cc: (All with enclosures) 
Ms. Cheryl Gillespie, Agenda Development (3 copies) 
Mr. Ajit Lalchandani, Orange County Administrator 
Jeffrey Newton, Esq., Orange County Attorney 
Lila I. McHenry, Esq., Assistant County Attorney 
Ms. Peggy McGarrity, Chief Deputy Comptroller 
Mr. Fred Wintcrkamp, Manager, Fiscal and Business Services 
Ms. Ann Catris, Secretary, Orange County Industrial Devclopment Authority 
Brian Watson, Esq., Burr & Forman, Bond Counsel 

#40784702 v3 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2016 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
APPROVING FOR THE PURPOSES OF SECTIONS 
12S.01(1)(Z) AND lS9.47(1)(F) OF THE FLORIDA 
STATUTES, AS AMENDED, THE ISSUANCE OF ORANGE 
COUNTY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
REFUNDING REVENUE BONDS (FAITH ASSEMBLY OF 
GOD OF ORLANDO, INC. PROJECT), SERIES 2016, IN AN 
AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$14,000,000.00; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida (the 
"Board") declared a need for the Orange County Industrial Development Authority (the 
"Authority"), appointed its members, and empowered it to act under the provisions of Chapter 
159, Part III, Florida Statutes; and 

WHEREAS, on April 19, 2016, the Authority adopted the Authority Resolution, a copy 
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference, for the purpose of 
providing for the issuance of not to exceed $14,000,000.00 Orange County Industrial 
Development Authority Refunding Revenue Bonds (Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. 
Project), Series 2016 (the "Bonds") for the benefit of Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc., a 
not for profit corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida (the 
"Borrower") for the purpose of (i) paying all or any part of the cost of issuance of the Bonds 
(within applicable limits), and (ii) refinancing the project consisting of the acquisition, 
construction, renovation, improvement and/or equipping of an approximately 150,000 square 
foot educational facility for the Borrower's school, which is located at the Northwest corner of 
the intersection of State Road 417 and Curry Ford Road, Orlando, Orange County, Florida (the 
"Project"); and 

WHEREAS, the Board has been requested by the Authority to consider and approve the 
Authority's issuance of the Bonds under the provisions of Sections 125.0 I (I )(z) and 159.47(1 )(1), 
Florida Statutes, as amended; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of 
Orange County Florida as follows: 

SECTION 1. Issuance by the Authority of its Orange County Industrial Development 
Authority of its Refunding Revenue Bonds (Faith Assembly of God of Orlando, Inc. Project), 
Series 2016 in an aggregate principal amount of not to exceed $14,000,000,00 as contemplated 
by the Authority's Resolution shall be and hereby is approved. 

SECTION 2, This approval is solely for the purposes of Sections 125.01(1)(z) and 
159.47(1)(1) of the Florida Statutes. Thc issuance of the Bonds and the use of the proceeds 
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thereof to refinance the costs of the Project as contemplated by the Authority's Resolution shall 
be and hereby are approved. 

SECTION 3. The approval given herein shall not be construed as: (i) an endorsement of 
the creditworthiness of the Borrower or the financial viability of the Project, (ii) a 
recommendation to any prospective purchaser to purchase the Bonds, (iii) an evaluation of the 
likelihood of the repayment of the debt service on the Bonds, or (iv) approval of any necessary 
rezoning applications or approval or acquiescence to the alteration of existing zoning or land use 
nor approval for any other regulatory permits relating to the Project, and the Board shall not be 
construed by reason if its adoption of this Resolution to make any such endorsement, finding, or 
recommendation or to have waived any right of the Board or to have estopped the Board from 
asserting any rights or responsibilities it may have in such regard. Further, the approval by the 
Board of the issuance of the Bonds by the Authority shall not be construed to obligate the 
County to incur any liability, pecuniary or otherwise, in connection with either the issuance of 
the Bonds or the acquisition and construction of the Project, and the Authority shall so provide in 
financing documents setting forth the details of the Bonds. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.] 
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SECTION 4. Nothing contained in this approval shall be deemed to create any 
obligation or obligations of the County or the Board. 

SECTION 5. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

ADOPTED this _ day of May, 2016. 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

By: ________________________ _ 

Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Mayor 

[SEAL] 

ATTEST: 

Clerk 

2699888J 1'2 3 
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RISK MANAGEMENT DIVI 
JOliN PETRELLI, MANAGi 
109 E. Church Street, Suite 200, Orlan 
(407) 836-9640 • FAX (407) 836-963( 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

5 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

-AND- _ G~ 

FROM: 

Board of County Commissioners "ffir 
John Petrelli, CPCU, AIC, ARM '--Y . 

DATE: April 15, 2016 

SUBJECT: Ratification of Intergovc111mental Claims 

The Intergovernmental Risk Management Committee at its meeting on 
March 31, 2016 ratified payment of claims as follows for Fiscal Years 
1977/1978 through 2015/2016: 

WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
PROPERTY DAMAGE/LOSS 
GENERAL, & AUTO LIABILITY 
TOTAL 

$ 67,674.67 

$ 69,226.92 
$ 136,901.59 

The Intergovernmental Risk Management Committee at its meeting on 
April 14, 2016 ratified payment of claims as follows for Fiscal Years 
1977/1978 through 2015/2015: 

WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
PROPERTY DAMAGE/LOSS 
GENERAL, & AUTO LIABILITY 
TOTAL 

Action Requested: 

$ 254,798.61 

$ 440,988.04 
$ 695,786.65 

Approval of Ratification of payment of Intergovernmental claims of March 31, 
2016 and April 14, 2016 totaling $ 832,688.24. 
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O~lE 
C'uNtY 
GOVERNMENT 
FLOR1DIl 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

Interoffice Memorandl 1 

April 14, 2016 

TO 

CONTACT 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

Deodat Budhu, Manager, Roads and Drainage Division 
407 -836-7919 

Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-190-PD, Right-of-Way 
Mowing - Apopka Area, Section I 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-190-PD, Right-of-Way Mowing -
Apopka Area, Section I, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC, in the estimated annual contract award 
amount of $262,400. Further request authorization for the Procurement 
Division to exercise option years one and two. 

PROCUREMENT: 

To provide right-of-way mowing in the Apopka Area, Section I, located in 
District 2. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 1002 072 2906 3816. The Roads and 
Drainage Division anticipates that the entire contract amount will be ordered 
during the contract period. Funds will be cited on individual delivery orders. 

APPROVALS 

The Roads and Drainage Division and Business Development Division concur 
with this recommendation. 
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Y16-190-PD 
Page 2 of 2 

REMARKS 

Five bids from pre-qualified bidders were received and evaluated for responsiveness, 
responsibility and price. Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC is the lowest responsive 
responsible bidder. The bid is considered reasonable based on comparison to prices 
for the same services under the current County right-of-way contract for the same area. 
Therefore, award is recommended to Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC. P&L Lawn 
Maintenance, Inc. requested and was granted approval to withdraw their bid. 

Bid tabulation is as follows: 

TOTAL 
BASIC OPTION OPTION EST 
YEAR YEAR 1 YEAR 2 BID 

Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC $262,400 $336,800 $411,200 $1,010,400 
Begley's Cleaning Service, Inc. $268,825 $339,875 $408,525 $1,017,225 
dba Millennium Grounds and Waters 

Ameriscapes Landscape Management $353,875 $319,625 $357,375 $1,030,875 
Services, LLC 

Lawnwalker Services, Inc. $741,375 $824,875 $917,375 $2,483,625 
P&L Lawn Maintenance, Inc. Withdrew Bid 
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April 1,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

GOVERNMENT 

BllS]NESS ])EVELOPMENT mVISlON 

Pcrry Davis, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division r:J 
Kcsi Warren, Senior Contract Administrato~/ 
Business Developmcnt Division 

Business Developmcnt Division Bid Evaluation 

lnterofficc Memorandum 

!FE-Y16-190-PD, Right of Way Mowing Apopka Area Section I (Revised) 

The Business Development Division evaluated the <I bids submitted for this project and found that this 
contract may bc awarded to Groundtck of CcntralFlorida a Certified Minority/Womcn Business 
Enterprise bidder. The Orange County certified firm is the lowest bidder. Thus, the bid preference does 
not apply, per the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324. 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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77 YiS-i90-PD, Right of Way Mowing Apopka Area Section i (Revised) 

% % 
Difference Difference 

$ Over Low From Low $ Over 2nd From 2nd 
Rank Bidder Bid Amount Bid Bid (5%) Low Bid Low Bid 

Low Bid Groundtek of Central F[orida, Inc. (HM) $1,010,400 

Beg[ey's Cleaning Service, Inc. dba Millennium 
$1,017,225 

Grounds & Waters I 

2nd Low $6,825 0.68% 

Ameriscapes Landscape Management Services, 
$1,030,875 

3rd Low LLC $20,475 2.03% $13,650 1.34% 

4th Low Lawnwalker Services, Inc. $2,483,625 $1,473,225 145.81% $1,466,400 144.16% 

--.I 
--.I 
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1'L·OI<I))/\ 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

Interoffice Memonln 2 

April 14, 2016 

TO: 

,{j 
F"t~l 

CONTACT: 

SUBJECT 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

Deodat Budhu, Manager, Roads and Drainage Division 
407-836-7919 

Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-191-PD, Right-of-Way 
Mowing - Apopka Area, Section II 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-191-PD, Right-of-Way Mowing -
Apopka Area, Section II, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC, in the estimated annual contract award 
amount of $280,400. Further request authorization for the Procurement 
Division to exercise option years one and two. 

PROCUREMENT 

To provide right-of-way mowing in the Apopka Area, Section II, located in 
District 2. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 1002 072 2906 3816. The Roads and 
Drainage Division anticipates that the entire contract amount will be ordered 
during the contract period. Funds will be cited on individual delivery orders. 

APPROVALS: 

The Roads and Drainage Division and Business Development Division concur 
with this recommendation. 
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Y16-191-PD 
Page 2 of 2 

REMARKS: 

Five bids from pre-qualified bidders were received and evaluated for responsiveness, 
responsibility and price, Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC is the lowest responsive 
responsible bidder, The bid is considered reasonable based on comparison to prices 
for the same services under the current County right-of-way contract for the same area, 
Therefore, award is recommended to Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC, P&L Lawn 
Maintenance, Inc, requested and was granted approval to withdraw their bid, 

Bid tabulation is as follows: 

TOTAL 
BASIC OPTION OPTION EST 
YEAR YEAR 1 YEAR 2 BID 

Groundtek of Central Florida, LLC $280,400 $315,200 $350,000 $ 945,600 
Begley's Cleaning Service, Inc, $304,650 $339,875 $371,500 $1,016,025 
dba Millennium Grounds and Waters 

Ameriscapes Landscape Management $404,250 $319,625 $340,000 $1,063,875 
Services, LLC 

Lawnwalker Services, Inc, $606,050 $545,425 $531,000 $1,682,475 
P&L Lawn Maintenance, Inc, Withdrew Bid 
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April 1,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

BUSINESS DEVElLm'MENT DIVISION 

Perry Davis, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division 

Kesi Wan-en; Senior Contract Administrato~ 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

TInlteroffice Memonnudum 

IIIR-Y16-191-PD, Right of Way Mowing Apopka Area Section n (Revised) 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 4 bids submitted for this project and found that this 
contract may be awarded to GrOlmdtek of Central Florida a Certified Minority/Women Business 
Enterprise bidder. The Orange County certified firm is the lowest bidder. Thus, the bid preference does 
not apply, per the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324, 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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B~D COMPARISO!lI 

Y16-191-PD, Right of Wall Mowing Apopka Area Section II (Revised) 

% % 
Difference Difference 

$ Over Low From Low $ Over 2nd From 2nd 
Rank Bidder Bid Amount Bid Bid (5%) Low Bid Low Bid 

Low Bid 
Groundtek of Central Florida, Inc. (HM) $945,600 

Begley's Cleaning Service, Inc dba Millennium 
$1,016,025 

2nd Low 
Grounds & Waters 

$70,425 7,45% 

Ameriscapes Landscape Management Services, 
$1,063,875 

3rd Low LLC $118.275 12.51% $47,850 4.71% 

Lawnwalker Services, Inc. $1,682,475 
4th Low $736,875 77.93% $666,450 65.59% 

co 
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LOR I 

Interoffice Memorandun 

April 20, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
3 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

A 

F't9~, Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: John Schmidt, CPPB, Contract Management Administrator 
Orange County Convention Center 
407 -685-5822 

SUBJECT: Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-1 OOS-PD 
Rental of Rigging Equipment 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1008-PD, Rental of Rigging 
Equipment, to the sole responsive and responsible bidder, Christie Lites 
Orlando, LLC, for an estimated contract amount of $160,000 for a i-year term. 
Further request authorization for the Procurement Division to renew the contract 
for four additional i-year terms. 

PROCUREMENT: 

This contract will provide rigging equipment on an as-needed basis to support 
customer demands. This equipment will be used to supplement the existing 
inventory on in-house equipment maintained at the Convention Center. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 4430-035-0919-3610. 

APPROVALS 

The Convention Center and the Business Development Division concur with this 
recommendation. 

REMARKS 

One bid was received in response to the Invitation for Bids. The bid was 
evaluated for price, responsiveness and responsibility. The responsive, 
responsible bid form Christie Lites Orlando, LLC meets all of the requirements of 
the solicitation. Therefore, Christie Lites Orlando, LLC is recommended for 
award. The other major supplier for these items received the Invitation for Bids, 
but due to an oversight on their part, failed to submit a bid. 
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Page 2 
Award of Invitation for Bids, Y16-1008-PD 
Rental of Rigging Equipment 

The bid was determined to be fair and reasonable by staff when compared to 
prior contracts for like equipment. Christie Lites Orlando, LLC has a satisfactory 
record of performance with the county. 

The bid tabulation is as follows: 

Bid Tabulation 

1. Rental of Rigging Equipment 

Fixed Percentage Discount 
Off Price List Supplied 

55% Discount 

Cost PCI' 

Delivery/Piclmp 

2. Routine Delivery/Pickup 24' Truck $500 
3. Routine Delivery/Pickup 53' Truck $1,l 00 
4. Routine Delivery/Pickup Van $290 
5. Emergency Delivery/Pickup 24' Truck $750 
6. Emergency Delivery/Pickup 53' Truck $1,650 
7. Emergency Delivery/Pickup Van $435 
8. Shipping for all semi-trailer deliveries to be paid at cost 

83 



84

March 24, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

GOVERNMENT 

BUSINj;~SS DEVELOPMENT mVISKON 

Perry Davis, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division 

Kesi Warren, Senior Contract AdministratoW 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

lFB #Y16-1008-l'D, Rental of Rigging Equipment 

Intel'office Memorandum 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 1 bid submitted for this project ancl found that the 
bidder is ncit an Orange County Celtified Minority Women Business Enterprises. Hence, the bid 
preference program in accordance with the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324 can not be 
applied. 

c; SheenaA'er"",son, Manager, Business Development Division 

84 



85

~I~ 
;OVERNMENT 

LOHIDA 

Interoffice Memorandum 

April 15, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
4 

and the Board of County Commissioners 

" 
FRb~J Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: Jacqueline Torbert, Manager, Water Division 
407 -254-9850 

SUBJECT: Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-1013-JS, Hydrofluosilicic Acid 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1013-JS, Hydrofluosilicic Acid, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Harcros Chemicals, Inc, in the estimated contract 
award amount of $191,380 for a i-year term contract. Further request authorization for 
the Procurement Division to renew the contract for two additional i-year terms. 

PROCUREMENT 

Hydrofluosilicic acid (fluoride) is added to drinking water as a public health benefit to 
assist in the prevention of tooth decay. 

FUNDING: 

Funds are available in account number 4420 038 1324 4150. 

APPROVALS 

The Water Division and Business Development Division concul' with this 
recommendation. 

REMARKS: 

Two bids were received in response to Invitation for Bids Y16-1013-JS and were 
evaluated for responsiveness, responsibility and price. The low bid of Harcros 
Chemicals, Inc. is $.22 per gallon lower than the current contract price and is considered 
reasonable. 

Harcros Chemicals, Inc. is the current contractor and they have a satisfactory 
performance history with the county. Therefore, recommendation is made for award to 
Harcros Chemicals, Inc. 

The bid tabulation is attached. 
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BID TABULATION 
IFB Y16-1013-JS 

HYDROFLUOSILICIC ACID 

Ha~c~~s Chemicals, Inc _ .. ____ ____ Univ~r _U~~,_L~--.: 

Item # 

Hydrofluosilicic Acid, 
2 emergencY_~~Jive~ ______ 2,00o ______ Gall~~~ __ 

Total Estimated Bid 

Extended 
Price Unit Price 

... $5-'-382_____$2.92 
$191,380 

Extended 
Price 

$194,250 

-

_ .... _!"-'-8.4.0..._ 
$200,090 
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March 22, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT, 

PRon~CT: 

GOVERNMENT 

BUSINESS mWELOPMEN'f DIViSION 

Jim Schell, Senior Purchasing Agent· 
Procurement Division M ) 
Kesi Warren, Senior Contract AdministratOl~ 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

·IFB #Y16-1013-JS, Hydrofluosilicic Acid 

Interoffice Memorandum 

The Busiuess Development Division evaluated the 2 bids submitted for this project and found that n(Jne 
of the bidders are Orange County Certified Minority Women Business Enterprises. I-Ienee, the bid 
preference program in accordance with the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324 can not be 
applied. 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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Interoffice Memorandu 

April 8, 2016 

i, CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMiNiSTRATiVE SERViCES 

DEPARTMENT 
5 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

F~ Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: Jacqueline Torbert, Manager, Water Division 
407-254-9850 

SUBJECT: Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-1014-JS, Sodium Hypochlorite 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1014-JS, Sodium Hypochlorite, to the low 
responsive and responsible bidder, Allied Universal Corporation, in the estimated contract 
award amount of $1,120,000 for a i-year contract. Further request authorization for the 
Procurement Division to renew the contract for two additional i-year terms, 

PROCUREMENT: 

Sodium Hypochlorite is used to disinfect water supplied to Utilities customers and as a 
disinfection agent to meet the water quality standards for re-claimed water. 

FUNDING: 

Funds are available in account numbers 4420 038 13244151 and 4420 03813554151, 

APPROVALS 

The Water Division, Water Reclamation Division and Business Development Division 
concur with this recommendation, 

REMARKS: 

Two bids were received in response to Invitation for Bids Y16-1014-JS and were 
evaluated for responsiveness, responsibility and price, The low bidder, Allied Universal 
Corporation has a satisfactory record of performance with the county, Therefore, award 
is recommended to Allied Universal Corporation, 

The bid tabulation is attached, 
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BID TABULATION 
Y16-1014-JS 

SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE 
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March 16,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

GOVERNMENT 

ImSlNI~SS DEVELOPMENT DIVISION 

Jim Schell, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division 

Kesi Warren, Senior Contract Administrat~ 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

HIB #Y16-1014-JS, Sodium Hypochlorite 

Iuteroffice Memorandum 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 2 bids submitted for this project and found that none 
of the bidders are Orange County Celiified Minority Women Business Enterprises. Hence, the bid 
preference program in accordance with the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324 can not be 
applied. 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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Interoffice MenlOrandur 

April 12, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
6 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

F~i) Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: Deodat Budhu, Manager, Roads and Drainage Division 
407-836-7919 

SUBJECT: Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-1 033-TA, Supply and Delivery of Sod 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1033-TA, Supply and Delivery of Sod, to the 
low responsive and responsible bidder, Travis Resmondo Sod, Inc., in the estimated 
contract award amount of $436,000 for a i-year contract. Further request authorization 
for the Procurement Division to renew the contract for four additional i-year periods. 

PROCUREMENT: 
To provide pallets of sod, delivered throughout the County, as needed by the Roads and 
Drainage Division. 

FUNDING: 
Funding is available in account 1142-072-2902-4160. 

APPROVALS: 
The Roads and Drainage Division and Business Development Division concur with this 
recommendation. 

REMARKS: 
Four (4) bids were received in response to this Invitation for Bids and were evaluated for 
price, responsiveness, and responsibility. The bid of Lake Jem Farms, Inc. and Hillside 
Sod Farms, Inc., were determined to be non-responsive due to failure to acknowledge 
addendum 1 which contained a revised bid response form. The bid of CM Futures was 
determined to be non-responsible due to failure to meet the required bidder qualifications. 
Therefore, recommendation is made for award to Travis Resmondo Sod, Inc. The price is 
considered to be fair and reasonable based on engineering estimates developed by 
technical staff. 

Bidder: 

Travis Resmondo Sod, Inc. 
CM Futures 
Lake Jem Farms, Inc. 
Hillside Sod Farms, Inc. 

$436,000 
Non-Responsible 
Non-Responsive 
Non-Responsive 
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April 4, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

.PROJECT: 

1B1U§KNJ<~SS DEVELOPMENT mVllSlfON 

Tracy Attenasio, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division 

Kesi Warren, Senior Contract Adl11il1istratW 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evalnation 

llFB #Yl/i-1033-TA, Supply and ])elivery of Sod 

nnteroffice IVlfemCH3JD1!dlUlITI 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 2 bids submitted for this project and found that none 
of the bidders are Orange County Certified Minority Women Business Enterprises. Hence, the bid 
preference program in accordance with the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324 can not be 
applied. 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

April 20, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
7 

and the Board of County Commissioners 

F~ Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: Rich Steiger, Manager 
Facilities Management Division 
407-836-7473 

SUBJECT: Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-1045-JS, Emergency and Temporary 
HVAC Equipment Rental and Installation Services 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-1045-JS, Emergency and Temporary HVAC 
Equipment Rental and Installation Services, to the low responsive and responsible 
bidder, Portable Air, LLC, in the estimated contract award amount of $188,982 for a 1-
year term contract. Further request authorization for the Procurement Division to renew 
the contract for two additional 1-year terms. 

PROCUREMENT: 

To provide HVAC equipment and installation on an as needed basis and for projects 
which may interrupt heating and cooling equipment at various buildings throughout the 
County. 

FUNDING: 

Funds are available in account numbers 0001-043-1713-3610, 0001-043-1715-3610, 
0001-043-1717-3610,0001-043-1718-3610 and 0001-043-1719-3610. 

APPROVALS: 

The Facilities Management Division and Business Development Division concur with this 
recommendation. 

DISCUSSION: 

Five bids were received in response to Invitation for Bids Y16-1045-JS and were 
evaluated for responsiveness, responsibility and price. The low bidder, Portable Air, LLC 
has a satisfactory performance record on previous contracts for these services. 
Following is the bid tabulation. 

Portable Air, LLC 
Trane US, Inc. 
Carrier Rental Systems 
Sunbelt Rentals, Inc. 
United Rentals North America, Inc. 

$188,982 
$204,216 
$232,746 
$240,015 
$243,730 
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April 7, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

BUSINESS lillEVEJLOlPMEN'f lillliVliSWN 

Jim Schell, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division M , 
Kesi WalTen, Senior Contract Administrator V 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

KDlteroffice- MemOnlJHChlm 

IFJ3 #Y16-1045-JS, .Emergency and Temporary MY AC Equipment Rental and 
Installation Services 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 5 bids submitted for this project and found that none 
of the bidders are Orange Connty Certified Minority Women Bnsiness Enterprises. Hence, the bid 
preference program in accordance with the County's M/WBE Ordinance, Section 17-324 can not be 
applied. 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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:rJNTY 
OVIlRcllJMEN1' 
LORIDA 

I~lterof[ice Mcmonmdmn 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
8 

April 18,2016 

To: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

Contact: 

Subject: 

and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

Sara Flynn-Kramer, Manager, Capital Projects Division 
407 -836-0048 

Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-732-CC, Barnett Park 
Administration Building Skylight Replacement 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-732-CC, Barnett Park Administration 
Building Skylight Replacement, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
Close Construction, LLC, in the total contract award amount of $266,445 
(Alternate Bid). 

PROCUREMENT 

The contract is for the removal and replacement of two existing skylights 
located in the Barnett Park Administration Building. The base bid required the 
skylights to be replaced with a glass system An alternate bid was included in 
the solicitation for a fiberglass system. The alternate bid was determined to be 
the most cost effective, This project is located in District 6, 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 1023-043-2052-6210, 

APPROVALS: 

The Capital Projects Division and Business Development Division concur with 
this recommendation. 

REMARKS 

Two bids were received. RMS Orlando, Inc, did not submit a bid bond and 
therefore was determined to be non-responsive, Close Construction, LLC has 
a satisfactory record of performance and has been determined to be 
responsible, Therefore, award is recommended to Close Construction, LLC, 
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Page 2 
Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-732-CC 

Bids Received: 
Close Construction, LLC 

RMS Orlando, Inc. 

Base Bid 
$382,360 

Non-responsive 

Alternate Bid 
$266,445 
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February J 0,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PROJECT: 

GOVI~RNMENT 

BUSINESS DEVEJoOPMENT mVISWN 

Corie Cununings, Senior Contract Administrator 
Procurement Division 

Dexter Watls, Senior Contract Administrator 
Business Development Division 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

1fnteroffice M_emonmdum 

Y16-732-CC / Barnett Park AdministJratiollli Building Skylight 
Replacement - Alternate Bid 

The Business Development Division evaluated the one bid submitted for this project and found 
that the apparent low bidder Close Construction, LLC did not achieve good faith effort 
documentation and reported 5.99% MWBE participation in their bid. Please note the following 
certified MWBE participation: 

Wbe-:vf ,_lOne Source Roofi'l;g, Inc. L $15-,9-7(-)------] 
Total MWBE Participation -=-----+L-__ ,-___ }US)70.00 (5.99%) ] 

Our evaluation of these bids was based on the participation listed on the subcontractor/supplier 
page. If the low bidder is not chosen, please let ns know so that we may obtain Lettcl's of Intent 
to confirm the participation. 

Attached is a spreadsheet reconciling the bidders' compliance with the IFB's M/WBE 
requirements, including the percentage breakdown for all bidders and a comparison of the 
relative bids versus participation percentages, 

c: Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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Rank 
I Low Bid 

CD 
CO 

BiD COMPARiSON -ALTERNATE 
iFB-Y16-132-CC! Barnett Park: Administration !Building Skylight Re",!acemeElt 

% 
Difference $ Over 

MIWBE % MIWBE $ Over Low From Low 2nd Low 
Bidder Bid Amount $'5 in Bid (Goal 25%) GFE Bid Bid (7%) Bid 

Close Construction, LLC $266,445 $15,970 5.99% no 

% 
Difference 
From 2nd EEO% 
Low Bid M 1 W 

0123 



99

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

Interoffice Memorandum 
9 

To: 

, 

F~;iY) 
Contact: 

Subject: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

Marc Cannata, Systems Manager, Capital Planning Division 
(407) 685-5953 

Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-744-RM, Orange County Convention 
Center West Building Dining Hall C Renovations 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approval to award Invitation for Bids Y16-744-RM, Orange County Convention Center 
West Building Dining Hall C Renovations, to the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
Axios Construction Services, LLC in the total contract award amount of $1,194,948, 

PROCUREMENT: 

The scope of work includes renovation of the dining lounge including floors, walls, 
ceilings, LED lighting, seating, moveable furniture, furnishings and kitchen equipment. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 4430 03509666210, 

APPROVALS: 

The Orange County Convention Center Capital Planning Division and Business 
Development Division concur with this recommendation, 

REMARKS 

Three bids were received, The low bidder, SA Casey Construction, Inc, failed to 
achieve the MIWBE goal of 25% with only 19,03% participation, The second low bidder, 
Axios Construction Services, LLC met the MIWBE goal with 37,13% participation and is 
within the sliding scale of 5% of the low bidder to allow award in accordance with MWBE 
provision of the solicitation, Axios Construction Services, LLC has a satisfactory record 
of performance and has been determined responsible, Therefore, award is 
recommended to Axios Construction Services, LLC, 
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Page 2 
Award of Invitation for Bids Y16-744-RM 

Bids Received 

SA Casey Construction, Inc. 
Axios Construction Services, LLC 
Pillar Construction Group, LLC 

$1,151,000.00 
$1,194,948.00 
$1,314,447.83 
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March 18,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Rolando Mclo, Senior Contract Administrator 
Proemement Division 

Dexter Watts, Senior Contract Administrator f,/~] tlV 
Business Development Division /11) 

Business Development Division Bid Evaluation 

Y16-744-JRM / OUJI]ge CouJI]ty COlllv£JI]lti()jjll Center Wesi RUliiding Dining 
Room HallC Relll(lvaii(lJl]s 

The Business Development Division evaluated the 3 bids snbmitted for this project and found 
that the apparent low bidder S,A, Casey Construction, Inc, did not achieve good faith effort 
documentation and reported 19,03% MWBE participation in their bid, Please note the following 
certified MWBE participation: 

Mbe-hm Lakeside Electrical Ser"ices, LLC __ 
Total MWBE Participation 

$219,047 -----] 

$219,04~.~!l (19.!ll.Yo) 

The second low bid submitted by Orange County MWBE firm Axios Construction Services, 
LLC met the MWBE participation goal and reported 37_13% MWBE participation in their bid. 
The second low bidder met the MWBE goal and is within the 5% sliding scale range of the low 
bidder (at 3,82%) for contract awards from $750,000,01 to $2,000,000.00, Therefore, tlThis hilll 
mlly he aWluded to tIThe se<:mlld i<llw hidder, Please note the following cel1ified MWBE 
par1icipation: 

~-------~~~~~~--~ --~~~~~----.--~-,--,-----... ----
Mbe-afam Axio:sg()1.~~ru_cti{)n Service~,-~I:g _____ I----_" __ ,,_ $222,~3_L __ ~ ____ _ 
Wbe-wf__ Boyd Bari Company _ __------.Jj,295 _____ _ 

e.--Mbe-afam 1. B. Mccharlical $25,000 
Mbe-hm Lakeside Electrical Services, LLC $185,235 

TotaLMWBE farticipatio,l1_________ $4f43,711U)O (n~}0!o~ 

The third low bid submitted by Pillar Construction Group, LLC did not acllieve good faith eff0!1 
documentation and reported 0% MWBE participation in their bid. 

Om evaluation of these bids was based on the participation listed on the subcontractor/supplier 
page. If the low bidder is not chosen, please Jet us know so that we may obtain Letters of Intent 
to confirm the participation. 

j}/1iJ2I! 1ttLi r!JJ2l Zfj1l>\')(JY\) 
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Attached is a spreadsheet reconciling the bidders' compliance with the IPE's ]Vl!\)VBE 
requirements, including the percentage breakdown for all bidders and a comparison of the 
relative bids versus p31iicipation percentages. 

c; Sheena Ferguson, Manager, Business Development Division 
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Low Bid 

2nd Low 
3rd Low 

->. 

o 
w 
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\:,-,(;:~ j ,~:~~;~, ~\?ij~i~ / ,,<~~';';!2":'i~~\:::r::_ C>;):uu'-dV G©i~Vl{j~~Tt~©)n Cet!)1r~Hr toiJ@st BiUl~[0J~n~1 ~)klJ~~~J~~ f;~u·("%'Y~ iH~1~~ C~_ if' 

I % 
Difference 

I MiWBE $'s % MiWBE :; Over Low From low $ Over 2nd 

~ IBidder Bid Amount in Bid (Goal 25%) GFE Bid Bid (5%) Low Bid 
SA Casey Construction, Inc. $1,151,000.00 $219,047.00 19.03% no 
Axios Construction ;:jeNices, LLC 
Imbe-afam] $1,194,948.00 $443,718.00 37.13% na $43,948.00 3.82% 
Pillar Construction Group, LLC ..11,314,447Jl3 $0.00 0.00% no $163,447.83 14.20% $119,499.83 

744 AL-Orange County Convention Center West Building Dining Room Hall C Renovations 

I 
% I 

Difference I 
From 2nd EEO%i 
Low Bid MIW 

23/19 

71/29 
10.00% 16/16 
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ORAN1E I c 

C··lJNTY 
GOVEHNlYillNT 
FLOTIIDA 

InteroHice l\1emonmd 

April 19, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
10 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: James Becker, Manager, Solid Waste Division 
407 -254-9660 

SUBJECT: Approval of Purchase Order M78336, Jerome H2S Monitoring 
Systems 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval of Purchase Order M78336, for the Jerome H2S Monitoring Systems, 
which includes all software, radios, filters and anemometers, with Arizona 
Instrument LLC, in the amount of $116,875. 

PROCUREMENT: 

To provide continuous recordings of hydrogen sulfide levels around the landfill 
site. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in account number 441003810123197. 

APPROVALS: 

The Solid Waste Division concurs with this recommendation. 

REMARKS: 

Arizona Instrument LLC is the only manufacturer and authorized calibration 
source for the Jerome-651 and X631 PPB Hydrogen Sulfide Vapor Analyzers, 
which features the inherently stable Gold Film Sensor. The stationary monitoring 
units are the only meters made that can read down to 3 parts per billion of 
hydrogen sulfide and operate accurately in the various humidity levels around the 
landfill site. Without the meters, we do not have continuous information on the 
hydrogen sulfide concentrations. The amount of the procurement is considered 
reasonable in comparison of prices for similar equipment currently being used by 
Utilities Waste Water and Solid Waste Divisions. 
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iI~ In"wfficc M'mo"n", 

GOVEllliMENT April 19, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
11 

FLORTDA 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

F~ Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

CONTACT: Rafael Mena, Chief Information Officer, Information Systems and 
Services Division 
407 -836-5200 

SUBJECT: Approval of Renewal of Software Support and Annual Maintenance 
for Oracle Applications and Databases 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approval of renewal of Software Support and Annual Maintenance for Oracle 
Applications and Databases, with Oracle USA, Inc., in the amount of $541 ,339 for 
the period of May 31,2016 through May 30,2017. 

PROCUREMENT: 

Oracle databases support critical applications including Oracle's PeopleSoft 
Human Capital Management (HCM) and Oracle's PeopleSoft Enterprise 
Revenue management (ERM) applications. 

FUNDING: 

Funding is available in the account number 0001-031-0506-3192. 

APPROVALS: 

The Information Systems and Services Division concurs with this 
recommendation. 

REMARKS: 

Oracle USA, Inc. is the only company authorized to support and maintain its 
products. Although this service is proprietary to Oracle, competition may be 
obtained through Oracle's authorized resellers, but will result in an additional mark 
up to the support costs. Therefore, staff has concluded that contracting directly 
with Oracle for this proprietary software maintenance is in the County's best 
interest. This approach offers the County the lowest service cost and allows for 
direct contract administration activities with Oracle without having to go through a 
third party. 

The renewal cost is considered reasonable based on market research where 
software maintenance and support services average annual increase for similar 
services range from 2% to 5%. Since last year, cost has increased no more than 
3%. This renewal also includes additional licenses for upgrades. 105 
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O~E 
eMy 
GOVERNMENT 
FLOHIJ)/l. 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
12 

April 18, 2016 

To: 

F&ou 
Contact: 

Subject: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the Board of County Commissioners 

Carrie Woodell, Acting Manager, Procurement Division 

Mitchell L. Glasser, Manager 
Housing and Community Development Division 
407-836-5190 

Selection of Developer, Request For Proposals Y16-613-PD 
Multi-Family Affordable Housing Development 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

Selection of Atlantic Housing Partners, L.L.L.P. I Southem Affordable Development 
L.L.C. for negotiation and award of a Multi-Family Affordable Housing Developers 
Agreement, under RFP Y16-613-PD, for the Housing and Community Development 
Division. Further request approval for the Procurement Division to execute the 
Developers Agreement and to negotiate terms of the loan within a budgeted amount of 
$1,000,000 from Orange County's INVEST Program and $1,000,000 from the State 
Housing Initiative Partnership (SHIP) program. 

Proposals were evaluated by the Procurement Committee on April 13, 2016. 
Commissioner Clarke was assigned to the Procurement Committee. 

PROCUREMENT: 

To provide financial assistance to eligible developers to encourage and facilitate the 
acquisition and rehabilitation or new construction of affordable multi-family rental housing 
in Orange County with emphasis on serving low and very low-income households and 
special targeting for homeless families. 

REMARKS: 

One proposal was received and evaluated. Atlantic Housing Partners, L.L.L.P. I 
Southern Affordable Development L.L.C. requested Orange County's INVEST Program 
funding in the amount of $1,000,000 and SHIP funding in the amount of $1,000,000 for 
the construction of a new 70 unit affordable community named Goldenrod Point. In 
addition, the RFP had a special targeting requirement up to a maximum of 20 percent of 
the units (14 units) which will be set aside for those families and individuals that are 
homeless due to unforeseen economic hardship. 
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Page 2 
Selection of Developer, Request For Proposals Y16-613-PD 
Multi-Family Affordable Housing Development 

These 14 set aside units will be low barrier for qualifying and have reduced rents which 
will provide homeless families the opportunity to re-establish themselves in the rental 
housing market. The remaining 56 units will all be affordable units at rent restricted 
levels for low-income households earning 60 percent or less of the area median income. 

Thirty-five developers were notified of the solicitation. Twelve developers attended the 
pre-proposal meeting. Due to the special requirements of this RFP concerning the 
homeless and very low income, only one prop'Osal was received. 
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March 22, 2016 

To: 

FROM: 

Perry Davis, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Purchasing and Contracts Division N 
Kesi Warren, Senior Contract Administrato'f~\i 
Business Development Division 

SUBJ: RFP #Y16-613-PD, Multi-Family Affordable HOllsing Development 

Below are the respondents to the subject RFP with their firm's certified SUb-consultants 
and MIINBE participation score on a 1 - 5 rating: 

1. Atlantic Housing Partners, 2 Points 
LLC/Southern Affordable 
Develo.2ment, lLC 

* None 0% 

1-" " 

Total MWBE Participation: 0% _. 

* EEO Staff 0% 
Bonus 
Points 
* Service-Disabled Veteran (SDV) 0 

Welfare Recipients: 5 
*The mlnorrty forms were no! Included with the proposal. 

cc: Contract File 
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DATE: 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

CONTACT 
PERSON: 

DIVISION: 

ACTION 
REQUESTED: 

PROJECT: 

PURPOSE: 

ITEM: 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

lntero mcc 

April 22, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the 

13 

REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT ITEM 1 

Board of County Commissioners 

Ann Caswell, Manager 
Real Estate Management Division 

Robin Giove, Lease Program Manager~V
Real Estate Management Division 

Ann Caswell, Manager 

Real Estate Management 
Phone: 836-7082 

APPROVAL AND EXECUTION OF FIRST AMENDMENT TO 
GROUND LEASE BETWEEN ORANGE COUNTY AND STATE OF 
FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND 
DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO THE REAL ESTATE 
MANAGEMENT DIVISION TO EXERCISE RENEWAL OPTION, IF 
NEEDED, FOR GROUND SPACE 

Juvenile Justice Facility 
Lease #5022 
3150 39th Street 
Orlando, Florida 

District 6 

To continne to provide ground space for the Juvenile Justice Facility. 

First Amendment to Ground Lease 
Revenue: 
Size: 
Term: 
Option: 

None 
4.06 acres 
10 years 
One, 10-year renewal 
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Real Estate Management Division 
Agenda Item 1 
April 22, 2016 
Page 2 

APPROVALS: 

REMARKS: 

Real Estate Management Division 
Connty Attorney's Office 
Risk Management Division 

Orange County and the State of Florida, Department of Juvenile Justice 
("DJJ") entered into a Ground Lease approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners January 9, 1996, for an initial term oftwenty (20) years 
with two (2) options to renew for another ten (10) years each. 

This action exercises the first option to renew the Ground Lease for 
another ten (10) years. 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda 
item and all supporting documentation is in the top drawer of the 
BeC file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to Commissioner 
Thompson's office. 
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O"E 
CetlN'rY 
GOVERNl\IE1'lT 
FLOR{D.\ 

DATE: 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

CONTACT 
PERSON: 

DIVISION: 

ACTION 
REQUESTED: 

PROJECT: 

PURPOSE: 

ITEMS: 

BUDGET: 

Intcro ffice l'v 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

April 22, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the 

14 

REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT ITEM 2 

Board of County Conunissioners 

Ann Caswell, Manager ~ 
Real Estate Management Division 

Ruby Fortson, Senior Acquisition Agent £Jk! > 

Real Estate Management Division ~ 

Ann Caswell, Manager 

Real Estate Management 
Phone: 836-7082 

APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT AND UTILITY EASEMENT 
BETWEEN KIMZAY OF FLORIDA, INC. AND ORANGE COUNTY 
AND AUTHORlZATION TO DISBURSE FUNDS TO PAY ALL 
RECORDING FEES AND RECORD INSTRUMENT 

Pump Station No. 3201 (Old Cheney Hwy) 

District 5 

To provide for access, construction, operation and maintenance ofntility 
facilities. 

Agreement (Parcel 802) 

Utility Easement (Instrument 802.1) 
Cost: Donation 
Size: 36,729 square feet 

Account No.: 4420-038-1500-19-6340 
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Real Estate Management Division 
Agenda Item 2 
April 22, 2016 
Page 2 

FUNDS: 

APPROVALS: 

REMARKS: 

$44.70 Payable to Orange County Comptroller 
(all recording fees) 

Real Estate Management Division 
County Attomey's Office 
Utilities Department 
Risk Management Division 

This easement provides for the construction of utility improvements to 
upgrade County utility lines through the owner's shopping center. 

A me labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda 
item and all supporting documentation is in the top drawer of the 
BCC me cabinet in the supply room adjacent to Commissioner 
Thompson's office. 
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gl~ 
GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

DATE: 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

CONTACT 
PERSON: 

DIVISION: 

ACTION 
REQUESTED: 

PROJECT: 

PURPOSE: 

ITEM: 

BUDGET: 

FUNDS: 

APPROVALS: 

Interoffice M 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
15 

REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT ITEM 3 

April 18, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the 
Board of County Commissioners 

Ann Caswell, Manager 
Real Estate Management Division _ 

Sabrina L. Miller, Senior Acquisition Ag~:~h{,.f 
Real Estate Management Division "----' 

Ann Caswdl, Manager 

Real Estate Management 
Phone: 836-7082 

J--

APPROVAL OF SUBORDINATION OF ENCUMBRANCES TO 
PROPERTY RIGHTS TO ORANGE COUNTY FROM BANK OF 
AMERICA, N.A. AND AUTHORIZATION TO DISBURSE FUNDS TO 
PAY RECORDING FEES AND RECORD INSTRUMENT 

Sea World Water Meter Easement 

District 1 

To subordinate encnmbrances to County's Utility and Ingress-Egress 
Easement. 

Subordination of Encumbrances to Property Rights to Orange County 
(Instrument 801.2/803 .2/803A.2/804.2) 

Account No.: 4420-038-1536-04-611 0 

$86.50 Payable to Orange County Comptroller 
(recording fees) 

Real Estate Management Division 
Utilities Department 
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Real Estate Management Division 
Agenda Item 3 
April 18,2016 
Page 2 

REMARKS: The Board of County Commissioners approved a Utility and Ingress
Egress Easement Agreement between Sea World of Florida LLC and 
Orange County on January 26,2016, with the understanding that Bank of 
America, N,A. would subsequently execute the required Subordination of 
Encumbrances to Propelty lZights to Orange County. 

A file labeled "BCe Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda 
item and all supporting documentation is in the top drawer of the 
BCC file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to Commissioner 
Thompson's office. 
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(
. ~)JtAN ........•.. , ..•.•.....•.•.......... , .... ~ .• ) •.. · ........ ·l~I.F. ., ~ .. '-' /J ..... . 

C~tJl~Ty --_._._---_.-
eJilVli131\Jj\lmn: 
FI,OHID;\ 

DATE: 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

CONTACT 
PERSON: 

DIVISION: 

ACTION 
REQUESTED: 

PRO.JECT: 

PURPOSE: 

ITEMS: 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 

Interoffic 

Apriln,2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and the 

16 

REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT ITEM 4 

Board of County Commissioners 

Ann Caswell, Manager 
Real Estate Management Division 

Russell L. Corriveau, Senior Acquisition Agent 
Real Estate Management Division 

Ann Caswell, Manager 

Real Estate Management 
Phone: 836-7082 

APPROVAL OF CONTRACT FOR SALE AND PURCHASE AND 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED FROM THE UNIVERSITY OF 
FLORIDA FOUNDATION, INC. TO ORANGE COUNTY AND 
AUTHORIZATION TO DISBURSE FUNDS TO PAY PURCHASE 
PRICE AND CLOSING COSTS AND PERFORM ALL ACTIONS 
NECESSARY AND INCIDENTAL TO CLOSING 

Fire Station 68 (Invest) 

District 3 

To provide for construction, operation, and maintenance of a new fire 
station site. 

Contract for Sale and Purchase (Parcel 101) 

Special WalTanty Deed (Instrument 101.1) 
Cost: $957,500 
Size: 2.5 Acres 
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Real Estate Management Division 
Agenda Item 4 
April 22, 2016 
Page 2 

BUDGET: 

FUNDS: 

APPROVALS: 

REMARKS: 

Account No.: 1023-034-0801-6110 

$963,076.28 Payable to First American Title Insurance Company 
(purchase price and closing costs) 

Real Estate Management Division 
F ire Rescue Department 
Capital Projects Division 
Risk Management Division 

This property is located at the northeast comer of south Goldenrod Road 
and Silver Pointe Boulevard. 

Grantor to pay pro-rated taxes. 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda 
item and all supporting documentation is in the top drawer of the 
BCC file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to Commissioner 
Thompson's office. 
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o~ 
C~y 
GOVERNMENT 
fLORIDA 

April 5, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

Interoffice M 

\. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

1 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

AGENDA ITEM 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Director'\V;s-" 
Community, Environmental arj~ Development 
Services Department \J 

CONTACT PERSON: Bradley Campbell, Assistant Mana92)r ~ 
Code Enforcement Division 0 
(407) 836·4220 

SUBJECT: May 10, 2016 - Consent Items 
Resolutions for Special Assessment Lien(s) Lot Cleaning (40) 

Pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 28, Nuisances, Article II, Lot Cleaning, the 
County is authorized to have property cleaned through an independent contractor when 
not done voluntarily by the property owner, after sufficient notice. Further, the regulation 
allows the Board of County Commissioners by Resolution to place Special Assessment 
Liens on such properties to recoup the cost of cleaning. The following properties have 
been cleaned at the expense of the County with associated costs as indicated. 

Case No. Dist.# Property Owner Amount* 

LC 15-1623 1 HIGGINS EMILY; HIGGINS BRUCE $ 853AO 
LC 16-0165 2 SHEPHARD BRENDA ESTATE $ 475.90 
LC 16-0167 2 SHANKS CHRISTINA; ATKINS LARRY M; $ 480AO 

SHANKS BRADLEY J 
LC 16·0197 2 ROSADO JULIO JR $ 799.90 
LC 16-0207 2 WHITTAKER MARY $ 408AO 
LC16-0213 2 BLAIR VIRGIL $ 1,227.90 
LC 16-0237 2 VARNADOE GREGORY B $ 120A5 
LC 16-0238 2 LARCK DEBRA A; LARCK FLOYD S $ 181.14 
LC 16-0259 2 DUNN FRED NATHAN $ 498AO 
LC 16-0262 2 ROSADO DOMINGA R $ 550AO 
LC 16-0311 2 READ JAMES HARRY $ 830.90 
LC 16-0313 2 RA TLC 2010 HOLDINGS $ 1,691 AO 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Items 
Resolutions for Special Assessment Lien(s) Lot Cleaning (40) 

Case No. Property Owner 
Amount* 

LC 15-1685 3 FAIRWINDS CREDIT UNION $ 318.98 
LC 16-0069 3 RICHARDS JOHN R JR $ 237.30 
LC 16-0295 3 US BANK NATIONAL ASSN TRUSTEE $ 106.87 
LC 16-0299 3 TRUNTICH EVELYN; TRUNTICH JEFFREY H $ 365.35 
LC 16-0357 3 HUNGERFORD CHARLOTTE ESTATE $ 984.79 
LC 16-0224 5 LE QUOC; LE WATERS $ 388.73 
LC 16-0274 5 ROBERTS CHARLENE GESTATE $ 319.80 
LC 16-0291 5 MATHEWS DINA E; MATHEWS CORDIE; DILDINE $ 731.75 

ROBERT A; MATHEWS HARRY EUGENE 
LC 16-0300 5 ALHELAYEL ABDULRAHMAN A $ 146.83 
LC 16-0303 5 WALDEN MORGAN L; WALDEN JAMES C $ 385.54 
LC 16-0304 5 EARLEY HUBERT R $ 385.71 
LC 16-0305 5 CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC $ 492.78 
LC 16-0306 5 GAYTON BRIAN K; GAYTON ANGELA P $ 445.75 
LC 16-0090 6 CHOPRA RAMAN DANNY $ 196.26 
LC 16-0121 6 GONZALEZ FLOR 0 $ 17207 
LC 16-0185 6 GROSS PETER $ 123.85 
LC 16-0187 6 SMALLING MARGARET ANN; HALL HEMSLEY R $ 198.42 
LC 16-0233 6 MCCOON MANUJ GLEN $ 494.26 
LC 16-0241 6 TRUST NO 1815N $ 249.60 
LC 16-0247 6 ENGLISH CAROLYN JOANN; COOPER LINWOOD $ 587.70 

RAY 
LC 16-0248 6 LYNCH JOHN CLEVELAND 1/30 INT; LYNCH $ 643.43 

RONALD LYNN 1/30 INT; LYNCH FLOYD D 1/6INT; 
LYNCH HARWELLC 1/6 INT; PARKER TERESA 
LYNN 1/61NT; LYNCH STANLEY RUFUS 1130 INT; 
PHILLIPS GEORGE W 1/18 INT; ANGELINA TERRY 
LEE 1/30 INT; PHILLIPS ELVIS EUGENE 1/18 INT; 
LYNCH ROBERT E 1/6INT; DEAS REBECCA 1/18 
INT; LYNCH DAVID MERRILL 1/30 INT 

LC 16-0249 6 CHRIST CENTERED CHRISTIAN CHURCH $ 560.48 
LC 16-0253 6 INVESTMENT GROUP R AND A $ 336.89 
LC 16-0256 6 CHRIST CENTERED CHRISTIAN CHURCH $ 613.40 
LC 16-0278 6 TRUST NO 3515A $ 235.53 
LC 16-0281 6 YARCKIN ELL.EN $ 371.13 
LC 16-0282 6 DAVIS LINDA $ 421.07 
LC 16-0285 6 CHAUDHRY IMRAN; NASEEM SOFIA $ 573.13 
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Page Three 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Items 
Resolutions for Special Assessment Lien(s) Lot Cleaning (40) 

Copies of the Resolutions for the Special Assessment Liens are on file and available for 
review in the Code Enforcement Division. 

* Administrative costs to process and collect on these cases have been added. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

JVW/BC:th 

Approval and execution of Orange County, Florida, 
Resolutions Establishing Special Assessment Liens for 
Lot Cleaning Services and approval to record Special 
Assessment Liens on property cleaned by Orange 
County, pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 28, 
Nuisances, Article II, Lot Cleaning. Districts 1, 2, 3, 5 
and 6. 
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Interoffice Mer 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

F L RID 

April 8, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

2 

Board of County Commissioners 

AGENDA ITEM 

'\ 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Directo(\~' 
Community, Environmental ant:l Development 
Services Department U 

Lori Cunniff, CEP, CHMM, Deputy Director . t'! 

Community, Environmental and Development!) (' ,I fIJIJ~\ 
Services Department If-- )v' D ) 
(407) 836-1405 '1 \ 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Environmental Protection Commission Recommendation for an 
After-the-Fact Variance for Faye H. Stanford 

The project site is located at 1141 West 2nd Avenue, Windermere, Florida 34786. The 
Parcel ID for the site is 07-23-28-0048-00-020. The subject property is located on 
Wauseon Bay, which is adjacent to Lake Butler in Orange County Commission District 1. 

On May 30, 2013, the Environmental Protection Division (EPD) issued a Grandfathered 
Dock Construction Permit (8D-13-04-038) to Faye H. Stanford for the subject property. 
This permit authorized the Permittee (Faye H. Stanford) to reconstruct a grandfathered 
dock maintaining the original design and footprint as the previous one. Mr. J. Andrew 
McCarthy was listed as the Agent/Consultant authorized to secure the permit on behalf of 
Faye H. Stanford. Specifically, the permit authorized re-construction of the dock in 
accordance with the plans dated as received by EPD on April 25, 2013 and May 24, 
2013. 

On January 15, 2014, EPD received notification (via email) from Mr. McCarthy that the 
boat dock structure was completed. Subsequently, on January 21, 2014, EPD staff 
conducted a compliance inspection of the completed structure. 

On March 31,2014, EPD received the as-built survey for the completed structure. Upon 
review of the as-built survey, EPD discovered several additional alterations to the 
completed structure that were not in compliance with the approved plans. Therefore; 
since the repair activities did not maintain the original design and footprint of the dock, as 
required by Section 15-346, the dock is now required to meet the conditions for issuance 
in Section 15-342 and 15-343. 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Environmental Protection Commission Recommendation for an After-the-Fact Variance 
for Faye H. Stanford 

On July 19, 2014, EPD received an after-the-fact Application to Construct a Dock for the 
subject property. Upon review of the application, the repairs to the dock met the 
conditions of issuance in Section 15-342 and 15-343, with the exception of 15-342 (g) 
(enclosed dock) and 15-343 (b)(side setback waiver). Subsequently, at the direction of 
EPD staff, on September 23, 2014, EPD received an after-the-fact Application for 
Variance to Section 15-342(g), (enclosed structure) in an effort to keep the current 
enclosed boathouse. According to the applicant, the enclosed boathouse has been in 
existence since at least 1985. 

Enclosed Boat Dock Variance 

Pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 15, Article IX, EPD staff evaluated the 
proposed application and required documents. 

Notifications for the after-the-fact variance request were sent to all shoreline property 
owners within 300 feet of the subject property on September 25,2014. 

Pursuant to Section 15-350(a)(1) Variances, "the applicant(s) shall also describe (1) how 
strict compliance with the provisions from which the variance is sought would impose a 
unique and unnecessary hardship on the applicant - the hardship cannot be self
imposed; and (2) the effect of the proposed variance on abutting shoreline property 
owners." 

In response to these provisions, (1) Mr. McCarthy has stated that compliance with new 
building codes have created a hardship; specifically new building codes in Windermere 
require staircases to have an 11:7 run-to-rise ratio, whereas the grandfathered steps 
were too steep. More specifically, the updated code required the staircase to be re-built 
larger than the historic staircase. A U-shaped staircase had to be built instead of the 
historic straight staircase. 

Regarding Section 15-350(a)(2), Mr. McCarthy has stated that the abutting shoreline 
property owners (Eugene and Rita Melvin, 1069 West 2nd Avenue) have no objection to 
the enclosed boathouse structure. EPD has not received any objections to the variance 
request. 

Side Setback Waiver 

As part of the September 23, 2014, application submittal package, EPD also received an 
after-the-fact Application for Waiver to Section 15-343(b). Per Code, the required side 
setback distance for the subject property is twenty-five (25) feet from each adjacent 
property line. The existing structure is 7.1 feet from the adjacent property owner to the 
southeast. Section 15-343(b) states, "on lots or parcels having a shoreline frontage of 
seventy-five (75) feet or greater, docks shall have a minimum side setback of twenty-five 
(25) feet from the projected property line ... ". Waivers from side-setback requirements 
may be granted by the Environmental Protection Officer (EPO) if a notarized Letter Of No 
Objection (LONO) to the waiver is received from the shoreline property owner abutting 
the applicant's property line affected by the waiver." 
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Page Three 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Environmental Protection Commission Recommendation for an After-the-Fact Variance 
for Faye H, Stanford 

On April 15, 2014, EPD received a LONO from Eugene and Rita Melvin, the affected 
neighbors to the southeast, who own the property at 1069 West 2nd Avenue, in 
Windermere, No action is required by the EPC or the Board of County Commissioners 
(BCC) for this issue, as the side setback waiver has been approved by the EPO, 

Enforcement Action 

There is currently an open enforcement case for this property, A Notice of Violation, 
dated June 4, 2014, was issued to Faye H, Stanford, Approval of the after-the-fact 
variance, and issuance of a new after the fact dock construction permit, will resolve the 
enforcement case, 

At the March 30, 2016 public hearing, the EPC voted to uphold the recommendation of 
the EPO and approve the request for an after-the-fact variance to Section 15-342(g) 
(enclosed structure), 

ACTION REQUESTED: Acceptance of Recommendation of the Environmental 
Protection Commission to approve the request for an 
after-the-fact variance to Section 15-342(9) (enclosed 
dock) for Faye H. Stanford, After-the-Fact Dock 
Construction Permit 80-14-09-110. District 1 

JVWfLC: mg 

Attachments 
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After-the-Fact Variance Request 

fter-the-Fact Application to 
onstruct a Dock 

District #1 

Applicant: Faye H. Stanford 

Parcel IDs: 07-23-28-0048-00-020 

Project Site 

Property Location • Subject Site 
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I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

Interoffice Mer 
3 

fLORIDA 

April 11 ,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

AGENDf~ !TEM 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Direct~~Vy"':;', 
Community, Environmental ah\! Development 
Services Department U 
Lori Cunniff, CEP, CHMM, Deputy Director 
Community, Environmental and Development 
Services Department 
(407) 836-1405 

May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Developer's Agreement between Orange County and 
Independence Community Association, Inc., Semi-Private 
Boat Ramp Facility Permit BR-14-04-001 

On December 15, 2015, the Board of County Commissioners approved a request for a 
Semi-Private Boat Ramp Facility (BR-14-04-001) to construct a semi-private boat ramp 
on the property located at 14862 Speer Lake Drive on Lake Speer. 

Specific Condition #8 of Semi-Private Boat Ramp Facility Permit BR-14-04-001 states, 
"within thirty (30) days of issuance of this permit or prior to EPD approval of the building 
permit, whichever comes last, a Developers Agreement, accepted and approved by 
Orange County (OC), shall be recorded in the public records of OC and a copy of the 
recorded Developers Agreement submitted to EPD." 

On April 6, 2016, the applicant provided a signed Developer's Agreement to EPD. The 
Developer's Agreement is satisfactory to EPD and has been reviewed and approved as 
to form by the Orange County Attorney's Office and Orange County Comptroller. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution of Developer's Agreement for 

JVW/LC: mg 

Attachments 

Construction of a Semi-Private Boat Ramp Facility by and 
among Orange County, Florida and Independence 
Community Association, Inc., and execution of Exhibit 
"0" Escrow Agreement. District 1 
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DEVELOPER'S AGREEMENT 
FOR 

CONSTRUCTION OF A SEMI-PRIVATE 
BOAT RAMP FACILITY 

THIS DEVELOPER'S AGREEMENT FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A SEMI-

PRIVATE BOAT RAMP FACILITY (the "Agreement") is made and entered into by and among 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, a charter county and a political subdivision of the State of 

Florida, whose address is Post Office Box 1393, Orlando, Florida 32802-1393 ("County"), and 

INDEPENDENCE COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION, INC., a Florida not-for-profit 

corporation, whose address is 14213 Pleach Street, Winter Garden, Florida 34787 ("Association"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the Association is the owner of certain land situated in Orange County, 

Florida, as described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference 

("Property"), which Property is intcnded to be used as a "boat ramp facility site" as that term is 

defined in Section 15-603(e) of the Orange County Code; and 

WHEREAS, thc Association desires to construct a "semi-private boat ramp facility" (the 

"Facility"), on the Property; and 
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WHEREAS, the County has authority to regulate the construction, maintenance, and 

improvemcnts of said Facility pursuant to Chapter 15, Article XV ofthe Orange County Code (the 

"Boat Ramp Ordinance"); and 

WHEREAS, the Association as part of their compliance with the Boat Ramp Ordinance 

desire to enter into this Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, it is the purpose of this Agreement to set forth clearly the understanding and 

agreement of the parties with respect to all the foregoing matters. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. The above recitals are true and cOlTeel, form a material part of this Agreement and 

are incorporated herein by this reference. 

2. The Association agrees to abide by the provisions of the Boat Ramp Ordinance, as 

it may be amended, except as modified by this Agreement and will install the Facility in 

accordance with the Construction Drawings attached hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated 

herein by this reference. 

3. T11e Facility shall be designed, constructed and maintained in conformance with the 

Orange County Code, except as modified by this Agreement, and any applicable federal or state 

statues, regulations, or permits, and in such a Jl1al1l1cr as to prevent any adverse impact or effect 

upon other pl'Operties. 

4. The County shall not be required or obligated in ally way to construct, maintain or 

participate in any way in the construction or maintenance of the Facility. The Association shall be 

responsible for all maintenance and repair of the Facility. 

5. The Facility shall not be dedicated to the use and enjoyment of the general pUblic. 

As a "semi-private boat ramp facility", the Facility is intended for the use of, and will in fact be 
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used by members of the Association (or their usual and customary guests, but only in the company 

of such members), wherein the Facility will be located. Further, there shall be no parking provided 

at the Facility. 

6. The design and function of the Facility shall not be modified without prior written 

consent of the Orange County Environmental Protection Division, or other depmiment or division 

of Orange County govennnent to which is delegated oversight authority (the "Department"). 

7. Upon final approval of the as-built certification by the Orange County 

Environmental Protection Division, the Association, and its successors and assigns shall be 

responsible for maintaining and operating the Facility in conformity with this Agreement and the 

standards of the Boat Ramp Ordinance (except as modified by this Agreement). as it may be 

amended from time to time. 

8. The Association, and its successors and assigns, shall bear all costs arising from the 

use of the Facility including, but not limited to, cost for increased water safety enforcement. These 

costs shall not exceed ten (10) percent of the assessed value of the Property, the Property value 

assessment being contemporaneous with the cost assessment. 

9. The Association. in operating and maintaining the Facility, and its respective 

successors and assigns, shall abide by the following: 

a. The boat ramp shall not be more than fIfteen (15) feet in width:. 

b. To discourage boat maintenance and repairs at the Facility site, electrical 

outlets and lighting of any kind is prohibited within one hundred (100) feet of the Facility; 

c. The parking of any car or trailer at the Facility site is expressly prohibited. 

At least one 0) sign informing the public of the forgoing restriction and one (I) "Tow-Away" 

warning sign. as required by the applicable state statue, shall be required at the Facility site. 

3 
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d. A variance is hereby granted from Section 15-605(b)(8) of the Orange 

County Code to allow the companion boat mooring dock's length to exceed the length of the boat 

ramp (measmcd from the normal high water mark to the waterward end of the ramp), all as more 

generally consistent with the Construction Drawings attached as Exhibit "B"; Dock width shall 

not exceed fom (4) feet; 

e. Boat houses and other similar sheltered structures are prohibited on the 

Property; 

f. The Facility shall have a prop clean-out area, designated for removal of 

aquatic plants from boat motors and trailers, and shall have a receptacle for depositing plant 

fragments or other aquatic debris; 

g. The County shall have the authority to clean up, fence, and otherwise block 

access to the Property ifit is not property maintained and until such site has been cleaned up to the 

satisfaction of the County, or the Connty has been reimbursed for the cost of clean up. The 

Association, its successors, and assigns, shall be responsible for any clean up reimbursement due 

to the County; 

h. Overnight l1100nng, beaching or storage of boats 1S prohibited at the 

Facility; 

1. The Facility shall be the only boat ramp in the Signature Lakes 

Neighborhood on Lake Speer, however, a variance is hereby granted hom Section lS-605(b)(20) 

of the Orange County Code to allow for an additional future boat ramp within the Signature 

Lakes Neighborhood, provided the future boat ramp facility is located on a diilerent body of 

water and is properly permitted and authorized consistent with the Boat RaJJ1p Ordinance. The 
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foregoing shall not be construed to limit the number of boat docks that may be approved in 

Signature Lakes; 

J. The Facility shall have at least one (1) trash receptacle at all times; 

k. All parking, refuse and restrooms shall be designated in a maImer consistent 

with the surronnding land uses; 

1. Landscaping, screen walls and any other available measures to reduce noise 

impacts shall be a part of the design of the Facility; 

m. A "No Wake" sign sball be posted at the Facility requiring no wake within 

a one-hundred-foot radius of the Facility, notwithstanding whether a skier is being dropped off or 

picked up; 

n. The Facility shall be closed between sunset and 7:00 a.m.; 

o. The Facility shall be closed at any time the elevation of the lake is bclow 

ninety-seven (97) feet, as determined by a staff gauge to be located at the Facility; 

p. A variance is hereby granted from Section 15-605(b)(1 4) of the Orange 

County Code to allow the Association (or its designee) to post an irrevocable Jetter of credit or 

cash escrow in favor of Orange Connty in the amount of ten percent (10%) of the product of the 

estimated cost to construct the Facility multiplied by 125% which estimated cost shall be preparecl 

and signed by the engineer for the Association. Such letter of credit or cash escrow is intended to 

secure the costs described in Paragraphs 7 and 8, above. 

10. In the event the Department determines that the Facility is not properly maintained 

in accordance with the standards sct forth herein, the Department, after thirty (30) clays written 

notice to the Association or its succcssor(s) in interest, may, without prejudice to any other right 

or remedy it may have, enter the Property and perfornl sueh maintenance as the Department deems :,·3 
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necessary to meet such standards. To the extent the cost of maintenance cannot be satisfied from 

the letter of credit, or other security required by this Agreement, the County is hereby authorized 

to assess such cost against the benefited Property, and such maintenance assessment shall 

constitute a lien thereon until paid, which lien shall be superior and paramount to the interest on 

such Propeliy of any owner, lessee, tenant, mortgagee or other person except the lien of County 

taxes shall be on a parity with the lien of any such County taxes. 

J 1. Prior to the final inspection of the Facility or Issnance of a certification of 

completion of the Facility, tbe Association, or its designee, provides to the Department an 

irrevocable letter of credit or cash escrow in favor of Orange County in the amonnt of ten percent 

(10%) of the product of the estimated cost to constrnct the Facility mUltiplied by 125%, which 

estimated cost shall be prepared and signed by the engineer for the Association, to secure the costs 

described in Paragraphs 7 through 9, above. If a letter of credit is posted, it shall be from a financial 

institution satisfactory to the County, headquartered within or having a branch within Orange 

County, arld shall not expire until at least one year after the completion ofthe Facility, as evidenced 

by the County's final inspection approval or the Connty's issuance of a tlnalletter of completion 

for the Facility. The letter of credit shall be substantially consistent with the form prescribed in 

Exhibit "C" attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, provided that 

modifications to snch form may be approved administratively by the County. If a cash escrow is 

posted, an escrow agreement shall be executed by the Association, the County Administrator (or 

its designee), and the Orange County Comptroller in its capacity as escrow agent (or another 

escrow agent approved by the County Administrator or its designee), in substantially the form 

prescribed in Exhibit "D" attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, provided that 

modifications 10 such form may be approved administratively by thc County. 
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12. The Association, and its respective snccessors and assIgns, shall indemnify, 

defend, and hold the County harmless against all losses, damages, cost, claims, suits, liabilities, 

expenses and attorney's fees (including those for legal services rendered at the Appellate Court 

level) resulting from or relating to the construction, use or maintenance of the Facility. 

13. For the purposes ofthis Agreement, "maintenance" shallmcan keeping the Property 

in a condition which is in compliance with the Orange Connty Lot Clearing Ordinance [Article II 

of Chapter 28, Orange County Code of Ordinances], as it may be amended and replaced fro111 time 

to time; is consistent with the standards of upkeep required by the covenants, conditions and 

restrictions that are recorded in the Public Records of Orange County, Florida, for Independence 

Community Association, Inc, as the same may be amended from time to time; and assures that the 

Property and Facility are safe and functional. 

14. The Association, upon the execution of this Agreement, shall pay to the County the 

cost of recording this Agreement in the Official Records of Orange County, Florida. 

15. This Agreement and the obligations herein shall run with the Property, shall inure 

to the henefit of the Property and shall be hinding upon any person, firm, or corporation who may 

become the grantee of any or all of the Property or who may otherwise become a successor or 

assign in interest, directly or indirectly to the Property. 

16. The Association agrees to maintain a copy of this Agreement in the official records 

of the Association. 

17. Nothing in this Agreement shall he constructed to limit the County's regulatory 

authority over tbe Facility. 

18. This Agreement shall become effective on the date of execution by the last of the 

parties hereto, whichever date is later ("Effective Date"). 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto, or their lawful representatives, have 

entered into this Agreement as ofthe dates indicated below. 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: 
Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Mayor 

Date: 

ATTEST: Martha o. Haynie, Connty Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By: ___ _ 
Deputy Clerk 

Date: 

s 
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Independence Community Association, Inc.,a 

::"d'~C)r w'~Nti'm 

Title: __ V;~~f:;! ____ " ___ _ 

Date: __ k_.AL'+k-'-.I,,-f:? __ ._-

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF. Ot~e... ,,_ 

The forgoing instrument was aclmowledged before me this _,_ day of JlrJ5L, 20.1(, by 

as v P. of 

r"h~ CoWlmkitl;\:;-lhsotuJ.o.:,~. ~ho is personally Imown to me or has produced 
:rl'\('. 

as identification and did/did not take an oath. _ ... _ .... --- --- .. --"'-

(NOTARY SEAL) 

Notary Public, State of Florida 

Notary Commission No.:_F.ELJ?'}O~ 

My Commission Expires:.JI N/lo 

9 
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Exhibit" A " 

(the Properly) 

Tract P-50, Signature Lakes Phases 3B-2 and 3B-3, according to tbe plat thereof 
as recorded in Plat Book 80, Page 83, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 

j(l 
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Exhibit "B" 

(Construction Drawings - See Attached) 
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Exhibit "C" 

(Form of Letter of Credit·· Intentionally left blank) 

139 
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Exhibit "D" 

ESCROW AGREEMENT 

THIS ESCROW AGREEMENT ("Escrow Agreement") is made and entered into as 
of the date oflast execution ("Effective Date") by and among Orange County, a charter county 
and political subdivision of the State of Florida ("County"); Independence Community 
Association, Inc., a Florida non-profit Company ("Association") (herein collectively 
referred to as the "Principals"); and Martha O. Haynie, Orange County Comptroller, in its 
capacity as Escrow Agent ("Escrow Agent"), with all parties' 111 ailing addresses noted in 
Section 15, hereinbelow. 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the Association owns and desires to have constructed a boat ramp facility 
on real property located in Orange County, Florida, more palticularly described in Exhibit "A," 
attached herein and incorporated herein (hereinafter referred to as "Property"); and 

WHEREAS, the Association intends to have the boat !'amp facility constructed on tbe 
Property pnrsuant to Permit Number BR-14-04-001 issued by the County on December 
28,2015 (the"Permit"); and 

WHEREAS, the Association intends to have the boat ramp facility constructed on the 
Property in accordance with the plans and the Developer's Agreement for Construction of a 
Semi-Private Boat Ramp Facility between Association and County (hereinafter referred to as 
"Developer's Agreement") approved by tbe County in connection with the County's issuance of 
the Permit; and 

WHEREAS, tbe Developer's Agreement requires the Association to demonstrate 
financial responsibility for the maintenance and use of such ramp facility. In this regard, the 
Developer's Agreement permits the Association to execute, deliver and enter into 3n Escrow 
Agreement providing for tbe payment of cash to Escrow Agent to be held in escrow for the 
security and benefit of the County to ensure performance by the Association of its obI igations 
relating to maintenance and use of the boat !'amp facility under the Devcloper's Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the Escrow Agent has agreed to serve as the escrow agent in accordance 
witb the terms and conditions set forth herein; and 

WHEREAS, the Principals desire that Escrow Agent shall hold and release the Escrowed 
Funds subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Escrow Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration ofthel11utual covenants and agreements 
contained herein and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which is hereby acknowledged, intending to be legally bound, tbe parties hereto represent, 
warrant, covenant, and agree as follows: 
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1. The foregoing recitals arc true and correct and are incorporated herein 
by reference. 

2. The Principals hereby retain Escrow Agent, at no cost to them, to serve so1clyas 
the Escrow Agent (and in no other capacity) with respect to the Escrowed Funds, as later defined 
herein, and Escrow Agent hereby accepts such retention. 

3. Contemporaneously with the execution and delivery of this Escrow Agreement by 
the Association, the Association has paid, deposited and delivered, in escrow, to the Escrow Agent, 
cash in the principal sum of $8,715.00 ("Escrow Funds"), which' shall be held in escrow as 
collateral security for the timely performance by the Association of its obligations relating to 
maintenance and use of the boat ramp facility under the Developer's Agreement. Within five 
business days of receipt, the Escrow Agent shall place the Escrow Funds into an escrow account 
("Escrow Account") to be held, administercd, distributed, and released, as provided for herein. The 
Escrow Agent shall aclmowlcdge receipt of the Escrow Funds providing notice, either in writing or 
by el ectronic mail, to the Principals within five business days after receipt of the Escrow Funds. 

4. The Escrow Agent is authorized to disbmse the Escrow Fun:llfrom said Escrow 
Account to the following Parties upon satisfaction of the conditions of the following events: 

a. Upon receipt of written notice from the Association, consented or agreed 
to inwriting by the County, the Escrow Agent shall disburse that amount described in the 
written notice, up to the full amount of the Escrow Funds (less any funds disbursed to the 
County for non-compliance as provided below in this paragraph). Disbursements shall be 
payable to "Independence Community Association, Inc.," and shall be delivered to the 
address provided in Section 15 below, or such other address as the Association may direct 
111 the written certificate. 

b. Inthc cvent the County (more specifically, Orange County Environmental 
Protection Division) determines that the Association has defaulted upon its obligations 
relating to maintenance and use activities under the Developer's Agreement, the County 
shall submit written notification to Association describing each matter of non-compliance 
("Non-compliance NotifIcation"), and providing 30 days (unless a longer period is agreed 
upon) to cure, or cause to be cured, such maUer(s) referenced in the Non-compliance 
Notification. In the event tbe County determines that Association has failed to resolve 
any maUer(s) described in the Non-complianceNotification within the prescribed period of 
time, the County may request of the Escrow Agent withdrawal of all or a portion, as it 
deems necessary, of the Escrowed Funds to cause tbe correction of the matter(s) of non
compliance in the following manner. The Environmcntal Protection Of11cer shall present 
to the Escrow Agent, with a copy to the Association: (I) a statement signed by the 
Environmental Protection Officer representing that the Association has failed to meet its 
obligations relating to maintenance and use activities under the Developer's Agreement, 
(2) an estimate oftbe cost ofcomp1etion ofthe obligation(s), and (3) a draw request. The 
Escrow Agent shall promptly transfer to the County funds i 11 the amount of the draw 
request fro111 the Escrowed Funds. At the termination ofthis Escrow Agreement, ii.ll1ds 
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not transferred to thc County shall be disburscd to Independence Community 
Association, Inc., without interest. 

c. Any written certificate signed on behalf of the County by any persons 
stating that they hold any of the following positions or offices may be relied on by the 
Escrow Agent as the written certificate of the County: County Administrator of Orange 
County, or his/her designee. Any written certificate or notice signed on behalf of the 
Association by any persons stating that they hold any of the following positions or offices 
may be relied on by the Escrow Agent as the written certificate of the Association: any 
person who states that he or she is the President or Vice-President of the Association. 

d. At any time on or after the one year anniversary of the completion ofthe 
boat ramp facility, as evidenced by the County's final inspection approval or the County's 
issuance of a final letter of completion for such facility, and upon the Association's 
delivery of a written certiflcate that complies with the procedures hereinabove, any 
monies remaining in the Escrow Account will be disbursed by Escrow Agent to the 
Association. 

5. Simultaneously with final disbursement of the Escrow Funds pursuant to this 
Escrow Agreement, the Escrow Agent and all other Parties shall be released of all liability, duties 
and responsibilities under this Escrow Agreement. 

6. All Parties to this Escrow Agreement understand and agree that Escrow Agent is 
holding the Escrow Funds as agent and that the funds are not trust funds. 

7. Escrow Agent shall not be deemed to have knowledge of any matter or thing 
unless and until Escrow Agent has actually received written notice of such matter or thing, and 
tben shall only be required to act on that Imowledge in its capacity as Escrow Agent as further 
described herein. Escrow Agent shall not be charged with any constructive knowledge whatsoever. 

8. It is agreed that thc duties of the Escrow Agent are purely ministerial in nature 
and shall be expressly limited to the matters herein for which Escrow Agent is expressly 
obligated. The Principals hereby indemnify Escrow Agent and agree to hold Escrow Agent 
harmless from and against any and all claims, liabilities, damages, costs, penalties, losses, 
actions, suits, or proceedings at law or in equity, and any other expenses, fees, or charges of any 
character or nature, which Escrow Agent may incur or with which Escrow Agent may be 
threatened directly or indirectly arising flO11 or in any way connected with this Escrow 
Agreement, except in the case of gross negligence, willful misconduct, or breach of trust by 
Escrow Agent. In connection therewith, Association and the County indemnify Escrow Agent 
against any and all reasonable expenses, including reasonable attorney fees (pre-litigation, 
litigation, and appellate) and the cost of defending or prosecuting any action, suit, or proceeding or 
resisting any such claim, whether or not litigation is instituted. Nothing contained herein is 
intended as, nor shall constitute, a waiver by County or Escrow Agent of its sovereign 
immunity protections pursuant to Section 768.28, Florida Statutes (20 I 5). 
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9. The Principals expressly agree that the consideration, in part, for each of 
them entering into this Escrow Agreement is the willingness of the other to limit the remedies 
for all actions arising out of or i)1 connection with this Escrow Agreement. Tbe Principals 
expressly waive their respective rights to sue for damages of any type for breach of or default 
under this Agreement by any party hereto. Upon any failure by any party hereto to perform 
its obligations under this Escrow Agreement, each party shall be limited strictly to only the 
following remedies: 

3. Action for specific performance or injunction; 

b. Action for declaratory judgment regarding the rights and obligations of 
the County; 

c. Any combination of the foregoing. 

10. Notwithstanding any provision of this Escrow Agreement to the contrary, 
Escrow Agent shall not be required to make payment of an amount in excess of the 
balance in the Escrow Account nor make any interest payment on any balance in the Escrow 
Account. 

J I. The term of this Escrow Agreement shall be for a period of one year, 
commencing upon the County's final inspection approval or the County's issuance of a final 
letter of completion for such facility. This Escrow Agreement may be terminated earlier as 
follows: 

a. Upon written notice given by all Principals of cancellation of 
designation of Escrow Agent to act and serve in said capacity, in which event, 
cancellation shall take effect no earlier than 20 business days aftcr notice to Escrow 
Agent of such cancellation; or 

b. Upon Escrow Agent's resignation as escrow agent, which Escrow 
Agent may do at any time upon giving written notice to Principals of its desire 
to so resign; provided, however, that rcsignati::n of Escrow Agent shall take effect 
no earlier than 20 business days after the giving ofnotice of resignation; or 

c. Upon disbursement of all Escrowed Funds as provided in Section 4. 

12. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the one-year term may not apply to any portion 
of the Escrowed Funds that are subject to any active Or pending draw request(s) pursuant to 
Section 4 above. 

13. Upon termination of the duties of Escrow Agent in either manner set forth in 
Section IlA or !lB, Escrow Agent shall deliver all of the Escrowed Funds to the newly 
appointed escrow agent designated in writing by all Principals. Regarding Section lIB only, 
in the event tbe Principals fail to agree upon a successor escrow agent prior to the effective 
date of the cancellation or resignation, Escrow Agent shall have the right to deposit the Escrowed 
Funds into the registry of an appropriate state court of competent jurisdiction in Orange 
County, Florida, and request judicial determination of the rights of the Principals by interpleade1143 
or other appropriate actioll. 
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14. In the event Escrow Agent isjoincd as a party to a lawsuit by virtue of the fact 
that it is holding the Escrowed Funds, Escrow Agent shall, at its option, either: (a) tender the 
Escrowed Funds into the registry oftlle appropriate court; or (b) disburse the Escrowed Funds in 
accordance with the court's ultimate disposition of the case. In the event Escrow Agent tenders 
the Escrowed Funds into the registry of the appropriate court and files an action of interpleader 
naming Principals and any affected third parties of whom Escrow Agent has received actual 
notice, Escrow Agent shall be released and relieved from any and all further obligation and 
liability hereunder or in connection herewith. The Principals agree that Escrow Agent shall not be 
liable to any party or person whomsoever for the misdelivery to Association and County or 
otherwise of any monies except where such misdelivery shall be due to willful misconduct, gross 
negligence, or breach of trust by Escrow Agent. 

15. Any notice required to be given hereunder shall be in writing and hand delivered 
by messenger; mailed, postage prepaid, by United States Certified or Registered Mail, Return 
Receipt Requested; or dispatched by a nationally-recognized overnight mail delivery service, 
addressed to the parties as follows: 

If to County: 

Orange County, Florida 
P.O. Box 1393 
Orlando, Florida, 32802-1393 
Attn.: Orange County Administrator 
Facsimile: (407) 836-7399 
E-mail: countyadmin@ocfl.net 

With a copy to: 

Orange County Environmental Protection Division 
3465 McCrory Place, Suite 200 
Orlando, Florida 32803 
Attn.: Lori Cunniff, 
Manager Facsimile: (407) 836-1499 
Email: lori.cunniff@ocfl.net 

!fto Association: 

Independence Community Association, Inc. 
Attn: Kristina Morant 
14213 Pleach Street 
Winter Garden, FL 34787 
Email: Kristina.morant@fsrcsidential.com 
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Ulo Escrow Agent 

Orange County Comptroller 
201 S. Rosalind Avenue 
P.O. Box 38 
Orlando, Florida 32802-0038 
Attn: Director of Finance and Accounting 
Tel: (407)836-5715 
Facsimile: (407) 836-5753 
Email: paul.wunderlich@occompt.com 

Notice shall be deemed to have been given and received: (i) ifby hand delivery, upon delivery; 
(ii) if by mail, three days after the date first deposited in the United States mail; (iii) if by 
overnight courier; on the date shown on the courier's receipt as the date of actual delivery. 
Facsimile numbers and email addresses are provided as a convenience only; notification by 
either method is not sufficient to constitute notice except under the circumstances specifically 
set forth in Section 3 herein for email notification from the Escrow Agent. A party may change 
its address by giving written notice to other patties as specified herein. 

16. The failure of Escrow Agent or Principals to insist in anyone or more cases 
upon the strict performance of anyone ofthe terms, covenants, conditions, or provisions of this 
Escrow Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver or a relinquishment of such party's right 
to insist on strict performance of any such term, covenant, condition, or provision in the future. 

17. This Escrow Agreement shall be governed by, construed and interpreted in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Florida. Thc parties acknowledge that personal 
jurisdi ction upon proper service will be valid in the State ofF lorida, and that venue of all actions 
arising out of or related to this Escrow Agreement shall be proper 0 n I y in a state court 
of competent jurisdiction located in Orange County, Florida. 

18. Neither Escrow Agent nor Principals shall be bound by any modification, 
cancellation or reSCISSion of this Escrow Agreement unless in writing and signcd by Escrow 
Agcnt and Principals. 

19. No right, power or remedy conferred upon Escrow Agent by this Escrow 
Agreement is exclusive of any other right, power or remedy, bul each and every such right, 
power or remedy, shall be cumulative and concurrent and shall be in addition to any other right, 
power or remedy Escrow Agent may have under the Escrow Agrecment or now or herealler 
existing at law, in equity or by statute. The exercise of one rjght, power or remedy by Escrow 
Agent shall not be construed or considered as a waiver of any other right, power or remedy. 
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20. Tbis Escrow Agreement contains the entire understanding between the parties 
and the parties agree tbat no representation was made by or on behalf of the other whieh is 
not contained in this Escrow Agreement, and that in entering into this Escrow Agreement neither 
relied upon any representation not especially herein contained. 

21. This Escrow Agreement shall be bindin g upon Principals and Escrow Agent and 
their respective successors and assigns. 

22. Handwritten provIsIons and/or typewritten provisions inserted in this Escrow 
Agreement, which arc initialed by all parties, shall control over tbe printed provisions in conflict 
therewith. 

23. The captions contained in tbis Escrow Agreement are for cOllvenience of 
reference only and in no way define, describe, extend or limit the scope or intent of this Escrow 
Agreement or the intent of any provision contained herein. Each reference to "day" or "days" 
herein shall mean calendar days unless otherwise stated. Any time periods provided for herein 
which shall end on a Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday shall extend to 5:00pm of the next full 
business day. 

24. This Escrow Agreement may be executed in up to three identical counterparts, 
each of which, when executed, shall be deemed to be an original and all of whicb together shall 
constitute one and the same document. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Escrow Agrecment to be duly 
executed on the dates set forth below. 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the 
presence of: 

Signature 

Print Namc 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the 
presence of: 

_~/i~-/ 
Signature 

{1.rv I L C.l(l 4t1l1lO(1 

Print Name 

~~---
Signature 

A {\ M __ Laxu10.a",L. 
Printed Name 

Accepted and agreed to: 

Attest: Martha o. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By: 
Deputy Clerk 

Date: --_._ ..•. _---

21 

ESCROW AGENT: 
Martha o. Haynie, 
Orange County Comptroller 

By: Martha O. Hayne, 
Orange County Comptroller 

Date: 

ASSOCIATION: 

,,,dol''' "d"o kmm", i'Y A"", io<i me, ,,," 

By: John I/Webb 
Vice President 

Date: 

ORANGE COUNTY, FORlDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: -_._ .. _._--
Teresa Jacobs 
Orange Counly Mayor 

Dale: 
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I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

4 

= 
Interoffice Mer, 

GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

AGENDA ITEM 

~::~. :::~~~~~:~~:~~:). 
Community, Environmenta;I~. Development 
Services Department \J 
John Smog or, Chairman 
Development Review Committee 
407 836-5616 

May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Zanzibar Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) 
First Amendment to Adequate Public Facilities (APF) 
Agreement· (Related to Case # PSP-15-07-200) 

The proposed Zanzibar Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) contains 141.57 
gross acres and is generally located on the north of Old YMCA Road, west of State 
Road 429. More specifically, the subject property is located within the Village H Specific 
Area Plan (SAP) of Horizon West, and is primarily designated Estate Rural, Garden 
Home, and Townhome on the Village H SAP Recommended Land Use Plan (LUP), with 
limited areas designated Upland Greenbelt and Wetlands. Through the PSP application 
#PSP-15-07-200, the proposed Zanzibar Phase I PSP subdivides 141.57 acres in order 
to construct 213 single-family residential dwelling units. 

Pursuant to Orange County Code Section 30-714, each property owner in a Horizon 
West PO is required to convey their proportionate share of APF lands, which are based 
on the ratio of required APF acres to net developable acres within the SAP. In the event 
that APF land requirements cannot be met within a particular PO, an owner may pay a 
fee to the County equal to the value of the ratio of required APF lands, and based upon 
the average fair market value of land as established by an independent appraiser. For 
the Village H SAP, the adopted ratio of APF acres to net developable acres is 1.0 to 7.6. 

In order to satisfy the requirements of Chapter 30, Article XIV of the Orange County 
Code ("APF/TDR Ordinance"), the Zanzibar PO was subject to an APF agreement, 
which was entered into on December 3, 2013. That APF agreement recognizes that the 
project is accountable for a minimum of 14.77 acres of APF lands. The owner has 
provided 5.78 acres of APF land to the County creating an APF deficit of 8.99 acres. 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
Zanzibar Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) 
First Amendment to Adequate Public Facilities (APF) Agreement 
(Related to Case # PSP-15-07-200) 

The first amendment revises the APF agreement entered into on December 3, 2013, to 
change certain provisions related to conveyance of the APF land. The First 
Amendment to Zanzibar APF Agreement received a recommendation of approval from 
the Development Review Committee on March 9, 2016, and should be considered with 
the associated PSP public hearing. Upon approval by the Board of County 
Commissioners, the Agreement will be recorded in the Public Records of Orange 
County, Florida. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution of First Amendment to 
Adequate Public Facilities Agreement for Zanzibar PD 
by and between Zanzibar Properties, LLC and Orange 
County_ District 1 

JVW/JS:rep 

Attachments 
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THIS INSTRUMENT PREPARED BY AND 
AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO: 

Daniel T. 0 'Keefe, ESQUIRE 
Shulls & Boweu LLP 
300 S. Orange Avenue, Suite 1000 
Orlando, FL 32801 

Tax Parcell.D. No.: 31-23-27-0000-00-004 

FIRST AMENDMENT TO 
ADEQUATE PUBLIC FACILITIES AGREEMENT 

FOR ZANZIBAR PD 

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO ADEQUATE PUBLIC FACILITIES 
AGREEMENT FOR ZANZIBAR PD (this "First Amendment") is made and entered into by 
and between ZANZIBAR PROPERTIES, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, whose 
mailing address is 27 Summerlin Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801 ("Owner"), and ORANGE 
COUNTY, a charter county and political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address is 
P.O. Box 1393, Orlando, Florida 32802-1393 ("County") and. 

RECITALS: 

A. The County and the Owner entered into that certain Adequate Public Facilities 
Agreement for Zanzibar PD (the "Agreement") on December 3, 20l3, as recorded in Official 
Records Book 10732, Page 3563, of the Public Records of Orange County, Florida, for the 
propcrty more particularly described therein (the "PD Property"). 

B. The County and the Owner desire to amend the Agreement to revise certain 
provisions related to conveyance of the APF Land. 

NOW THEREI<'ORE, for and in consideration of the above premises, the mutual 
covenants and agreements set fOlth herein, and for other good and valuable consideration, the 
receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereby agree as follows: 

AGREEMENT 

1. Recitals. The above recitals are true and correct and are hereby incorporated as 
material provisions of this First Amendment by this reference. 

2. New Section 4.1. The following is added as new Section 4.1, Schedule for 
Conveyance of APF Land: 

"4.1. Schedule for Conveyance of APF Land. As an alternative to conveyance 
prior to or in connection with PD approval, the Owner bas elected to convey the 
API" Land at a later time, as contemplated by Section 30-714 of the APF/TDR 
Ordinance. Unless otherwise provided herein, at the time of PSP/DP approval for 
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the parcel in which APF Land is located, the County and the Owner shall 
mutually determine whether that portion of the APF Land within such PSP/DP 
shall be dedicated by deed or by plat. The APF Land for (i) the Town Center 
Connector right-of-way; (ii) the old YMCA East right-of-way; (iii) the old 
YMCA West right-of-way; and (iv) the related stormwater areas for the PSP shall 
be conveyed by plat. If the particular APF Land is to be conveyed to the County 
by deed or easement, then prior to County approval of the applicable PSP/DP, the 
Owner, or its assigns, shall execute one or more General Warranty Deeds and/or 
easements for the APF Land that is included in the PSP/PD, naming the County as 
Grantee, and shall deliver the executed deed(s) and/or easements to the County. 
Conveyance of APF Land by deed or easement shall be in accordance with the 
process described in Section 6 of this Agreement. Conveyance of APF Land by 
plat shall be in accordance with the County's platting process." 

3. Amendment to Section 5. The first two sentences of Section 5, Conveyance 
Procedure, are deleted and replaced with the following: 

"In accordance with the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the Owner, or its 
assigns, shall deliver to the County the General WalTanty Deed or easement 
document, as applicable, to any APF Land that will not be conveyed by plat. All 
conveyances to the County shall be free and clear of all liens and encumbrances, 
except for easements and other matters of record which would not prevent the 
utilization of the conveyance for the intended purposes and which are consistent 
with County's intended use(s) and acceptable to the County (collectively referred 
to as the "Permitted Exceptions")." 

4. Effect of the Amendment. Except as amended hereby, the Agreement shall 
rcma111 111 full force and effect. Capi talized terms not defined herein shall have the same 
definition as in the Agreement. 

5. Counterp<t.r.t.~. This First Amendment may be executed in not more than two (2) 
counterparts, both of which taken together shall constitute one and the same instrument and 
either party or signatory hereto may execute this First Amendment by signing any such 
counterpart. 

6. Notice.· Any notice delivered with respect to this First Amendment shall be in 
writing and shall be deemed to be delivered (whether or not actually received) (i) when hand 
delivered to the person(s) hereinafter designated, or (ii) upon deposit of such notice in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid, certified mail, return-receipt requested, addressed to the person at 
the address set forth opposite the party's name below, or to such other address or to such other 
person as the party shall have specified by written notice to the other party delivered in 
accordance herewith. 

Page 2 of6 
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As to Owner: 

With a copy to: 

As to County: 

With a copy to: 

Mattamy Orlando LLC 
1900 Summit Tower Blvd, Suite 500 
Orlando, FL 32810 
Attention: Keith Trace 
Email: Keith.Trace@mattamycorp.com 

Shutts & Bowen LLP 
300 S. Orange Ave., Suite 1000 
Orlando, FL 32801 
Attention: Daniel T. O'Keefe, Esquire 
Email: dokeefe@shutts.com 

Orange County Administrator 
P.O. Box 1393 
201 S. Rosalind Ave 
Orlando, FL 32802-1393 

Orange County Growth Management Depmiment 
Mm1ager, Transportation Planning Division 
Orange County Public Works Complex 
4200 S. John Young Parkway 
Orlando, Florida 32839-9205 

7. Co'!.<;nants Running with the Land. This First Amendment shall run with the PO 
Property and shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit and detriment of the heirs, legal 
representatives, successors, and assigns of Owner and any person, firm, corporation, or other 
entity that may become the successor in interest to the PO Property, as that term is defined in tbe 
Agreement. 

8. RecordatiQJ1. An executed original of this First Amendment shall be recorded, at 
Owner's expense, in the Public Records of Orange County, Florida within thirty (30) days of the 
Effective Date. 

9. Applicable Law. Tbis First Amendment and the provisions contained herein shall 
be construed, controlled, and interpreted according to the laws of the State of Florida. 

10. Time is of the Essence. Time is hereby declared of tbe essence to the lawful 
performance of the duties and obligations contained in this First Amendment and in thc 
Agreement. 

11. Further Documcntation. The parties agree that at any time following a request 
therefor by the other party, each shall execute and deliver to the other paliy such fmiher 
documents and instruments reasonably necessary to confirm and/or effectuate the obligations of 
either party hereunder and the consummation of the transactions contemplated hereby. 

ORLDOCS 14540174328830.0065 
Page 3 of6 

152 



153

First Amendment to APF Agreement 
Zanzibar I'D, Zanzibar Properties, LLC, 2016 

12. Limitation of Remedies. County and Owner expressly agree that the 
consideration, in part, for each of them entering into this First Amendment is the willingness of 
the other to limit the remedies for all actions arising out of or in connection with this First 
Amendment. 

(a) Limitations on County's remedies. Upon any failure by Owner to perform its 
obligations under this First Amendment, County shall be limited strictly to only the following 
remedies: 

(i) action for specific performance or injunction; and/or 
(ii) the withholding of development permits and other 

approvals and/or permits in cODllection with the PD 
Property. 

In addition to the foregoing, nothing in this First Amendment prohibits or estops County fr0111 
exercising its power of eminent domain with respect to the APF Right-of-Way or any other 
portion of the PD Property as County may lawfully elect. 

(b) Limitations on Owner's remedies. Upon any failure by County to perform its 
obligations under this First Amendment, Owner shall be limited strictly to only the following 
remedies: 

(i) action for specific performance; or 
(ii) action for injunction; or 
(iii) action for declaratory judgment regarding the rights and 
obligations of Owner; or 
(iv) any combination of the foregoing. 

Both parties expressly waive their respective rights to sue for damages of any type for breach of; 
or default under, this First Amendment by the other. Both parties expressly agree that each party 
shall bear the cost of its own attorney fees for any action arising out of or in connection with this 
Amendment. Venue for any actions initiated under or in connection with this First Amendment 
shall be in the Circuit Court of the Ninth Judicial Circuit in and for Orange County, Florida 

13. Authority to Contract. The execution of this First Agreement has been duly 
authorized by the appropriate body or official of the County and the Owner. 

Page 4 of6 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the County and the Owner have executed this First 
Amendment by their respective duly, authorized representatives in manner and form sufficient to 
bind them on the dates set forth below. 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller, 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By: ___________ _ 
Deputy Clerk 

Print Name: ___________ _ 

"COUNTY" 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 

Date: 

Board of County Commissioners 

By: _________ _ 
Teresa Jacobs, 
Orange County Mayor 

__________ ,2016 

Page 5 of 6 
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Signed, sealed and delivered in 
tbe presence of: 

Print Name: t\3h 14/ VVes±mv I'd a.ncl. 

~~/"~£J~ 
~me;L: =L~i=lyI,~I1'-S~"<---;/-'I-.I-' V-;q-,-v--

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

ORIDOCS 14540]74328830.0065 

"OWNER" 

ZANZIBAR PROPERTIES, LLC, 
a Florida limited Ii 'tfYCo llpany 

BY:~N:;~~~~~~~~;;~ Print Name: 
Title: 

M17I..' I", .-, ~ Date: _--,--,-__ "7~ 1_=--oV'v=--___ , 2016 

My C mmission Expires: _ .. _______ _ 

':Pnge 6 of6 
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I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

5 

ORfu~GE Interoffice Memor 
'~ 

C~y 
GOVERNMENT 
FLORIPA 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT' 

May'or Teresa Jacobs 
D-

AGENDA ITEM 

~
Of ounty Commissioners 

a e E. Harrison, Esq" P,E" Chairman 
. 0 way Agreement Committee 

, 836-5610 

ay 10, 2016 - Consent Item 
roportionate Share Agreement Windermere Business Plaza 

Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (flk/a Cast Drive) 
to Taborfield Avenue 

The Roadway Agreement Committee has reviewed a Proportionate Share Agreement 
for Windermere Business Plaza on Reams Road (from From Center Drive (flkia Cast 
Drive) to Taborfeld Avenue) ("Agreement") by and between Windermere Business 
Plaza, LLC and Orange County for a proportionate share payment in the amount of 
$53,015, Pursuant to Section 163,3180(5)(h), Florida Statutes, an applicant may 
mitigate capacity deficiencies by entering into a Proportionate Share Agreement and 
contributing a proportionate share payment. The Proportionate Share payment is due 
within thirty days of the effective date of this Agreement. The Agreement follows the 
recommendations of the Roadway Agreement Committee providing for the mitigation of 
road impacts on Reams Road for five deficient trips on the road segment from Center 
Drive (f/k/a Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue in an amount of $10,603 per trip, 

The Roadway Agreement Committee approved the Proportionate Share Agreement on 
March 16, 2016, The Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure 
Forms are on file with the Transportation Planning Division, 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution of Proportionate Share 

JEH/HEGBrep 

Attachment 

Agreement for Windermere Business Plaza Reams Road 
Improvements: From Center Drive (f/k/a Cast Drive) to 
Taborfield Avenue by and between Windermere Business 
Plaza, LLC and Orange County for a proportionate share 
payment in the amount of $53,015, District 1 
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This instrument prepared by 
and after recording return to: 
Mohammed N, Abdallah, PE, PTOE 
Traffic & Mobility Consultants, LLC 
3101 Maguire Blvd, Ste 265 
Orlando, Florida 32803 

Parcel ID Number(s): 
36-23 -27-5452-03-000 

------------------------------------------ [SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDING DA TAJ----------------------------------------

PROPORTIONATE SHARE AGREEMENT FOR 
WINDERMERE BUSINESS PLAZA 

Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (flkla Cast Drive) toTaborfield Avenue 

This Proportionate Share Agreement (the "Agreement"), effective as of the latest date of 
execution (the "Effective Date"), is made and entered into by and between Windermere Business 
Plaza, LLC, a Florida limited liability company ("Owner"), whose mailing address is 11107 
Coniston Way, Windermere, FL 34786, and ORANGE COUNTY, a charter county and political 
subdivision of the State of Florida ("County"), whose mailing address is P,O, Box 1393, Orlando, 
FL 32802-13 93, 

WHEREAS, Owner is the owner of fee simple title to certain real property, as more 
particularly described on Exhibit "A," attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference 
(the "Property"); and 

WHEREAS, the Property is located in County Commission District 1, within the County's 
Urban Service Area, and the proceeds of the PS Payment, as defined herein, will be allocated to 
Reams Road from Taborfield Avenue to Summerlake Park Boulevard; and 

WHEREAS, Owner intends to develop the Property as 23,275 square feet of medical office 
and commercial uses (the "Pl'oject"); and 

WHEREAS, Owner received a letter from County dated March 7, 2016, stating that 
Owner's Capacity Encumbrance Letter (''CEL'') application #15-11-100 for the Project was 
denied; and 

WHEREAS, the Project will generate five (5) deficient PM Peak Hour trips (the "Excess 
Trips") for the deficient roadway segment on Reams Road from Center Drive (f/k/a Cast Drive) to 
Taborfield Avenue (the "Deficient Segment"), and zero (0) PM Peak Hour tTips were available on 
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the Deficient Segment on the date the CEL was denied, as further described in Exhibit "B" hereto; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Excess Trips will cause the Deficient Segment to operate below adopted 
Level of Service standards and, therefore, pursuant to Section 163 ,3180(5)(h), Florida Statutes, as 
amended, the Owner shall provide the County with proportionate share mitigation for the Excess 
Trips; and 

WHEREAS, Owner and County have agreed that the proportionate share payment 
necessary to mitigate the impact of the Excess Trips on the Deficient Segment through the cunent 
anticipated Project buildout is fifty-three lhousand fifteen and no/100 Dollars ($53,015,00) (the 
"PS Payment"); and 

WHEREAS, County and Owner desire to set forth certain terms, conditions, and 
agreements between them as to the development of the Property into the Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises contained herein and other good 
and valuable consideration exchanged by and between Owner and County, the receipt and 
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto stipulate and agree as follows: 

Section 1. 
by this reference, 

Section 2, 

Recitals, The above recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein 

Issuance oJ Capacity Encumbrance Letter. 

(a) Calculation of PS Payment: The amount of the PS Payment for the 
Deficient Segment described in Exhibit "B," attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference, totals fifty-three thousand fifteen and no/l00 Dollars ($53,015,00), This PS 
Payment was calculated in accordance with the methodology outlined in Section 163,3180, 
Florida Statutes, Owner and County agree that the Excess Trips constitute the Project's 
impact on the aforementioned Deficient Segment based upon (i) Owner's Traffic Study 
titled "Windermere Village Plaza, Lakeside Village South PD Traffic Impact Analysis" 
prepared by TRAFFIC & MOBILITY CONSULTANTS, LLC on January 20, 2016, for 
WINDERMERE BUSINESS PLAZA, LLC (the "Traffic Study"), and incorporated herein 
by this reference, and (ii) upon calculations described in Exhibit "B," The Traffic Study 
was accepted by the Orange COWlty Transportation Planning Division on March 7, 2016, 
and is on file and available for inspection with that Division (CMS #15-11-100), Owner 
and County further acknowledge and agree that lhe PS Payment as set forth above shall be 
the final and binding calculation of the amount the Owner is required to pay through the 
buildout of the Project as proportionate share mitigation for impacts of the Project upon 
roadways impacted by the Project within Orange County's jurisdiction, not\\~thstanding 
any subsequent variance in the actual cost of improvement to the Deficient Segment or 
actual traffic impacts created by the Project; provided, however, that if Owner subsequently 
increases the number of units andlor square footage, as applicable, of the Project, the 
Project Jllay then be subject to an additional concurrency evaluation and proportionate 
share agreement as set forth in Section 2(d) below, Owner and County further aclmowledge 
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and agree that the calculation of and agreement regarding the amount of the PS Payment 
constitute material inducements for the parties to enter into this Agreement. 

(b) Timing oj 1'S Payment. Within thirty (30) days following the Effective Date, 
Owner shall deliver a check to County in the amount of fifty-three thousand fifteen and 
no/lOO Dollars ($53,015.00) as the PS Payment. The check shall be made payable to 
"Orange County Board of County Commissioners" and shall be delivered to the Fiscal and 
Operational Support Division of the Community, Environmental, and Development 
SeIvices Department. Within twenty-one (21) days following its receipt of the PS Payment, 
County shall issue a CEL sufficient to encumber traffic capacity for the Project, irrespective 
of any actual traffic deficiency on the Deficient Segment. Within the time frame provided 
in the CEL, the Owner must reserve the encumbered trips by obtaining a Capacity 
Reservation Certificate as provided in Section 30-591 of the Orange County Code, as may 
be amended. An amount equal to the PS Payment shall be applied toward the amount of 
the initial reservation payment (and any subsequent reservation payment(s), if the initial 
reservation payment does not exceed the amount of the PS Payment) as further set forth in 
Section 3 below. In the event Owner has not paid the PS Payment within thirty (30) days 
of the Effective Date, this Agreement shall become null and void. 

(c) Project Development. Recordation of a subdivision plat or approval of a 
commercial site plan for the Project shall not be permitted prior to the issuance of a 
Capacity Reservation Certificate as contemplated in subparagraph 2(b) above. 

(d) Increase in Pmject Trips. Any change to the Project which increases the 
unit count and/or square footage, as applicable, may result in an increase in trips on the 
Deficient Segment or other segments within the transportation impact area, as defined by 
County. Owner understands and agrees that any such additional trips are neither vested 
nor otherwise permitted under this Agreement, and that Owner is precluded from asserting 
any such vesting. In addition, Owner understands and agrees that any such changes 
resulting in an increase in trips may cause this Agreement to become null and void, and/or 
may require application for and execution of an additional PropOItionate Share Agreement, 
along with any other required documentation, for the number of increased trips. 

(e) Satisjaction oj7/unsportation Improvement Requirements. County hereby 
acknowledges and agrees that, based upon Owner's commitment to pay the PS Payment as 
required herein and absent any change in the Project increasing the number of trips as set 
forth in subparagraph 2( d) above, Owner shall be deemed to have satisfied all requirements 
for the mitigation of the traffic impacts of the Project on all roads affected by the Project 
within County's jurisdiction through buildout of the Project. Owner shall be entitled to 
fully and completely develop the Project, without regard to whether the improvements to 
the Deficient Segment are actually constructed. Provided, however, Owner shall be 
required to obtain a Capacity Reservation Certificate prior to the expiration of Owner's 
Capacity Encumbrance Letter and shall be required to maintain the validity of the Capacity 
Reservation Certificate in accordance with its terms. Nothing herein shall be construed to 
exempt Owner from meeting the requirements of all other applicable laws, regulations, or 
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Orange County Code provisions or from making the required payment of transportation 
impact fees applicable to the Project, subject to credits as set forth in Section 3 below. 

Section 3. Transportation Impact Fee Credits. COtUlty and Owner agree that Owner 
shall be entitled to receive transportation impact fee credits on a dollar for dollar basis in an amount 
up to but not exceeding the PS Payment in accordance with Section 163.3180, Florida Statutes, 
and as more particularly described in Exhibit "B" attached hereto. County further agrees that such 
credits may be applied on a dollar for dollar basis against capacity reservation fees at such time as 
capacity reservation fees may be required to be paid by Owner in connection with the issuance of 
a Capacity Reservation Certificate as contemplated in Section 2 above. In no event shall Owner 
receive credits in excess of the PS Payment and in the event the PS Payment exceeds either the 
applicable transportation impact fees or capacity reservation fees, as the case may be, Owner shall 
not be entitled to a refund for the amount of the PS Payment in excess of such transportation impact 
fees or capacity reservation fees. 

Sectioll 4. No RefulUL The PS Payment (including any reservation fees paid with the 
PS Payment) is non-refundable. 

Section 5. Notice. With the exception of the timing of the PS Payment as set forth in 
Section 2(b) hereof, the parties acknowledge and agree that no party shall be considered in default 
for failure to perform under this Agreement until such party has received written notice specifying 
the nature of such default or failure to perform and said party fails to cure said default or fails to 
perform within thirty (30) days of receipt of written notice. Any notice delivered with respect to 
this Agreement shall be in writing and be deemed to be delivered (whether or not actually received) 
(i) when hand delivered to the person(s) hereinafter designated, or (ii) upon deposit of such notice 
in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, certified mail, return receipt requested, addressed to 
the person at the address set forth opposite the party's name below, or to such other address or 
other person as the party shall have specified by written notice to the other party delivered in 
accordance herewith: 

As to Owner: Windermere Business Plaza, LLC 
11107 Coniston Way 
Windermere, Florida 34786 

Attention: Dr. Niral Patel 

With copy to: Traffic & Mobility Consultants, LLC 
3101 Maguire Blvd, Ste 265 
Orlando, Florida 32803 

Attention: Mr. Mohammed N. Abdallah, PE, PTOE 

As to County: Orange County Administrator 
P. O. Box 1393 
Orhmdo, Florida 32802-1393 
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With COpIes Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
to: Selvices Department 

Manager, Fiscal and Operational Support Division 
201 South Rosalind Avenue, 2nd Floor 
Orlando, Florida 32801 

Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
Services Department 
Manager, Transportation Planning Division 
4200 South John Young Parkway 
Orlando, Florida 32839 

Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
Services Department 
Manager, Planning Division 
20J South Rosalind Avenue, 2nd Floor 
Orlando, Florida 32801 

Section 6. Covenants Running with the Property. This Agreement shall be binding 
and shall inure to the benefit and burden of the heirs, legal representatives, successors, and assigns 
of the parties, and shall be a covenant running with the Property and be binding upon the successors 
and assigns of the Owner and upon any person, firm, corporation, or entity who may become the 
successor in interest to the Property. 

Section 7. Recordation of Agreement. The parties hereto agree that this Agreement 
shall be recorded in the Public Records of Orange County, Florida, at Owner's expense, within ten 
(10) business days after the Effective Date. 

Section 8. Applicable Law. This Agreement and the provisions contained herein shall 
be construed, controlled, and interpreted according to the laws of the State of Florida and in 
accordance with the Orange County Code. 

Section 9. Specific Performance. COWlty and Owner shall each have the right to 
enforce the terms and conditions of this Agreement only by an action for specifIC perfonnance. 
Venue for any action(s) initiated under or in connection with this Agreement shall lie in the Circuit 
COUlt of the Ninth Judicial Circuit in and for Orange County, Florida. 

SectiolllO. Attorney Fees. In the event either party hereto brings an action or 
proceeding including any counterclaim, cross-claim, or third paIty claim, against the other party 
arising out of this Agreement, each palty in such action or proceeding, including appeals therefrom, 
shall be responsible for its own attomey and legal fees. 

Sec/ion J 1. COlts/ruction of Agreement; Severability. Captions of the Sections and 
Subsections of this Agreement are for convenience and reference only; any words contained 
therein shall in no way be held to explain, modify, amplify, or aid in the interpretation, construction, 
or meaning of the provisions of this Agreement. If any provision of this Agreement, the deletion 
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of which would not adversely affect the receipt of any material benefits by any party hereunder or 
substantially increase the burden of any party hereunder, shall be held to be invalid or 
unenforceable to any extent by a court of competent jurisdiction, the same shall not affect in any 
respect whatsoever the validity or enforceability of the remainder of this Agreement. 

Section 12, Amendments. No amendment, modification, or other change(s) to this 
Agreement shall be binding upon the parties unless in writing executed by all of the parties. 

Section 13, Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in up to three (3) 
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed to be an original and all of which together shall 
constitute one and the same instrument. 

[Signatures appear on following pages] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be duly executed by 
their respective duly authorized representatives on the dates set forth below. 

"COUNTY" 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: ___ -.,-________ _ 

Teresa J aco bs 
Orange County Mayor 

Date: _____________ _ 

ATTEST: Maltha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By: 
Deputy Clerk 

Print Name: __________ _ 

Page 7 of 12 
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"WINDERMERE BUSINESS PLAZA" 

WITNESSES: 

'lYl1" e{l:~2 

Print Name: -1':::">""-''''-'''''-7-+'''-'''==-

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

"OWNER" 

Windermere Business Plaza, LLC, a Florida 
limited liability co1 

By: ~ 

Print Name: Dr. Niral Patel 

Title: Manager 

Date: ___ ---'.-'l,J..Jh+,\W:...:.1..-'-i b ___ _ 

SWORN to and subscribed freely and voluntarily for the purposes therein expressed before 
me by Dr. Niral Patel, as Manager of Windermere Business Plaza, LLC, a Florida limited liability 
company.)/wh.O is known~~ to be the person described herein and who executed the foregoing, 
this I) 'r day of \ \ , 20 lJa. He is personally known to me or has produced 

(type of identificatiofl}as laentification and did/did not 
(circle one) take an oath. 

~TNESS my hand and official seal in the COlmty and State last aforesaid this t f--day 
of \ \ \ , 1701 \P . 

~xM-VJ 
Print Name:teJt\V1() (\lu.hP) 
My Commission Expires: ______ _ 
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Exhibit "A" 

"WINDERMERE BUSINESS PLAZA" 

Parcel ID: 36-23-27-5452-03-000 

Lot 3 of Lakeside Village Center South, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat 
Book 87, Page 94 of the Public f~ecords of Orange County, Florida also being described 
as: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION - PROPOSED DR, PArrL SITE 

A PARCEL or LAND LYING IN THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SEC1l0N 36, TOWNSHIP 23 SOUTI-!, RANGE 27 EAST, 
ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT mE INTERSEcnON or THE EAST LINE OF 1}l£ NORTHEAST 1/4 Of SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 23 
SDum, RANGE 27 EAST, ORANGE COUNTY, fLORIDA, 'MTH THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT Of WAY LINE OF Vo1NTER 
GARDEN - VlNELAND ROAD (COUNTY ROAD 535) AS SHOV;N ON mE ORANGE COUNTY, fLORIDA, RIGHT Of WAY 
MAP PHASE 1 (NORTH SECnON) PROJECT NUMBER YO-aDaa PREPARED BY K1MLEY-HORNj THENCE RUN 
N7"Ol'07"W ALONG SAlD SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE 191,12 FrET; THENCE CONTINUE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY LINE N74'41'25~W 24,51 fEET TO A POINT ON 1HE NORTHERLY LINE Of THE PARCELS OF LAND 
DEEDED TO ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, FOR ROAD RIGHT OF' WAY PURPOSES BY TIlE WARRANTY DEEDS RECORDED 
IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 10084, PAGE 2169 AND omCIAL RECORDS aOOK 10440, PAGE 1798; THENCE 
LEAVlNG AFORESAID SOUTI1ERLY RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF 'MNTER GARDEN - VINELAND ROAD RUN ALONG SAID 
NORTHERLY UNE OF THE WARRANTY DEED PARCELS THE FOLLOWING NINE COURSES: S211S'15"W 93,25 fEET TO 
THE POINT OF CURVATURE Of A CURVE CONCAVE NORTHWESl£RLY HAViNG A RADIUS Of 800.00 FEET AND A 
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 3214"44~j THENCE RUN SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 450,23 FEET TO 
lHE POINT OF TANGEN'CYj THENCE 'S53"29'59"W 329,96 fEET FOR 'A POINT OF eEGINNINGj THENCE CONllNUE 
S53'29'59"W 249.07 FEET: THENCE RADIALLY N36'30'O'·W 1,25 FEET TO 1HE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CUR\IE 
CONCAVE NORlHERlY HAVlNG A RADIUS OF 34.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 54'10'52": THENCE RUN 
weSTERLY ALONG niE ARC OF SAID CURVE 38,09 fEET TO TI-JE POINT OF REVERSE CURVA1URE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE SOUiHERLY HAVlNG A RADIUS OF 155,00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 39'04'49"j THENCE RUN 
I'i'C:STERLY ALONG THE ARC Of SAID CURVE 106,40 FEET TO THE POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE OF A CURVE 
CONCAVE NORTHERLY HAVlNG A RADIUS OF 34,00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 64'35'59"; THENCE RUN 
\'Ii::STERLY ALONG TI-JE ARC OF SAIO CURVE 38,33 fEET TO 111E POINT Of TANGENCY; THENCE N.j5'47'5S"W 
125,73 FEET: THENCE LEA\I1NG AFOREMENTIONED NOR1HERLY LINE OF THE PARCELS OF LAND DEEDED TO ORANGE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, RUN N53'12'01"E 374,17 FEET: iHENCE 536'30'01"E 253,07 FEET TO THE POINT OF' BEGINN!NG, 

NOTES 

1, THIS SKETCH AND DESCRIPTION WAS PREPARED 8Y THOMAS L CONNER, 5424 SOUTH BRACKEN COURT, 
'MNTER PARK, FLORIDA, FLORIDA UCENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER, 

2, NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY, SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY, SEE BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHY SURVEY BY 
THE UNDERSIGNED FOR COMPLETE SURVEY OF IMPROVEMENTS, EASEMENTS AND OTHER MATTERS OF' SURVEY, 
INCLUDING NOTES RELATED TO THE COMPOS!1lON OF n-liS DESCRIPTlON. 

J. NO UNDERGROUND FEATURES, INCLUDING UllllTIES AND rOOTERS HAVE BEEN SHOWN. 

4, BEARINGS ARE BASED ON 11-IE EAST UNE Of THE NORTHEAST 1/4 Of SECTlON 35, TO\\1'>lSHIP 23 soum, 
RANGE 27 EAST, ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA AS BEING ASSUMED SDO'06'17"\V ACCORDING TO mE PLAT OF 
RESIDENCES AT LAKESIDE VILLAGE, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 78, PAGE 85 .\: 87, OF 11-IE PUBLIC RECORDS 
or OltANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, . 

5, THE ENTlRE PARCEL CONTAINS 2.00 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, 

6. nlls SURVEY MEETS THE MINIMUM TECHNICAL STANDARDS SET FORTIi IN FLOR!DA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE RULE 
5J-l1.05 PURSUANT TO FLORIDA STATUTE 472, FOR A SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION, 

7. TH!S SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION IS NOT VALID WITHOUT THE SIGNA WRE AND ORIG!NAL RAISED SEAL OF A 
FLORIDA LICENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER, 

THOMAS L CONNER 
FLORWA LICENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER NUMBER LS434D 

NoTt; SEE SHEETS 2 & 3 OF J FOR SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION, 
THIS DESCRIPTION IS NOT VALID WITHOUT SHEETS 2 &: J OF J ATTACHED. 

DATE .V2Z~ll~4-T""---SK-E-T-CH-A-ND--D-E-SC-R-'P-n-O-N----'r----"lH""O"M-:A""S'"'""L . .."C."O"N"N"E"R-, -,P-"S""M,----'--l 
SCALE--llilHL- PROPOSED DR, PA1EL SITE SURVE.Y AND MAPPING CONSULTANT 
DRAWING ...2.M.W~ LAKESIDE VILLAGE CENTER ~~H ~OU'nf BRIICKt~ COURT 

PROJECT _.2..O.MJL.... ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA WN~~~lLr:6~~ e~:~?;:~o~ 
1 OF .3 PIl.EPARED fOR f'loRIOA ucom:o SURVEYOR mo MIJ>PrR 

~~~~!~rn"--" ____ 8~O~YD~~D~EVE~l~OP~M,;E~N~T_C~O~R~P~O~R~An~O~N"-_L-_____ '_'_'·_'_~-"~~I~~'~~~~'~~~~~\~~~~~~~OO~~~\<~~_'_'_"_'ffi __ ' __ _____ 

Page 9 of 12 
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Proportionate Share Agreement for 
Windermere Business Plaza, LLC for Ream, Road Improvements, 2016 

.---.------------------------------------------~ 

/ 
/ 

LECEND 

PC DENOTES POINT OF CURVATURE 
PT DENOTES POINT OF TANGENCY 
PRC DENOTES POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE 

NOTE: SEE SHEET 1 OF' J FOR LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND NOTES. 
THIS SKETCH IS NOT VAUD WITHOUT SHEET 1 OF J ATIACHEO, 

;--J724/H 
SCALE ,* -= JQQ' 
DRA'MNG ~QJ... 
PROJECT 2055a 

2 OF 3 
J-_SH="';;..NU~9ER 

SKETCH AND DESCRIPTION 
PROPOSED DR, PATEL SITE 
LAKESIDE VILLAGE CEN1ER 
ORANGE COUNTY. FLORIDA 

PREPARED fOR 
BOYD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

Page 10 of12 

THOM AS L. CON NER, PSM 
SURVi::Y AND MAPPING CONSULTANT 

~.2-i sOLlm 8RAD:EN COURT 
WlNlffi PARK, fl.ORIOA :3n9.2-940S 

ro.E1'HON~ {«07) O~e-S1J7 
flORIDA lIttHSED 9jR'lt'fQR AND !,j,v>PER 

1l0MO Of ffi0f[5S1Ct<Al &.!RVEYORS ... NO MAPprns 
llCDIS{: NUMBER LSOOOH40 

166 



167

Proportionate Share Agreement for 
Windermere Business Plaza, LLC for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

---.---'------------------------------------------~ 
LEGEND 

PC DENOTES POINT OF CURVATURE 
PT DENOTES POINT OF TANGENCY 
PRC DENOTES POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE 

PROPOSED 
DR. PATEL SITE 
2. DO ACRES +-

NOTE: S£E SHEET 1 OF ;} FOR LECAL DESCRIPTION AND NOTES. 
THIS SKETCH IS NOT VAUD WITHOUT SHEET 1 OF 3 ATIACHED. 

DATE J 124Ji'i:"" 
SCALE-P. ::: lOP' 
ORA'MNG ~_ 
PROJECT -2.QMlL-

3 OF 3 
SHEET NlJMBER 

SKETCH AND DESCRIPTION 
PROPOSED DR. PATEL SITE 
LAKESIDE VlLLAGE CENTER 
ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

PREPARED FOR 
BOYO DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

Pllge 11 of12 
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CURVE DATA TABLE 

CURVE 1 
RADIUS= 34,00' 
DELTA=64'10'52" 
LENGTH= 3B,09' 

CURVE 2 
RADIUS= 156.00' 
DEl TA= 39'04'49" 
LENGTH= 106.40' 

CURVE 3 
RAOIUS= 34.00' 
DELTA= 64'35'59" 
LENGTH- 38.33' 

THOMAS L. CONNER, PSM 
SURVEY AND MAPPING CONsulTANT 

~1~ SOUTH aRACKtN COURT 
Wlli1ER PARK, noo.lDA Jn92-9.4(lS 

m.o>HONE:: (-107) nJ6-m7 
fUlRlDA ltCOiSED SJRVE'I'oo. AttO I,!,lPPER 

HOMIO Of PIlOf[SSlONo'J.. SURIttYOR5 MO IJ,I,PP(f\5 
UctNSE NIJME3I:R \..50004340 __ ..J 
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Proportionate Share Agreement for 
Windermere Business Plaza, LLC for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

Exhibit "B" 

"WINDERMERE BUSINESS PLAZA" 

Log of Project Contl'ibutions: Center Drive (f/kla Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue 
r ~. 
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I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

6 

g~ 
Interoffice I 

GOVERNi\IENT 
I'l,OR1DA 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AN -

of County Commissioners 

~1JlI!';;..u._Harrison, Esq" P.E., Chairman 
y Agreement Committee 
-5610 

May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 

AGENDA ITEM 

Proportionate Share Agreement Bank of America, Lakeside Village 
South PO Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (flk/a Cast 
Drive) to Taborfield Avenue 

The Roadway Agreement Committee has reviewed a Proportionate Share Agreement 
for Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PO on Reams Road (from Center Drive 
(f/k/a Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue ("Agreement") by and between Lakeside II 
Partners, LLC and Orange County for a proportionate share payment in the amount of 
$53,015. Pursuant to Section 163.3180(5)(h), Florida Statutes, an applicant may 
mitigate capacity deficiencies by entering into a Proportionate Share Agreement and 
contributing a proportionate share payment. The Proportionate Share Payment is due 
within thirty days of the effective date of this Agreement. The Agreement follows the 
recommendations of the Roadway Agreement Committee providing for the mitigation of 
road impacts on Reams Road for five deficient trips on the road segment from Center 
Drive (flk/a Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue in an amount of $10,603 per trip. 

The Roadway Agreement Committee approved the Proportionate Share Agreement on 
March 16, 2016. The Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure 
Forms are on file with the Transportation Planning Division. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution of Proportionate Share 

JEH/HEGB:rep 

Attachment 

Agreement for Bank of America, Lakeside Village South 
PD Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (f/k/a 
Cast Drive) to Taborfield Avenue by and between 
Lakeside II Partners, LLC and Orange County for a 
proportionate share payment in the amount of $53,015. 
District 1 
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This instrument prepared by 
and after recording return 10: 

Mohammed N. Abdallah, PE, PTOE 
Traffic & Mobility Consultants, LLC 
3101 Maguire Blvd, Ste 265 
Orlando, Florida 32803 

ParcellD Number(s): 
36-23-27-5452-01-003 

------------------------------------------[ SI' ACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDING DATA 1----------------------------------------

PROPORTIONATE SHARE AGREEMENT FOR 
BANK OF AMERICA, LAKESIDE VILLAGE SOUTH PD 

Reams Road Improvements: From Center Drive (f/k/a Cast Drive) toTaborficld Avenue 

This Proportionate Share Agreement (the "Agreement"), effective as of the latest date of 
execution (the "Elfective Date"), is made and entered into by and between Lakeside II Partners, 
LLC, a Florida limited liability company ("Owner"), whose mailing address is 7586 W Sand Lake 
Rd, Orlando, FL, 32819, and ORANGE COUNTY, a charter county and political subdivision of 
the State of Florida ("County"), whose mailing address is P.O. Box 1393, Orlando, FL 32802-
1393. 

WHEREAS, Owner is the owner of fee simple title to certain real property, as more 
particularly described on Exhibit "A," attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference 
(the "Property"); and 

WHEREAS, the Property is located in County Commission District I, within the County's 
Urban Service Area, and the proceeds of the PS Payment, as defined herein, will be allocated to 
Reams Road from Taborfield Avenue to Suml11erlake Park Boulevard; and 

WHEREAS, Owner intends to develop the Property as 3,746 square feet of drive-in bank 
use (the "Project"); and 

WHEREAS, Owner received a letter from County dated March 7, 2016, stating that 
Owner's Capacity Encumbrance Letter ("CEL") application #15-12-111 for the Project was 
denied; and 

WHEREAS, the Project will generate five (5) deficient PM Peak Hour trips (the "Excess 
Trips") for the deficient roadway segment on Reams Road f1'0111 Center Drive (flk/a Cast Drive) to 
Taboriield Avenue (the "Deficient Segment"), and zero (0) PM Peak Hour trips were available on 
the Deficient Segment on the date the CEL was denied, as further described in Exhibit "B" hereto; 
and 

170 



171

Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
Bank of Amcrica, Lakeside Village South PO, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

WHEREAS, the Excess Trips will cause the Deficient Segment to operate below adopted 
Level of Service standards and, therefore, pursuant to Section 163 .3180(5)(h), Florida Statutes, as 
amended, the Owner shall provide the County with propOJiionate share mitigation for the Excess 
Trips; and 

WHEREAS, Owner and County have agreed that the propOItionate share payment 
necessary to mitigate the impact of the Excess Trips on the Deficient Segment through the current 
anticipated Project buildout is fifty-three thousand fifteen and noll 00 Dollars ($53,015.00) (the 
"PS Payment"); and 

WHEREAS, County and Owner desire to set fOIth celiain terms, conditions, and 
agreements between them as to the development of the Propelty into the Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises contained herein and other good 
and valuable consideration exchanged by and between Owner and County, the receipt and 
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto stipulate and agree as follows: 

Sectioll 1. 
by this referencc. 

Section 2. 

Recitals. The above recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein 

Issuallce ofCapaci(1' Encumbrance Leiter. 

(a) Calculation of PS Payment: The amount of the PS Payment for the 
Deficient Segment described in Exhibit "B," attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference, totals fitly-three thousand fifteen and noll 00 Dollars ($53,01 5.00). This PS 
Payment was calculated in accordance with the methodology outlined in Section 163.3180, 
Florida Statutes. Owner and County agree that the Excess Trips constitute the Project's 
impact on the aforementioned Deficient Segment based upon (i) Owner's Traffic Study 
titled "Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PO Traffic Impact Analysis" prepared by 
TRAFFIC & MOBILITY CONSULTANTS, LLC on January 12,201 6, for LAKESIDE II 
PARTNERS, LLC (the "Traffic Study"), and incorporated herein by this reference, and (ii) 
upon calculations described in Exhibit "B." The Traffic Study was accepted by the Orange 
County Transportation Planning Division on March 7, 2016, and is on file and available 
for inspection with that Division (CMS # 15-12- 11 I). Owner and County further 
acknowledge and agree that the PS Payment as set forth above shall be the final and binding 
calculation of the amount the Owner is required to pay through the buildout of the Project 
as proportionate share mitigation for impacts of the Project upon roadways impacted by 
the Project within Orange County's jurisdiction, notwithstanding any subsequent variance 
in the actual cost of improvement to the Deticient Segment or actual traffic impacts created 
by the Project; provided, howevcr, that if Owner subsequently increases the number of 
units and/or square footage, as applicable, of the Project, the Project may then be subject 
to an additional concurrency evaluation and proportionate share agreement as set forth in 
Section 2(d) below. Owner and County further acknowledge and agree that the calculation 
of and agreement regarding the amount of the PS Payment constitute material inducements 
for the parties to enter into this Agreement. 

Page 2 01'11 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside 1I Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

(b) Timing ofPS Payment. Within thirty (30) days following the Effective Date, 
Owner shall deliver a check to County in the amount of fifty-three thousand fifteen and 
noll 00 Dollars ($53,015.00) as the PS Payment. The check shall be made payable to 
"Orange County Board of County Commissioners" and shall be del ivered to the Fiscal and 
Operational Support Division of the Community, Environmental, and Development 
Services Department. Within twenty-one (21) days following its receipt of the PS Payment, 
County shall issue a CEL sufficient to encumber traffic capacity for the Project, irrespective 
of any actual traffic deficiency on the Deficient Segment. Within the time frame provided 
in the CEL, the Owner must reserve the encumbered trips by obtaining a Capacity 
Reservation Celtificate as provided in Section 30-591 of the Orange County Code, as may 
be amended. An amount equal to the PS Payment shall be applied toward the amount of 
the initial reservation payment (and any subsequent reservation payment(s), if the initial 
reservation payment does not exceed the amount of the PS Payment) as fUlther set fOlth in 
Section 3 below. In the event Owner has not paid the PS Payment within thilty (30) days 
of the Effective Date, this Agreement shall become null and void. 

(c) Project Development. Recordation of a subdivision plat or approval of a 
commercial site plan fo!' the Project shall not be permitted prior to the issuance of a 
Capacity Reservation Celtificate as contemplated in subparagraph 2(b) above. 

(d) Increase in Project Trips. Any change to the Project which increases the 
unit count andlor square footage, as applicable, may result in an increase in trips on the 
Deficient Segment or other segments within the transportation impact area, as defined by 
County. Owner understands and agrees that any such additional trips are neither vested 
nor otherwise permitted under this Agrcement, and that Owner is precluded from asserting 
any such vesting. In addition, Owner understands and agrees that any such changes 
resulting in an increase in trips may causc this Agreement to become null and void, andlor 
may require application for and execution of an additional Proportionate Sharc Agreement, 
along with any other required documentation, for the number of increased trips. 

(e) Satisfaction oj1J-ansportation Improvement ReqUirements. County hereby 
acknowledges and agrees that, based upon Owner's commitment to pay the PS Payment as 
required herein and absent any change in the Project increasing the number of trips as set 
forth in subparagraph 2(d) above, Owner shall be deemed to have satisfied all requircments 
for the mitigation of the traffic impacts of the Project on all roads affected by thc Project 
within County's jurisdiction through buildout of the Project. Owner shall be entitled to 
fully and completely develop the Project, without regard to whether the improvements to 
the Deficient Segment are actually constructed. Provided, however, Owner shall be 
required to obtain a Capacity Reservation Certificate prior to the expiration of Owner's 
Capacity Encumbrance Letter and shall be required to maintain the validity of the Capacity 
Reservation Celtificate in accordance with its terms. Nothing herein shall be construed to 
exempt Owner from meeting the requirements of all other applicable laws, regulations, or 
Orange County Code provisions or from making the required payment of transportation 
impact fees applicable to the Project, subject to credits as set forth in Section 3 below. 

Pagc30fl1 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

Seclioll 3. Tramportatioll Impact Fee Credits. County and Owner agree that Owner 
shall be entitled to receive transportation impact fee credits on a dollar for dollar basis in an amount 
up to but not exceeding the PS Payment in accordance with Section 163.3180, Florida Statutes, 
and as more particularly described in Exhibit "B" attached hereto. County further agrees that such 
credits may be applied on a dollar for dollar basis against capacity reservation fees at such time as 
capacity reservation fees may be required to be paid by Owner in connection with the issuance of 
a Capacity Reservation Certificate as contemplated in Section 2 above. In no event shall Owner 
receive credits in excess of the PS Payment and in the event the PS Payment exceeds either the 
applicable transportation impact fees or capacity reservation fees, as the case may be, Owner shall 
not be entitled to a refund for the amount ofthe PS Payment in excess of such transportation impact 
fees or capacity reservation fees. 

Section 4. No Refund. The PS Payment (including any reservation fees paid with the 
PS Payment) is non-refundable. 

Section 5. Notice. With the exception of the timing ofthe PS Payment as set forth in 
Section 2(b) hereof; the parties acknowledge and agree that no party shall be considered in default 
for failure to perform under this Agreement until such party has received written notice specifying 
the nature of such default or failure to perform and said party fails to cure said default or fails to 
perform within thirty (30) days of receipt of written notice. Any notice delivered with respect to 
this Agreement shall be in writing and be deemed to be delivered (whether or not actually received) 
(i) when hand delivered to the person(s) hereinafter designated, or (ii) upon deposit of such notice 
in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, celtified mail, return receipt requested, addressed to 
the person at the address set fOlih opposite the party's name below, or to such other address or 
other person as the party shall have specified by written notice to the other party delivered in 
accordance herewith: 

As to Owner: Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
2586 W. Sand Lake Rd 
Orlando, Florida 32819 

Attention: Mr. Scott Boyd 

With copy to: Traffic & Mobility Consultants, Ltc 
3101 Maguire Blvd, Ste 265 
Orlando, Florida 32803 

Attention: Mr. Mohammed N. Abdallah, PE, PTOE 

As to County: Orange County Administrator 
P. O. Box 1393 
Orlando, Florida 32802-1393 

Page. 4 01'11 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Re(ll11s Road Improvements, 2016 

With copies Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
to: Services Department 

Manager, Fiscal and Operational Support Division 
201 South Rosalind Avenue, 2nd Floor 
Orlando, Florida 32801 

Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
Services Department 
Manager, Transportation Planning Division 
4200 South John Young Parkway 
Orlando, Florida 32839 

Orange County Community, Environmental, and Development 
Services Depmtment 
Manager, Planning Division 
201 South Rosalind Avenue, 2nd Floor 
Orlando, Florida 3280 I 

Section 6. Covenants Running with the Property. This Agreement shall be binding 
and shall inure to the benefit and burden of the heirs, legal representatives, successors, and assigns 
of the parties, and shall be a covenant running with the Property and be binding upon the successors 
and assigns of the Owner and upon any person, firm, corporation, or entity who may become the 
successor in interest to the Property. 

Section 7. Recordation of Agreement. The palties hereto agree that this Agreement 
shall be recorded in the Public Records of Orange County, Florida, at Owner's expense, within ten 
(J 0) business days after the Effective Date. 

Section 8. Applicable Law. This Agreement and the provisions contained herein shall 
be construed, controlled, and interpreted according to the laws of the State of Florida and III 

accordance with the Orange County Code. 

Section 9. Specific Pel:formance. County and Owner shall each have the right to 
enforce the terms ancl conditions of this Agreement only by an action for specific performance. 
Venue for any action(s) initiated under or in connection with this Agreement shall lie in the Circuit 
Court of the Ninth Judicial Circuit in and for Orange County, Florida. 

Section 10. Atto/'l1ey Fees. In the event either party hereto brings an action or 
proceeding including any counterclaim, cross-claim, or third party claim, against the other party 
arising out oflhis Agreement, each party in such action or proceeding, including appeals therefrom, 
shall be responsible for its own attorney and legal fees. 

Section 11. Construction of Agreement; Sel'erabili(v. Captions of the Sections and 
Subsections of this Agreement are for convenience and reference only; any words contained 
therein shall in no way be held to explain, modify, amplify, or aid in the interpretation, construction, 
or meaning of the provisions of this Agreement. I l' any provision of this Agreement, the deletion 
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Propoltionate Share Agreement, Lakeside 1I Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

of which would not adversely affect the receipt of any material benefits by any PaIty hereunder or 
substantially increase the burden of any party hereunder, shall be held to be invalid or 
unenforceable to any extent by a COUlt of competent jurisdiction, the same shall not affect in any 
respect whatsoever the validity or enfo,ceability of the remainder of this Agreement. 

Section ]2, Amendments. No amendment, modification, or other change(s) to this 
Agreement shall be binding upon the parties unless in writing executed by all of the parties. 

Section 13. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in up to three (3) 
counterpatts, each of which shall be deemed to be an original and all of which together shall 
constitute one and the same instrument. 

[Signatures appear on following pages] 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be duly executed by 
their respective duly authorized representatives on the dates set forth below. 

"COUNTY" 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: ___________ _ 

Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Mayor 

Date: _____________ _ 

A TTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By:. ____________________ _ 

Deputy Clerk 

Print Name: 

Page7ol'JI 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LLC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

"BANK OF AMERICA, LAKESIDE VILLAGE SOUTH PD" 

Print Name: r\Qo:tl0Qy fa 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

"OWNER" 

Print Name: Scott T. 

Title: Manager 

Date: __ -"CtAltt', \+-<\ ?"-~1-'-\ \ -,,\~----

SWORN to and subscribed freely and voluntarily for the purposes therein expressed before 
me by Scott T. Boyd, as Manager of Lakeside II Partners, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, 
WI~~Ji known bY~. le tQ be the person described herein and who eX,ecuted the foregoing, this 

\d'!I'~ day of 1\ _ m. , 20J.\Q. Belshe is personally known to me or has produced 
(type of identification) as identificatIon and did/dj(LllllL~._ 

~~--~~----~--------

(circle one) take an oath. 

r Wl1tJESS my hand aJ;d official seal in the County and State last aforesaid thj(J~{day 
Of1\~JLU --.~, 9DUJL· \'\ I 

11 !l , 
,. MJUVJv)( A )\j~-t/{ ) 

NoIfARY P1fJ~qIC 
t 1 Y 

. N ,iPlA0,n"fl 
Pnnt ume: ~-"(~LY \\J ~~) 

My Commission Expires: 

Pngc80fll 
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Proportionate Share Agreement, Lakeside II Partners, LtC 
Bank of America, Lakeside Village South PD, for Reams Road Improvements, 2016 

Exhibit" A" 

"BANK OF AMERICA, LAKESIDE VILLAGE SOUTH PD" 

Parcel 10: 36-23-27-5452-01-003 

SKETCH & LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
BANK OF AMERICA LEASE LOT 

A PORTION OF 
o A. :\.(\758, PG. 497:1 & D,R, 10r~60, PG 6660 

SE;CTION 3f:i, TOWNSHIP 23 SOUTH, RANGE 27 EAST 
ORANGE COUNTY, Fl.OrnDA 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN SECTION 36, TOWI~SHJP 2~i SOUTH, RANGE 27 
Et..ST, ORANGE COUNTY, FLOf.HOA, BEINI;> A PORTIOI,,) OF PFIEMISfi,S DESCRIBED IN 
OfTrCIAl. RECORDS BOOK 10758, PAGE 4971. (ALl. RECO!::OS Rf.FET1ENC{:;O HEREIN 
Ane RECORDED IN THE PUSLIC REcor"DS OF ORANGE COUtHY, Fl.ORIDA) ANf) 
BEING MORE PARTICULAR\. Y DEsCRrBED AS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LO, 6, LAKESIDE VIl.LAGE CENTER, 
ACCORDING TO THf~ PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN PLAT OOO!( 75, PAGES 99-.100, 
SAID POINT BEING ON THE WEST RIGHT,HOF-WAY Ln~E OF WINTER GARDEN 
VINELANO ROAD (VAFlI/lBU::-WIOTH RIGHT OF WAY pF..r~ DEED 6001< 396. PAGE 
1:37, OFF lCIAL RECORDS 1300K 4778, PAGE 3009. OFF rCII,L m~CORDS BOOK 
<1778. PAGE 30101 AND OFFICiAL RECORDS BOOK 5462, PAGE: 010(5): THEt~CE 
WITH SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-'WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES; 1) 
S5$'33'12"E., A DISTANCE OF' 76,25 I"EET; 2) S6S'26'::37"E, A DISTANCE OF 
28,44 FEET TO THE POINT OF et::GtNNING: 

THENCE CONTINUE Wtl'H SAID \~EST RIGHl-OF-'WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING TWO (;;0 
COURSES: 1) 565'26'37"1:, A DISTANCE OF 81,99 FEET: 2) 674'41'0-1"E, A 
DISTANCE OF 83,35 FEET TO THE:: NORTH RIGHT-OF··WAY LINE OF SILVE;:Rl.AK€: 
PARI< DRIVE (VARIABLE-WIDTH FllGHT OF "'lAY PER OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 
10r.l<'lQ, PAGE 1798); THENCE ".,'ITH SAID NOP.Tf-l f.lIGHT-OF-WAY LINE THE 
FOt.L.OWINl' TWO (2) COURSES: 1) S21"14'07"W, A DISTANCE OF 9~~,36 FEET TO 
A POINT OF curWATURE: 2) SOUTHW!'::STERLY WITH THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE 
RIGHT (SAW C\JAVE HAVING A RADIUS OF 800,00 FEET. A CENTRAl. ANGL.E OF 
15"51'07" AND A CHORD 8EARING I,NO DISTANCE OF S29"09'.tI1"W, 220,63 
FEET) FOR AN AFIC DISTANCE OF 22~, 3<1 FEET; 1'f.tENCE THROUGH SAID Pr::lEMlSES 
THE FOLL,[J\>IING FIVE (5} COURSES; 1) N50'01'55"W, A DISTANCE OF 226,25 
FEET: 2) N39"59'3~j"E, A DISTANCE OF 101,84 fEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF 
SAID LOT 6; ::3) WlTH SAID SOUTH LINE, Neg "38'09"E'" A DISTANCE OF 3.67 
FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 6: 4) I'IITH SAID EAST LINE, 
NOO"07'26"W, A OISTANCE OF' 4,35 FEf.T; 5) N39'59'35"€, A DISTANCE uF 
141,04 FEET TO THE POINl' OF OE;GINWfNG, 

CONl AINING 1,2,80 ACRES OF LAND, MonE OR LESS. 

SURVEYOR'S NOTES 
1, THE Pur"POSE OF THIS Sl,ETCH AND LEGAL ()ESCRIPTION IS TO PFlOvrDE A 
LEGAL DESCFlIPTION FOR TI'if.' BANI( OF AME;:RICA LEASE PARCEL. 

a THIS IS NOT A 80ur~DARY SURVEY. 

3, THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS SURVEY 1'8 THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 6, 
L.At<ESl'DE VILl.AGE CENTEI:'!, WHICH IS RECOROED TO SEA,Fl Neg '38'09"E 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEnEor- F1ECOH[)l';:O IN PLAT 8001< 75, DAGEf; 99,,,100 
OF THE PUf3LJC m.:COROS OF ORA,NGE COUNTY, f"LOf~lDA, 

<'l THE PROPERTY DE'I~lCT!;:O ON THIS SKETCH IS SUl),.!ECT TO At,L E/>,SE~lENTS 
AND !'I[,,,STRICTIONS or- nECORD, 

5. THIS LEG/>,L DeSCRIPTION rs INCOMPLETE UNLESS ,\CCOHPAIHED BY A SKETCH 
OF" THE I"I~OPERTY DESCRIBED HEf'EIN. 

I'AISEO 
06 OCT 20i5: IlEVlf.EO PAlleE!. LINE 

'\ " 
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SKETCH & LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
BANK OF AMERICA LEASE LOT 

A PORT ION OF 
on. 10758, PG. ~971 & 0.11, ~OEl60, PG 6660 

Sf-CTION 36, TmlNSI-lIP 23 SOUTH, RANGE 27 EAST 
ORAt~GE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

o 
o 

o 
o 

LINE TABLE 
'lINE GEARING DISTANCE: 
_U,...,SS5",8,;-·3,"3t'~.'&20"E=l./_"~f·;,;78~.~2t5~· 

L2r S65'26'37"E 2B. Ll.tj , 
L3 865'26'37"E 81,99' 

SUBJECT 
PROPERTY 

C.'Nt<: Of AME>1rCA 
LEASf: LOT 

l 2BO "GritS 

THIS IS NOT A 
BOUNDAHY [oUllVEY 

-_ ... -.::-=c--=-
THIS SKeTCH IS INCOMPLETE 
UNLE'~,S ACCOMPANIED BY A 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PROPERTY DEPICTED HEREON 

! 
! 

! 
DETAIL 
1" = 20' 

LEGEND 
POINT OF COMMENCEMENT 
POINT OF BEGINNING 
RIGHT OF WAY 
PLAT BOOI<. 
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 
DEED 800K 
PAGE 
POINT Of'- CURVA n.IF1E 
CHANGE IN DIHEClION 
(DOES NOT INDICATE 
HONUl'jE~.n A T ION) 

LAST I'IfLO I<ORi<.: N/t. .-... -." .. ~-'"--. 
cnfl< CHIEF (5): N/A 

COf!PUTfH FIlE' O~!l37BT .PIlO 

n,OfHOA UClcNSl,O aU5lN~~,~_f.I\J~ef:!l l8 66'~6.L _____________ " ____ ~ __ ~.'~6~"~6~ .• _'~·_', 100' SHEET I Of' ;, 
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Exhibit "B" 

"BANK OF AMERICA, LAKESIDE VILLAGE SOUTH PD" 

Log of P"oject Contribntions 

Page 11 ofl1 
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I. CONSENT AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

7 

ill~ 
Interoffice Me, 

GOVERN~1ENT 
FLORIDA 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

~[gj£l€f!E".:1-larrison, Esq., P.E., Chairman 
JJ~~~/OI,d~y Agreement Committee 

-5610 

May 10, 2016 - Consent Item 

AGENDA ITEM 

Second Amendment to Amended and Restated 2006 
Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement 

The Roadway Agreement Committee has reviewed a Second Amendment to Amended 
and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement among Suburban 
Land Reserve, LLC ("SLR"), Central Florida Expressway Authority ("CFX") and Orange 
County to modify the terms of the Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation 
Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners on June 10, 2014 and the First Amendment to the Amended and 
Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement approved by the 
Board of County Commissioners on September 15, 2015. The Second Amendment 
revises the alignment and replaces certain exhibits for the south approach to the 
interchange and contemplates the vacation of certain right-of-way as depicted on 
Exhibits D and N. Amendments to the terms of the agreement related to the progress of 
the design to date have been incorporated along with a change in the timing and 
requirements for the conveyances and a change to the sUbstantial completion term. 

The Roadway Agreement Committee approved the Second Amendment to 
Proportionate Share Agreement on March 16, 2016. The Specific Project Expenditure 
Report and Relationship Disclosure Forms are on file with the Transportation Planning 
Division. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval and execution of Second Amendment to 
Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline 
Interchange Agreement Innovation Way and Beachline 
Expressway by and among Suburban Land Reserve, Inc., 
Orange County, Florida and Central Florida Expressway 
Authority to modify the terms. District 4 

J EH/HEGB:rep 

Attachment 

181 



182

Prepared by and rctum to: 
Vivien 1. Monaco, EsC) 
Burr & Forman, LLP 
200 S. Orange Avenue, Suite 800 
Orlando, fL 3280] 

Tax Parcell.D. Numbers: 
Portions of the following parcels: 
Tax Parcel No. 25-23-3 I -0000-00001; and 
Tax Parcel No. 36-23-31-0000-00002. 

SECOND AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED 2006 
TNNOV ATION WAY IBEACHLINE INTERCHANGE AGREEMENT 

INNOVATION WAY AND BEACHLINE EXPRESSWAY 

THIS SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDED AND RESTATED 2006 

INNOVATION WAY/BEACHLINE INTERCHANGE AGREEMENT (the "Second 

Amendment"), effective as of the latest date of execution ("Effective Date") is entered into by 

and among SUBURBAN LAND RESERVE, INC" a Utah corporation ("SLR"), whose mailing 

address is 79 S. Main Street, Suite 500, Salt Lake City, Utah, 84111, ORANGE COUNTY, 

FLORIDA, a charter county and political subdivision of the State of Florida ("County"), whose 

mailing address is P.O. Box 1393, Orlando, Florida, 32802-1393, and CENTRAL FLORIDA 

EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY, successor-in-interest to Orlando-Orange County Expressway 

Authority ("OOCEA"), a body politic and corporate and an agency of the State of Florida 

established pursuant to Part V of Chapter 348, Florida Statutes ("CFX"), whose mailing address 

is 4974 ORL Tower Road, Orlando, Florida, 32807 (individually, a "Party", and collectively, the 

!lPmties IT
), 
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WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, SLR is the owner of fee simple title to certain real property, as more 

particularly described on Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference 

"Property"; and 

WHEREAS, SLR, County, and OOCEA, predecessor-in-interest to CFX, entered into 

that certain Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beaehline Interchange Agreement, 

which was approved by SLR on May 27, 2014, by County on June 10, 2014, and by OOCEA on 

June 12,2014, with an Effective Date of June 12,2014 (the "Initial Agreement") a memorandum 

of which was recorded on June 13, 2014, at Official Records Book 10758, Page 8144, Public 

Records of Orange County, Florida, as was amended by the Parties by virtue of that certain First 

Amendment to Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement, 

which was approved by SLR on August 13, 2015, by County on September 15,2015, and by 

CFX on October 8, 2015, with an effective date of October 8, 2015, recorded at Official Records 

Book 10996, Page 3948, Public Records of Orange County, Florida, (the "First Amendment") 

(collectively referred (0 as the "Agreement"); and 

WHEREAS, tbe date set forth in the Agreement for CFX to Commence Construction is 

the later of ten (10) months after the Effective Date of the Initial Agreement (ten 1110nths from 

June 12, 2014, or April 12, 2015), or 180 days after CFX's acquisition of the Super Corridor 

Land (180 days fro111 December 17,2015, or June 14,2016); 
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WHEREAS, the south approach design to the Innovation Way/Beachlinc Interchange 

(the "Interchange") has been realigned at the request of SLR and the realignmcnt is reflected in 

the current design of the Interchange; and 

WHEREAS, the realignment of the south approach and its conveyance to thc County 

following completion of construction by CFX will leave portions of the right-or-way of currently 

existing Aerospace Parkway and rcp Boulevard outside of the realigned Aerospace Parkway and 

ICP Boulevard; and 

WHEREAS, upon the County's acceptance of the completed realigned south approach, 

which will include realignment of Aerospace Parkway and lCP Boulevard, SLR will request that 

the County vacate those portions of the right-of-way of currently existing Aerospace Parkway 

and lCP Boulevard outside of the realigned Aerospace Parkway and rcp Boulevard; and 

WHEREAS, SLR, County, and CFX now wish to amend the Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of tile mutual covenants and agreements 

herein set forth, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy, and 

sufficiency of which are hereby expressly acknowledged by the Parties hereto, the Parties hereby 

covenant and agree as follows: 

1. Recitals. The above recitals are true ancl correct and are incorporated herein by 

this reference. 

2. Definitions. Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein shall have 

the meaning ascribed to them in the Agreement. 
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3. Amendments to Initial Agreement as amended. All of the amendments in this 

Second Amcndment apply to the Initial Agreement as amended by the First Amendment, 

otherwise rcferred to as the Agreement. 

4. Revised alignment af and replacement of exhibits for south approach. The south 

approach to the Interchange is hereby revised to the alignment as shown in Exhibit "D," attached 

hereto and incorporated herein, which replaces and supersedes Exhibit "D" attached to the Initial 

incorporated herein also replace and supersede the exhibits of the same designation attached to 

the Initial Agreement to reflect the revised alignment ofthe south approach in all such exhibits. 

5. Parties' agreement to revised alignment of south approach. The Pmties 

aclmowledge that the Interchange Project, the design of which is close to or complete, includes 

the revised alignment ofthe south approach and hereby approve the revised alignment. 

6. Vacation ofright-oi-way. As depicted on Exhibits "D" and "N," the 

realignment and construction of the south approach and its connection to Aerospace Parkway 

will realign portions of existing Aerospace Parkway and ICP Boulevard (together, the 

"Realigned South Approach"). Once CFX completes construction of the Realigned South 

Approach and CFX or SLR, as may be applicable, has conveyed, and County has accepted the 

Realigned South Approach, County will diligently proccss and take formal action on a petition 

that will be filed by SLR or its successor-in-interest to vacatc the portions of the existing 

Aerospace Parkway and 1CP Boulevard that are not part of the Realigned South Approach (the 

"Existing Right-of-Way"). 1n the event SLR or its successor-in-interest files the petition to 
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vacate the Existing Right-of-Way prior to the County's acceptance of the Realigned South 

Approach, the County will use its reasonable efforts to schedule a public hearing to consider 

such petition at the first available Board of County Commissioners meeting following the 

completion of the petition to vacate application package and County's acceptance of the 

Realigned South Approach conveyance. 

7. Amendment 10 Section 1. Section I is hereby amended to revise the following 

definition (underlined text is added; si:J'ik<..4lw6BgIt text is deleted): 

Design Engineer: TI-JE BALMORAL GROUP, the engineering 

consultants retained by CFX to perform design engineering and permitting for the 

Interchange Project and related improvements (except for the design engineering 

and certain permits for the realigned south approach, depicted on Exhibit "D", 

designed by Donald W. McIntosh and Associates, Inc.), 

8. Amendment to Section 2.2.1. Scction 2.2.1 is hereby amended as follows 

(underlined text is added; s:rikothroagl, text is deleted): 

J*6ieet pm-snaHt to "",hieh tlte dcsigH and Gons:ruction scryicoo-are-wntraeted to a 

sffigI-e GH:i:y, and :he design phas€-a114-B61~twn phase of ,Ito project overlap. 

Thc Scope of Design will continue to govern design of the Interchange Project; 

provided, however, the Scope of Design will be modified to conform to the 

express requirements of this Agreement and to ensure the Plans accommodate the 

lPR. The revised Scope of Design shall be subject to the Parlies' mutual approval, 

26387526 \'6 
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RAC Second Amendment, SLR and CFX 
Innovation \Vay I Beachlinc Interchange 2016 
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which approval shall not be unreasonably or arbitrarily withheld, conditioned, or 

delayed, 

9. Amendment to Section 2.4.2. Section 2.4.2 IS hereby amended as follows 

(underlined text is added; ~ text is deleted): 

2.4.2 'Nithin Iw£flty (20) days after CFX's delivery of the Pre Awmtl 

Notiee 10 CO~"'lty--and SLRUpon completion of the Realigned South Approach, 

SLR or CFX, as applicable, will convey marketable fee simple title to County to 

the Interchangc Right-of-Way as generally depicted on Exhibit "N" by special 

warranty deed, free and clear of all liens and encumbrances, restrictions, and 

easements and rights of third parties, subject only to the interests, covenants, and 

requircments of this Agreement and to such easements and exceptions as agreed 

upon by CFX or County, as the case may be, and SLR wi II deliver to County 

perpetual, nonexclusive drainage easements, in a form reasonably acceptable to 

both Parties, or convey marketable fee simple title 10 all Interchange Rigfl.t.-Bf.. 

Way and markG-t-ahle fee litle to St01mwalcr Dru-inage Ponds. to the StOl'mwater 

Ponds identified on Exhibit "13," located on either side of Aerospace Parkway, 

which shall be jQj)1t use Stormwater Ponds, proposed to accommodate stormwater 

drainage from the Realigned South Approach, Aerospace Parkway, ICP 

Boulevard, and future surrounding development (the "Joint Use Ponds"). To 

accommodate j}J1lli:9_....slevelopment of the property surrounding the Joint Use 

Pond~ .. the Joint Use P_Qnds may be relocated or reconfigured by SLR and its 

successors and assigus. at the ... Q~pellse of SLR or its successors ancl assigns, as 
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applicable, upon reasonable notice to and approval by the County, which approval 

shall not unreasonably be withheld, and provided that all required stormwater 

drainage for the Realigned South Approach, Aerospace Parkway, ICP Boulevard, 

and any development existing at the time is continuously maintained during and 

after such reconJiguration or relocation of the Joint Use Ponds. SLR or its 

successors and assigns, as applicable, shall maintain or cause to be maintained to 

County standards (e.g., through a property owners association) the Joint Use 

Ponds, but reserves the right in tbe future to seek the establishment of a Municipal 

Services BeneJit Unit to levy special assessments for the purpose of paying the 

cost for maintenance of the Joint Use Ponds. Title shall be GOfrveye-El-hy,5flC-sial 

'\¥ffi'ffitlty deed, free-and slear of all liens and enGllH-lbffinOOS, restrictions, ana 

easements aH-d-1~ghts of third'-parties,-&ub,iBGt-h,,-enty-:he interests, oovcnants, and 

·1'0Ejtl·i,oe-ntBn's of tl1is AgH)Gl11Cnt, and to such e)[cep,jOl)s atr-a.gre-e--fl upon by Cl:::X· 

or County, as ,he--c-ase-fI1ay-b0;-iH writing; 

lO. Amendment to Section 2.4.7. Section 2.4.7 IS hereby amended as follows 

(ldl1Q",Ju1ed text is added; stFil,ethrough text is deleted): 

2.4.7 Within ten (10) days ailer the Effective Date, SLR will deliver to 

CFX a current Owner's Title Insurance Commitment issued by a title insurer 

licensed by the State of Florida, evidencing that fee simple absolute title to 

Interchange Right-of-Way, Stormwater Drainage Ponds, and Utility Easements 

are vested in SLR and evidencing that the Interchange Right-of-Way, Storm water 

Drainage Ponels, and Utility Easements are free and clear of all liens and 
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encumbrances, except for easements of record, if any, and except other maUers of 

record, all of which shal1 be subject to CFX's or County's, as the case may ttiBg 

flHd shall b~flWtl-t:e--ae----OOJ-j-vBred (wLether Ol'-Hef-actually rCGBived) when (i) 

fla.ntl-deliv81oed to the person(s) hereil'laft",'-EIe.mgnated, (ii) or within three (3) days 

aft-er deposit of sBi;:! be, written approval. In the event the title commitment 

reflects an encumbrance objectionable to CFX, CFX shall have the right, but not 

the obligation, to delay awarding the Successful Bid until such time as an 

acceptable title commitment is provided. If after receiving notice of CFX's title 

objections SLR is unable through the exercise of reasonable diligencc to remove 

any such objectionable encumbrance from the title commitment, then CFX shall 

have the right in its discrction to terminate this Agreemcnt by delivering written 

notice of termination to the other Parties, in which event Section 16.5 below will 

apply. After closing on the conveyances, SLR will cause the conveyances to be 

recorded in the Public Records, and will cause to be issued, as applicable, an 

Owner's Policy of Title Insurance insuring CFX's and County's ownership of the 

Interchange Right-of-Way, Stormwatcr Drainage Ponds, and Utility Easements. 

Such policy shall inclnde the estimated value of the improvements to be 

constructed or installed within the Interchange Right-of-Way by operation of a 

pending construction clause, but in no event shall such policy be for an amount 

less than the appraised market value of such lands. At such time as the 

aforementioned Owner's Title InsUl'ance Commitment is delivered to CFX or 

County, SLR agrees not to encumber or otherwise take any action which may 

result in the encumbering by grant of casement, license, or other instrument 

26387516 '1'6 189 



190

RAC Second Amendment, SLR and CFX 
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providing for use of or access through the Interchange Right-of-Way, Stormwater 

Drainage Ponds and Utility Easements or otherwise pledge same as collateral or 

security. 

11. Amendment to Section 4. Section 4 is hereby amended as follows (underlined 

text is added; strikethrough text is deleted): 

Section 4. Obligation for Bidding, Selection and Award. Subject to 

extension for delays cansed by Force Majeure, CFX shall complete design and 

permitting, and will Commence Construction, within the later of ten (10) months 

after the Effective Date or.J.&G 240 days after CFX's acquisition of the Super 

Corridor Land (as defined in Section 34.4 below). At the request of County or 

SLR, CFX shall deliver to County and SLR complete copies of all information 

provided to bidders and also of all bids submitted for the Interchange Project. 

Such copies may, at CFX's election, be provided electronically. 

12. Amendment to Section 6. Section 6 is hereby amended as follows (underlined 

text is added; 5~l'i·~through text is deleted): 

Section 6. Construction of Interchange Project by CFX. CFX shall 

pay the Capital Cost from the SLR and County Contributions, and !i'om funds 

belonging to CFX. The aggregate of the SLR and County Contributions is 

expected to be insufficient to pay the full Capital Cost. CFX shall pay with CFX 

funds any deficit between the Capital Cost and the aggregate of the SLR and 

County Contributions,J)['ovided, however, that SLR shall reimburse CFX for any 

7.6387526 \'6 
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111crease 111 the Capital Cost caused solely by the realignment of the south 

approach to the Interchange The methodology to determine such reimbursement 

shall be determined and agreed to by and between CFX and SLR. Periodically, 

at the request of SLR or County, CFX shall provide County and SLR with reporls 

on the status of construction. Further, at the request of SLR or County, CFX shall 

notify County and SLR in writing upon completion of the Flyover, of Loop "D", 

and again upon full completion of thc Interchange Project. 

13. Amendment to Section 6.1. Section 6.1 is hereby amended as follows 

(underlined text is added; strikethrough text is deleted): 

6.1 Completion Deadline. Subject to extension for delays caused by 

Force Majeure, CFX will substantially complete the Interchange Project (other 

than demolition of the Existing Interchange, which may be completed latcr) 

within <-4ghteen (18) twenty (20) months after Commencing Construction of the 

Interchange Project. 

14. Amendment to Section 8. Section 8 is hereby amendcd by deleting all of 

Section 8, including sub-sections 8.1 ancl 8.2 in their entirety, and inserting the following: 

Section 8. l'hasing of removal of Existing Interchange. The removal of the 

four (4) existing ramps shall be phased as CPX complc.tes the construction of 

phases of the Innovation Way I Beachline Interchange as indicated in the phasing 

shown in Composite Exhibit "Q," attached hereto and incorporated herein. In no 

event shall CFX rcmove an existing ramp until tbat phase of the Innovation Way I 
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Beachline Interchange that replaces such existing ramp is fully completed and 

open to puhlic use. 

15. Ratification. Except as herein amended, the Agreement is hereby ratified and 

affirmed in its entirety and shall remain unchanged and in full force and effect. 

16. Notice. Any notice delivered with respect to this Amendment or the Agreemcnt 

shall be in writing and shall be deemed to be delivered (whether or not actually received) (i) 

when hand delivercd to the person(s) hereinafter designated; Or (ii) upon deposit of such notice 

in the United States mail, postage prepaid, cCltiiJed mail, return-receipt requested, addressed to 

the person at the address set forth opposite the party's name below; (iii) when delivered by 

facsimile transmission, or to such other mailing or email address or to such other person as the 

party shall have specified by written notice to the other party delivered in accordance herewith. 

As to SLR: 

With a copy to: 

And with a copy to: 

26387526 v(, 

Suburban Land Reserve 
79 S. Main Street, Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Attention: Steve Romney, President 
Telephone: (801) 321-7550 
Facsimile: (801) 320-4676 

Burr & Forman, LLP 
200 South Orange Avenue, Suite 800 
Orlando, Florida 32801 
Attention: Vivien J. Monaco, Esquire 
Telephone: (407) 540-6600 
Facsimile: (407) 540-6601 

Kirton McConkie 
50 East South Temple 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Attention: Robcli Hyde, Esquire, and Loyal Hulme, Esquire 
Telephone: (801) 328-3600 
Facsimile: (801) 321-4893 
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As to County: 

With a copy to: 

As to CFX: 

With a copy to: 

Orange County Administrator 
P.O. Box 1393 
201 S. Rosalind Ave 
Orlando, Florida 32802·1393 
Telephone: (407) 836·7370 
Facsimile: (407) 836·7399 

Orange County Community, Environmental, 
and Development Services Department 
Manager, Transportation Planning Division 
Orange County Public Works Complex 
4200 S. John Young Parkway 
Orlando, Florida 32839·9205 
Telephone: (407) 836·8070 
Facsimile: (407) 836·8079 

Central Florida Expressway Authority 
4974 ORL Tower Road 
Orlando, Florida 32807 
Attn: Executive Director 
Telephone: (407) 690·5000 
Facsimile: (407) 690·501 1 

General Counsel to CFX 
Central Florida Expressway Authority 
4974 OlU~ Tower Road 
Orlando, Florida 32807 
Telephone: (407) 690·5000 
Facsimile: (407) 690·5011 

17. Covenants Running with the Land. This Second Amcndmcnt shall run with the 

Property and shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit and burden of the parties and of 

the heirs, legal representatives, successors, and assigns of SLR and any person, firm, corporation, 

or other entity that may become the successor in interest to the Property. 

18. Effective Date. Tbe Effective Date of tbis Second Amendment shall be the date 

on which the last of the Parties executes tbe Second Amendment. 
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19. Recordation of Second Amendment. An cxecuted original of this Second 

Amendment shall be rccorded, at SLR's expense, Jl1 the Public Records of Orange County, 

Florida within thirty (30) days of the Effective Date. 

20. Coullte/1Jarts. This Second Amendment may be executed in as many 

counterparts as there are parties, each of which shall be considered an original, and all of such 

counterparts shall constitute one Amendment. 

21. Applicable Law. This Second Amcndment and the provisions contained herein 

shall be construed, controlled, and interpreted according to the laws of the State of Florida. 

22. Time is of the Es,·ence. Time is hereby declared of the essence to the lawful 

performance of the duties and obligations contained in this Second Amendment and in the 

Agrecment. 

23. Amendments. No amcndment, modification, or other change to this Sccond 

Amendmcnt or the Agreement shall be binding upon the parties unless in writing and executed 

by all the parties hereto. 

[SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this Amendment to be duly 

executed by their respective duly authorized representatives on the dates set forth below. 

ATTEST: 
Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

J3y:_--=---:-__ 
Deputy Clerk 
Printed name: _____________ _ 

26387526 \'6 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

By: Board of County Commissioners 
By:_---=-_-----::----,---__ _ 

Teresa Jacobs, 
Orange County Mayor 

Date:_. __________ , 2016 
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ATTEST: 
Darleen Mazzillo, Executive Secretary 

Signature: 

26387526 v6 

CENTRAL FLORIDA 
EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY, 
a body politic and corporate and an 
agency of the State of Florida 

By: ______________________ ___ 
Print name: ________ _ 
As its Chairman 

Date: _______________ , 2016 
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Prin ame::r1" " f Svv,jh 

STATE OF U&& ¥-e 
COUNTY ,"" 'Lq / 

SUBURBAN LAND RESERVE, INC., a Utah 
corporation 

By: 
~L R. Steven Romicy, President 

t4,r1'j /ilit ,2016 Date: 

SWORN TO and subscribed freely and voluntarily for the purposes tberein expressed 
before mc by R. Stcven Romney, President of Suburban Land Reserve, Inc., a Utah corporation, 
who executed the foregoing on behalf of said corporation and who did/did not take an oath. He 
is ~ personally known to me or _ produced __ . __ as identification. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the State and County last aforesaid this \ '-\ h 
day of ~f\ \ ,2016. 

[Affix Notary Seal] 

.. ,;.','~ S . 0 
/,~t;;;::~:".> arahl . Soperanez lllies1,',' 1\' NOTARY PUBLIC· STATE OF UTAH 
't~l My Comm. Exp. 4/22/2016 
'-"" Commission # 654879 

26387526 v(i 

Print/Typc Name of Notary 
Commission Number: G 5'13ft! 
My Commission Expires: 1-'(1 ;t.;l-JJolk 
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= GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

Thru: 

From: 

SUBJECT: 

April 15, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
FAMILY SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
1 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 

Board of County Commissioners • 

Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director ,#~ 
Family Services Departmentf l' 

Richard Tyson t<. &,(J ~ 
Orange Cou nty ExtensiofilDli'ector 

May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda Item 
Cooperative Extension Division Employment Agreement 

Cooperative Extension in Orange County is administered through, and supported by, the 
University of Florida in collaboration with Orange County Government. Pursuant to Florida 
Statutes Section 1004.37(3), recommendations for Extension positions are to be 
presented for acceptance by the Board of County Commissioners. 

The University has conducted a search and recommends Amy Vu as the new Orange 
County Extension Agent I, Residential Horticulture. Ms. Vu will be filling an existing and 
budgeted vacant position. The funding for this is split between the County (40%) and the 
University of Florida (60%) in accordance with the existing agreement between the County 
and the University for this program. 

Ms. Vu will be responsible for providing leadership for the development, implementation 
and evaluation of Residential Horticulture programs in Orange County in collaboration with 
a team of County Faculty, UF Specialists and local citizen advisors. Ms. Vu will also work 
closely with other community organizations and government entities to provide more 
sustainable landscapes for the citizens of Orange County. 

Ms. Vu earned her Master's degree in Agricultural, Leadership, and Community Education 
from Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University. A copy of the job description and 
Ms. Vu's resume, along with the position letter from the University of Florida are attached. 
Ms. Vu's anticipated start date is May 23, 2016. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

RT/dw 

Acceptance of University of Florida's appointment 
of Ms. Amy Vu as Orange County Extension 
Agent I, Residential Horticulture. All Districts. 

cc: Dr. George Ralls, Deputy County Administrator 
Yolanda Brown, Manager, Fiscal Division, Family Services Department 
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Position # 0001-5096 

Requisition # 495430 

l!f 'Fe" IliJFA§ Extension Y ,; UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA 

Residential Horticulture Extension Agent I, II, or III 
University of FloridajlFAS Extension, Orange County 
Orlando, FL (Central Extension District) 

Closing date: February 9,2016 

Position Summary 

University of Florida/IFAS Extension and Orange County seek to fill a 12-month, permanent 
status-accruing Residential Horticulture Agent and Master Gardener Volunteer Program 
Coordinator, This agent will provide overall leadership for the planning, organization, 
coordination, implementation, supervision, and evaluation of the Orange County Master 
Gardener Volunteer Program and will also provide community-based horticultural programs 
and information through a variety of delivery methods to meet the educational needs of 
clientele in the broad area of environmental horticulture, The agent will assist in the 
maintenance of the extension teaching gardens and coordinate Master Gardener Volunteer 
activities within the gardens for educational purposes. 

The agent will team with other faculty in carrying out programs in Agriculture and Natural 
Resources, Family and Consumer Sciences, and 4-H Youth development, and will help promote 
local food systems education in support of the total County Extension Program, The agent will 
also be expected to work with the latest program delivery methods such as social media, The 
candidate will network with other agencies and groups on C,Ooperative educational programs 
and form an advisory committee to assess clientele needs and program direction, 

The candidate will work closely with the Central District Extension Director and the County 
Extension Director, and will assume other duties as assigned by them to meet the 
responsibilities of the total extension effort, The agent will submit all required faculty reports, It 
is expected that the candidate will have excellent organizational skills, good record-keeping 
techniques and will respond to clients in a timely and efficient manner. The agent will be 
expected to attain promotion and permanent status per state extension faculty guidelines, 

Additional qualities of the successful candidate will include: 
• Have a working knowledge of homeowner horticulture techniques/skills, including 

Florida-Friendly Landscaping'", soil science, integrated pest management, best 
management practices and ornamental and food plant use in the landscape, 

• Manage the Orange County Master Gardener Facebook and Twitter accounts, 
• Write articles, fact sheets, develop multi-media presentations, and create 

posters/exhibits, 

• Seek program enhancement grants and extramural funding, 
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• Participate in professional organizations appropriate for this position. 
• Maintain an active and functional program advisory committee. 

• Create and follow a personal professional development plan. 

Candidates will be reviewed as applications are received, but please be aware that interviews 
might not be scheduled until 4 to 6 weeks after the position closing date. 

Qualifications 

A bachelor's degree in horticulture or a closely related field is required. A master's degree and 
practical'experience in extension, teaching, and horticulture are preferred. Demonstrated 
abilities in oral and written communication, supervision, and experience working with 
volunteers are desirable. 

The agent must possess (or be able to obtain) a valid Florida's Driver's License and must be 
flexible and willing to work irregular hours, including evenings, weekends and travel overnight. 
The policies established by Orange County Government in administering leave shall apply to 
UFjlFAS extension faculty in Orange County. 
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Amy '\Ill! 
4401 NW 28" Terrace 

Gainesville, Florida 

(913) 307 -6793 

avu0417@gmail.com 

Professional Profile 

Planning, implementing and evaluating an outcome-based program 
Master's Thesis research involved evaluating a 5 week introductory vegetable 
gardening program conducted by Extension Master Gardener Volunteers for an 
underserved population in Raleigh, North Carolina 

Conducted program planning and general advising, direction, and support with 
undergraduate students for a service-Ieaming course in the Dominican Republic, 
where the undergraduate students held HIV/AIDS sports camps for the local youth 

Completed graduate course: Evaluation, Extension & Outreach Programs 

Studied program planning and program evaluation for thesis 

Experience with logic models 

Competence in Horticulture Education 
• Instructor for HORT-2144: Indoor Plants, Fall 2012 

Experience with plant tissue culture, making gel media, soil DNA extraction, 
running gels 

• Experience in Rhizosphere and Soil Science Microbial Ecology lab 

• Experience growing tomatoes and potatoes for project 

• Experience working in a lab, greenhouse, and in a field 

Competence to deliver non-formal education 
Completed Graduate courses 

• Community Education and Development 

• Theoretical Foundations of Non-formal Learning 

Observations of a non-formal beginner gardening program for thesis 

Identification of plants and pests and the diagnosis of plant problems 
Experience with plant and pest identification 

Observations during non-formal beginner gardening program for thesis 

• Completed Undergraduate courses 

• Crop Science 

• Crop Growth and Development 

Collaboration and Networking 
Co-author on a collaboration manuscript and understanding the imporlance of 
collaboration beh~een partners/multiple stakeholders 

Collaborate in a women's beekeeping collective 

Close networking with extension agents in Virginia to develop food safety video 
modules and manage Facebook accounts 

• Close networking and collaboration with Master Gardeners during beginner 
gardening program in Raleigh, North Carolina 

Worked on USAID grant to develop video modules on youth in agriculture, women 
in agriculture, and land grant universities 

Judge for 4-H interview competition 

Effective recruitment, assistance, and management 
• Recruitment of participants on online community of practice 
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Outreach coordinator for community of practice involvement 

g Moderator for online community of practice managing Facebook account and 
socia I med ia 

Leadership and Team-Building 
• Proposed and implemented three open dialogues for the faculty and staff of the 

College of Agricultural and Life Sciences on diversity and inclusion to 
acknowledge diversity initiatives for the college 

Develop and implement video modules for Food Safety with an Extension agent in 
Virginia 

• Coordinated monthly subteam calls for an online community of practice 

Group leader for EDRE 6605: Quantitative Research Methods in Education group 
project 

Oral and Written Communication Skills 

Completed graduate level course. Professional Communication in Agriculture and 
Life Sciences, where grant writing was mandatory 

Facilitated focus group with program participants in beginner gardening program 
for thesis 

Invited to be guest speaker and represent minority students at a College of 
Agricultural and Life Sciences Alumni workshop 

Wrote manuscript on short term study-abroad and service-Ieaming effects on 
global citizenship 

• Wrote best practice papers on online community of practice, school gardens, and 
cultural competence 

Wrote white paper on youth in agriculture 

• Managed and facilitated an agricultural, education, and training online community 
of practice 

• Assisted in facilitating, reminding, and documenting conference call notes during 
monthly online community of practice subteam calls 

• Guest English speaker at an all girls private school in Ecuador during 
undergraduate studies 

• Presenter at Diversity Spotlight, Virginia Tech, 2015 

• Poster presentation during Research for Undergraduates, Summer 2012 

Training and Instruction 

• Instructor for HORT 2144: Indoor Plants at Virginia Tech 

Graduate teaching assistant and general advising for LDRS 1016: Global Cillzen 
Leadership al Virginia Tech 

Developed helpful Spanish vocabulary sheets for undergraduates in LDRS while 
in the Dominican Republic 

• Teaching assistant for AGRON 335: Environmental Quality at Kansas Slate 
University 

Trained undergraduate worker on how to do videography for social media; writing 
video scripts, filming, and editing 
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Education 

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 
Blacksburg, Virginia 
Graduate Research Assistant, August 2013-0ctober 2015 

Beliveau Estate Winery 
Blacksburg, Virginia 
Assistant Vineyard Manager, Wine Pourer, January 2013-December 2013 

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 
Blacksburg, Virginia 
Graduate Teaching Assistant, January 2012-December 2013 

Kansas State University 
Blacksburg, Virginia 
Undergraduate Research Assistant, August 2009-December 2011 

Education 

Master of Science 

Bachelor of Science 

Honors and Awards 

Agricultural, Leadership, and Community 
Education 

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 
September 15, 2015 

Agronomy: Soils and Environmental Science 
Minor: International Agriculture 
Kansas State University, December 2011 

Virginia Tech Diversity Scholar 2014-2015 
CALS Alumni Workshop Diversity Panel, Spring 2015 

Publications/Creative Activity 

Vu, A & Westfall-Rudd, D. (2015). Agricultural Education and Training Good 
Practices: Communities of Practice. InnovATE, Retrieved from 
https://www.innovate-community .oired. vt.edu/docs/DOC-1630?sr=stream&ru=2018 

Whitter-Cummings, A., Vu, A., Spindler, M., Westfall-Rudd, D., Rudd, R, Hammet, 
T., Vaughan, L. (2014, February). Targeted Conference Interviews: Creating 
Additional Knowledge. Poster. Presented at the Annual Southern Region 
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~~ ~-30 -20'lLP 

220 



221

~I~ 
GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

Interoffice Memorandnm 
I. CONSENT AGENDA 

FAMILY SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

2 AGENDA ITEM 

April 11 ,2016 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners. ;1#11 
Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director ;/' ~ t 
Family Services Departmentf\y J 
Lavon B. Williams, Manager, Esq., AICP'£& . 
Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Consent Agenda Item - May 10, 2016 
May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Sign Grant Recipients 

The Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division administers the 
Neighborhood Pride Grant Program that provides funds for citizen organizations to 
enhance the quality of their neighborhoods. The Neighborhood Pride Grants are 
available countywide in amounts ranging between $1,500 to $10,000. 
Neighborhood Pride Grant applications are accepted year-round and are reviewed 
monthly by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board (NGAB). 

The NGAB is recommending the approval of two Sign Grants: Chatham Woods 
and Dommerich Hills 4th Addition (see Attachment A). The grant requests are 
displayed in greater detail in Attachments Band C. The grant requests were 
reviewed and scored by Orange County staff and presented to the NGAB for 
recommendation. The applications were reviewed based on project feasibility, 
organizational readiness, and benefit to the community. In addition, the 
applications were reviewed against the County's permitting requirements to ensure 
that the projects would comply with appropriate County codes. Finally, the 
organizations were required to document the appropriate cash match and 
demonstrate an ability to maintain the project. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Sign 
Grants as recommended by the Neighborhood 
Grants Advisory Board for Chatham Woods 
($3,500) and Dommerich Hills 4th Addition 
($5,000). Districts 2 and 5. 

Attachment(s) 

c: Antwan Nelson, Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 
Lyndon Carter, Chairperson, Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board 
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Neighborhood Pride Sign Grant 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT A 

N 
N 
N 

District 

2 

5 

Organization 

Chatham 
Woods 

Dommerich 
Hills 4th 
Addition 

Type of 
Project 

Organization 
Neighborhood 

Sign Installation 
Association 

Neighborhood 
Sign Installation 

Association 

Total Requests 

Property Estimated Community 
Project Location 

Ownership Amount Match 

Public $3,500 $0 
Clarcona Ocoee Road and Chatham 

Woods Court 

Private $5,000 $0 Howell Branch Road and Rapidan Trail 

$8,500 
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Attachment B 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Chatham Woods Request Amount: $3,500 

Commission District 2: Bryan Nelson Matching Amount: NI A 

Municipality Jurisdiction: NI A Total Project Cost: $3,500 

Property Ownership: Public Type of Grant: Sign Grant 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to replace the existing letters and sign face on their 
entranceway signs. The homes within this neighborhood have met taxable value guidelines. 
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Attachment C 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Dommerich Hills 4th Addition Request Amount: $5,000 

Commission District 5: Ted B, Edwards Matching Amount: NI A 

Municipality Jurisdiction: Winter Park Total Project Cost: $5,000 

Property Ownership: Private Type of Grant: Sign Grant 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to install two signs at their neighborhood entrance, 
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FLORIDA 

Interoffice Memoran, I. CONSENT AGENDA 
FAMILY SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
AGENDA ITEM 

3 

April 13, 2016 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners 

Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director . / ~ 
Family Services Department f\' 
Lavon B. Williams, Manager, Esq., MPA, MSP .~ 
Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Consent Agenda Item May 10, 2016 
May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Mini-Grant Recipient 

The Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division administers the 
Neighborhood Pride Grant Program that provides funds for citizen organizations 
to enhance the quality of their neighborhoods. There has been an overwhelming 
response from a wide range of neighborhood organizations showing continued 
interest in the Neighborhood Pride Mini-Grant Program. 

The Neighborhood Pride Mini-Grant Program offers small grants to countywide 
volunteer neighborhood organizations for projects less than $1,500. The 
neighborhood organizations are required to attend a mandatory grant workshop 
and establish a neighborhood team to work with staff on implementing 
neighborhood projects. The grant applications are accepted from October 
through June and reviewed monthly by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board 
(NGAB). 

The NGAB is recommending approval of Shenandoah Park Mini-Grant (see 
Attachment A). The grant request is displayed in greater detail in Attachment B. 
The grant was reviewed by County staff and presented to the NGAB for 
recommendation. The application was reviewed based on project feasibility, 
organizational readiness, and benefit to the community. 

In addition, the application was reviewed against the County's permitting 
requirements to ensure that the project would comply with appropriate County 
codes. Finally, the neighborhood organization was required to demonstrate the 
ability to maintain the project. 
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BCC Consent Agenda Item 
May 10, 2016 
Neighborhood Pride Mini-Grant Recipient 
Page 2 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of the May 2016 Neighborhood Pride 
Mini-Grant as recommended by the Neighborhood 
Grants Advisory Board for Shenandoah Park 
($1,500). District 3. 

Attachments 

c: Antwan Nelson, Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 
Lyndon Carter, Chairperson, Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board 

LBW/ydl 
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Neighborhood Pride Mini Grant 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT A 

District Organization 
Type of 

Project 
Or~anization 

Shenandoah 
Pressure Wash 

3 Subdivision and Paint 
Park 

Entrance Wall 
Total Requests 

Property Estimated 
Community Match Project Location 

Ownership Amount 

Conway Road and 
Private $1,500 $0 

Stonewall Drive I 

$1,500 
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Attachment B 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Shenandoah Park Request Amount: $1,500 

Commission District 3: Pete Clarke Matching Amount: N/A 

Municipality Jurisdiction: NI A Total Project Cost: $1,500 

Property Ownership: Private Type of Grant: Mini Grant 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to pressure wash and paint their neighborhood wall. The 
homes within tlus neighborhood have met taxable guidelines. 

..Gi ;·pTn.Wa.y 
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O~E 
C~y 
GOVERNMENT 
FLOI{IDA 

Interoffice Memoranc 
I. CONSENT AGENDA 

FAMILY SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

4 AGENDA ITEM 

April 13,2016 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners 

Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director . / ~ 
Family Services Department (}\) 

Lavon B. Williams, Manager, Esq., AICP '!:/.JIflJ 
Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Consent Agenda Item - May 10, 2016 
May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Capital Improvement Grant 
Recipient 

The Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division administers the 
Neighborhood Pride Grant Program that provides funds for citizen organizations to 
enhance the quality of their neighborhoods. The Neighborhood Pride Grants are 
available countywide in amounts ranging between $1,500 to $10,000. 
Neighborhood Pride Grant applications are accepted year-round and are reviewed 
monthly by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board (NGAB). 

The NGAB is recommending approval of Skycrest Civic Association, Inc. (See 
Attachment A). The grant request is displayed in greater detail in Attachment B. 
The grant request was reviewed and scored by Orange County staff and presented 
to the NGAB for recommendation. The application was reviewed based on project 
feasibility, organizational readiness, and benefit to the community. In addition, the 
application was reviewed against the County's permitting requirements to ensure 
that the project would comply with appropriate County codes. Finally, the 
organization was required to document the appropriate cash match and 
demonstrate an ability to maintain the project. 

ACTION REQUESTED: ,Approval of the May 2016 Neighborhood Pride 
Capital Improvement Grant as recommended by 
the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for 
Skycrest Civic Association, Inc. ($10,000). District 
3. 

Attachment( s) 

c: Antwan Nelson, Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 
Lyndon Carter, Chairperson, Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board 

LBW/ydl 
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Neighborhood Pride Capital Improvement Grant 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT A 

Type of 
District Organization 

Organization 

N 
W 
o 

3 
Skycrest Civic Association, 

Inc. 
Civic 

Association 

Project 

Entranceway 
Improvement 

Total Requests 

Property Estimated Community 
Project Location 

Ownershio Amount Match 

Private $10,000 $10,000 
South Fern Creek 

Avenue 
$10,000 
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Attachment B 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Skycrest Civic Association, Inc. Request Amount: $10,000 

Commission District 3: Pete Clarke Matching Amount: $10,000 

Municipality Jurisdiction: NI A Total Project Cost: $20,000 

Property Ownership: Public Type of Grant: Capital Improvement 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to restore two entranceway features and install one new 
entranceway featme. The homes within this neighborhood have met taxable guidelines. 
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= GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

Interoffice Mcmoranu 
I. CONSENT AGENDA 

F AMIL Y SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT AGENDA ITEM 

5 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners V ~ 1 
Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director Y ~ 
Family Services Departmentf'l' 

Lavon B. Williams, Manager, Esq., AICP ~ 
Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Consent Agenda Item - May 10,2016 
March 2016 Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors 
(BANC) Program Grant Recipients 

The Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division administers the 
Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors (BANC) Program which 
coordinates Orange County services for economic development in targeted 
corridors. On March 20, 2012 the Board approved the BANC Program to 
revitalize once thriving commercial corridors that suffer from a lack of investment 
and are deficient of financial support. The BANC Program reimburses 
businesses up to $10,000 for costs associated with improving or opening a 
business. Some of the allowable projects are a conventional rezoning, submittal 
fees for commercial projects, demolition costs, bringing a structure up to code, 
and/or fagade improvements to the structure. 

Businesses applying to the BANC Program must attend an informational session 
about the program and submit an application with three quotes. All applications 
are reviewed by a Business Assistance Team made up of staff from relevant 
Orange County Divisions. The staff reviews the applications based on project 
feasibility, benefit to the community, and to ensure the project complies with 
Orange County's Urban Design Standards, permitting requirements, and 
appropriate Orange County Codes. Once the project is complete, the business 
must demonstrate that payment has been made to the vendor before a 
reimbursement check is issued from Orange County. 

The staff recommends approval of the Florida Van Rentals, Inc., Delice Services 
and Insurance, Ruby's Little Creations, and Little Angels Childcare and Learning 
Center grant applications dated April 2016 (see Attachment A, B, C, and D). The 
applicants must adhere to the BANC Program Design Guidelines. 

Action Requested: Approval of the April 2016 Business Assistance 
for Neighborhood Corridors Program grants for 
Florida Van Rentals, Inc. ($5,000), Delice Services 
and Insurance ($4,156), Ruby's Little Creations 
($5,000), and Little Angels Childcare and Learning 
Center ($5,000). Districts 3 and 6. 

c: Jason Reynolds, AICP, Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization 
Division 232 
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Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors (BANC) Program 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT A 

Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors Program 
Profile 

Business Name: Florida Van Rentals, Inc. Request Amount: $5,000 
6307 Hansel Avenue Orlando, FL 

Commission District: 3 - Pete Clarke Total Project Cost: $5,000 

Municipality Jurisdiction: Unincorporated Orange County Project Type: Fence 

OwnerlRenter: Owner 

Summary: The business wants to replace the chain link fence with a steel fence. 
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Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors (BANe) Program 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT B 

Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors Program 
Profile 

Business Name: Delice Services and Insurance 
1423 N. Pine Hills Road Orlando, FL 

Commission District 6: Victoria P. Siplin 

Municipality Jurisdiction: Unincorporated Orange County 
OwnerlRenter: Owner 

OwnerlRenter: Owner 

Request Amount: $4,156 

Total Project Cost: $4,156 

Project Type: Replace fence 

Summary: The business wants to replace the chain link fence with a vinyl fence. 
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Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors (BANe) Program 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10,2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT C 

Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors Program 
Profile 

Business Name: Ruby's Little Creations Request Amount: $5,000 
1041 N. Pine Hills Road Orlando, FL 

Conunission District: 6- Victoria P. Siplin Total Project Cost: $5,000 

Municipality Jurisdiction: Unincorporated Orange County Project Type: Fence 

OwnerlRenter: Owner 

Summary: The business wants to replace the chain link fence with a vinyl fence. 
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Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors (BANC) Program 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10, 2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT D 

Business Assistance for Neighborhood Corridors Program 
Profile 

Business Name: Little Angels Childcare and Learning Center 
5700 Silver Star Road Orlando, FL 

Commission District 6: Victoria Siplin 

Request Amount: $5,000 

Total Project Cost: $5,000 

Municipality Jurisdiction: Unincorporated Orange County Project Type: Sign and landscaping 

Owner/Renter: Owner 

Summary: The business wants to install a new sign and landscaping 
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~s~ 
GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

Interoffice Memorandum 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
FAMILY SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT 
6 i\GENDAITEM 

April 11, 2016 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners • ~ 1 
Lonnie C. Bell, Jr., Director Lf' ~ ~ 
Family Services Department ()\' 

Lavon B. Williams, Manager, Esq., AICP ~O 
Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Consent Agenda Item - May 10, 2016 
May 2016 Neighborhood Pride Entranceway Grant 
Recipients 

The Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division administers the 
Neighborhood Pride Grant Program that provides funds for citizen organizations to 
enhance the quality of their neighborhoods. The Neighborhood Pride Grants are 
available countywide in amounts ranging between $1,500 to $10,000. 
Neighborhood Pride Grant applications are accepted year-round and are reviewed 
monthly by the Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board (NGAB). 

The NGAB is recommending the approval of two Entranceway Improvement 
Grants for Woodbury Park HOA and Oak Park HOA of Orange County, Inc. (see 
Attachment A). The grant requests are displayed in greater detail in Attachments 
Band C. The grant requests were reviewed and scored by Orange County staff 
and presented to the NGAB for recommendation. The applications were 
reviewed based on project feasibility, organizational read iness, and benefit to the 
community. In addition, the applications were reviewed against the County's 
permitting requirements to ensure that the project would comply with appropriate 
County codes. Finally, the organizations were required to document the 
appropriate cash match and demonstrate an ability to maintain the project. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of May 2016 Neighborhood Pride 
Entranceway Grants as recommended by the 
Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board for 
Woodbury Park HOA ($3,000) and Oak Park HOA 
of Orange County, Inc. ($2,500). Districts 4 and 6. 

Attachment(s) 
c: Antwan Nelson, Neighborhood Preservation and Revitalization Division 

Lyndon Carter, Chairperson, Neighborhood Grants Advisory Board 

LBW/ydl 
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Neighborhood Pride Entranceway Grant 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners 
May 10,2016 Consent Agenda 
ATTACHMENT A 

District Organization 
Type of 

Organization 

4 
Woodbury Park 

HOA 
HOA 

Oak Park HOA 
6 of Orange HOA 

County, Inc. 

Project 

Entranceway 
Improvement 

Entranceway 
Improvement 

Total Requests 

N 
W 
00 

Property Estimated 
Community Match Project Location 

Ownership Amount 

Private $3,000 $150 Parkbury Drive 

Powers Drive and 
Private $2,500 $125 livewood Oaks Drive 

$5,500 
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Attachment B 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Woodbury Park HOA Request Amount: $3,000 

Conunission District 4: Jennifer Thompson Matching Amount: $150 

Municipality Jurisdiction: NI A Total Project Cost: $3,150 

Property Ownership: Private Type of Grant: Entranceway Grant 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to pressure wash and paint their neighborhood wall. The 
homes within this neighborhood have met taxable value guidelines. 
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Attachment C 

Neighborhood Pride Grant 
Profile 

Organization Name: Oak Park HOA of Orange County, Inc. Request Amount: $2,500 

Commission District 6: Victoria P. Siplin Matching Amount: $125 

Municipality Jurisdiction: N/A Total Project Cost: $2,625 

Property Ownership: Private Type of Grant: Entranceway Grant 

Summary: The neighborhood wishes to replace the reader board sign at the entrance of the 
community. The homes within this neighborhood have met taxable value guidelines. 
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GOVERNMENT 
fLOHlD:\ 

Interoffice Memoral 

April 15,2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

1 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
And the Board of County Commissioners 1M 

FROM: Mark V. Massaro, P.E., Director, Public Works Department 11(/ 
CONTACT PERSON: Diana M. Almodovar, P.E., ManagerbMV 

Development Engineering Division 
PHONE NUMBER: (407) 836-7974 

SUBJ: Authorization to record the plat of Lake Hart Storage and Nona Car 
Wash Facility 

The Public Works Department requests authorization to record the plat of Lake Hart 
Storage and Nona Car Wash Facility. This is a two lot plat located Northeast of the 
Central Florida Greeneway (SR 417) and Narcoossee Road interchmlge. 

This plat is being recorded in order to comply with the requirements of the Lake Hart 
Planned Development I Tract 6 - Lake Hmi Storage & Cmwash Facility Development 
Plan as approved by the Orange County Development Review Committee on July 22, 
2015. 

This plat is being placed on the Consent Agenda in order to comply with the requirements 
of Chapter 34, Article Ill, Section 34-48(b) of the Orange County Code. 

Action Requested: Authorization to record the plat of Lake Hart Storage and 
Nona Car Wash Facility. Distdct 4. 

MVMIDMA/mk 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

Aprill3,2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

2 

and Board of County Commissioners m 
FROM: Mark V. Massaro, P.E., Director, Pnblic Works Department 1,/ 
CONTACT PERSON: Ruby Dempsey Rozier, Manager >;1 IfJ1Lvy 

Traffic Engineering Division Jt~ 
PHONE NUMBER: (407) 836-7890 

SUBJ: Construction of Speed Hnmps on Mendelin Street 

At the request of the residents on Mendelin Street, a speed hump survey was mailed to the 
property owners. This was to determine if the property owners supported the installation 
of speed humps on Mendelin Street. If two-thirds of the returned ballots from the 
property owners were in favor of the speed humps, the County would install the speed 
humps. 

The result of the survey was that 100% of the returned ballots from the property owners 
supported the installation of speed humps. The current plan is to install one speed hump 
on Mendelin Street. The project is being funded by the Commission District 2 and Public 
Works. 

Action Requested: Approval to constmct speed humps on Mcndelin Street. 
District 2. 

MVM/RDRlFCY/nad 

Attachments 
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Interoffice Memorandur 

April 8, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDI\ 
PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

3 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and Board of County Commissioners All 
Mark V. Massaro, P. E., Director, Public Works Departmentlj! I 

/f-/'J 1)J(I1/ 
FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

PHONE NUMBER: 

Ruby Dempsey RoziCl', Manager 
Traffic Engineering Division 
(407) 836-7890 

SUBJ: Establishment of a "No Parking" Zone on Sandy Lane Drive 

A concerned citizen has requested that a "No Parking" zone be established on both sides of 
Sandy Lane Drive from Hiawassee Road to 2267 Sandy Lane Drive. 

A survey of the property owners determined that 80% of the residents support the 
installation of a "No Parking" zone. 

Staff recommends that the Board approve the establishment of a "No Parking" zone on 
both sides of Sandy Lane Drive from Hiawassee Road to 2267 Sandy Lane Drive. 

Action Requested: Approval to install a "No Parking" zone on both sides of Sandy 
Lane Drive from Hiawassee Road to 2267 Sandy Lane Drive. 
District 6. 

MVM/RDRlCSY/nad 

Attachments 
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Address 
2245 
2239 
2221 
2231 
2235 
2267 
2225 

4/5=80% 

Yes 
X 
X 
X 

Sandy Lane "No Parking" signs 

No 

Did not sign. (Ruby Slaven, 2225 Sandy Lane Dr, 
X 
Home is owned by Space Masters and rented. 
Did not sign. (Ruby Slaven, 2225 Sandy Lane Dr, 

( spoke to Ms Slaven. She does not care. She will support the majority vote) 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

April 13, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

4 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and Board of County Commissioners ~~ 

FROM: Mark V. Massaro, P. E., Director, Public Works Depmtment/~\ 

CONTACT PERSON: Ruby Dempsey Rozier, Manager IJ--C II 
Traffic Engineering Division (7.... -... 

PHONE NUMBER: (407) 836-7890 

SUBJ: Turnbury Woods Homeowners Association, Inc. Agl'eement for Traffic 
Control Devices 

Submitted for approval and execution is an agreement by Tumbury Woods Homeowners 
Association, Inc. (the Association) in favor of Orange County. This Hold Hmmless 
Agreement was initiated by the Association. 

The Association has installed decorative street name and traffic control signposts in lieu of 
the standard street name and traffic control signposts that would nonnally be provided by 
the County. The Association is capable of assuming the responsibility, liability, and 
maintenance of the decorative street name and traffic control signposts as defined in the 
agreement. 

Staff recommends approval and execution of the agreement between the Association and 
Orange County to maintain decorative street name and traffic control signposts. This 
agreement has been approved as to form by the County Attomey's Office and the Risk 
Management Division. 

Action Requested: Approval and execution of Homeowner's Association 
Agreement fOl' Turnbury Woods Subdivision Traffic Control 
Devices by and between Turnbury Woods Homeowners 
Association, Inc. and Orange Connty, Florida, that provides for 
the Association to maintain decorative street name and traffic 
control signposts, District 1. 

MVM/RDR/nad 
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nns INSTlUJMENT PREPARED BY: 

Tloaffic Engineering Division 
4200 South John Young Parkway 
3"" Floor 
Orlando, FL 32839-9205 

Homeowner's Association Agreement for 
Turnbury Woods Subdivision 

Traffic Control Devices 

This Agreement (the "Agreement") is entered into by and between TURNBURY 
WOODS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC., a Florida not-for-profit corporation 
(hereinafter the "Association"), and ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political subdivision of 
the State of Florida (hereinafter thc "County"). 

Recitals 

WHEREAS, the Association is the duly created property owner's association for the 
Tumbury Woods subdivision, which is in Orange County, Florida, and described as follows (the 
"Property"): sec Exhibit "A" which is attached hereto and made a part hereof; and 

WHEREAS, the Association desires to install and maintain the following improvements: 
decorative street name and traffic control signposts in lieu of the standard street name and traffic 
control signposts which would normally be provided by the County (hereinafter the 
"lmprovement(s)") which improvements will encroach only on certain public rights of way as 
shown on the Plat identified on Exhibit "A"; and 

WHEnEAS, the Association freely desires to and is capable of aSSUl11Illg the 
responsibility and liability for installing and maintaining the Improvements; 

NOW, THElU{FORE, in consideration of the foregoing and of the terms and conditions 
set forth herein, the parties agree as follows: 

I. RECITALS. The foregoing recitals arc true and form a material part of this Agreement. 

2. APPLICATION OF THE H.IGHT 0:1<' WAY UTILIZATION REGlJLATIONS. 
Except as specifically modified by this Agreement, the Association shall comply with the 
Orange County Right of Way Utilization Regulations, Orange County Code Chapter 21, 
Article VI, regarding the permitting. installation, and maintenance of the Improvements. 
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3. PLACEMENT OF IMPROVEMENTS. The placement of the Improvements will be in 
accordance with national standards set forth by the Federal Highway Administration in 
the Manual on Uniform Trame Control Devices and capable of breakaway upon impact 
by a vehicle. Breakaway capability certiflcation has been supplied on behalf of the 
Association and is attached as Exhibit "E." 

4. RESPONSIBILITIES. The County shall not be required or obligated in any way to 
construct or maintaiu, or participate in any way in the construction or maintenance of the 
Improvements. The Improvements shall not be dedicated to the use and enjoyment of the 
general public, but shall be dedicated to the common use and enjoyment of the 
Association, and the owners of the Property. It is the intent of the parties that the 
Association, its grantees, successors or assigns in interest, or some other association 
andlor assigns satisfactory to the County, shall be responsible for the permitting, 
installation and maintenance of the Improvements (and removal and re-installation, as 
may be necessary), and all the costs and expenses thereof. In the event the Association 
fails to maintain the Improvements, the County shall have the authority to terminate this 
Agreement, remove the Improvements, and install standard trafflc control devices in their 
place. In such an event. the Association shall be obligated to reimburse the County for 
the costs and expenses the County incurred in removing the Improvements and installing 
standard trafflc control devices in their place. Accordingly, the Association's obligation 
to reimburse the County for the costs and expenses the County incurs related 10 this 
Agreement shall survive termination of this Agreement. 

5. I'ROTECTIVE COVENANTS. The parties acknowledge that the Property is subject to 
recorded protective covenants, conditions and restrictions (hereinafter the "Protective 
Covenants") satisfactory to the County for the permitting, installation, and maintenance 
of the Improvements by the Association. The Protective Covenants provide a method for 
the Association to assess the owners of the Property for the cost of permitting, installing, 
and maintaining (and removing and reinstalling, as may be necessary) the Improvements. 
Moreover, the Protective Covenants provide that the Association can impose liens against 
those parcels of property for which payment of any assessment is not made. The 
Association agrees that the Protective Covenants shall remain in full force and effect at 
all times. 

6. NON-FUNCTIONING IMPROVEMENT. Upon notiflcation of the County, from any 
source, that an Improvement (a traffic control device) is non-functioning, the County shall 
diligently strive to replace within three (3) hours a temporary replacement trame control 
devicc and inform the Association of the particular Improvcment's non-functioning 
status. The Association shall repair or replace the particular Improvemenl(s) within ten 
(10) days of notification from the County and shall retul11 the temporary tramc control 
device to the County. This section is not intended to and does not in any way shift or 
remove the hold harmless and indemniflcation obligations given by the Association to the 
County through this Agreement. 
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7. HOL]) HARMLESS. The Association shall indemnify the County against and hold the 
County harmless from all losses, damages, costs, claims, suits, liabilities expenses and 
attorney's fees (including those for legal services rendered at the Appellate Court level) 
resulting from or relating to the use, construction, or maintenance of the Improvement(s). 
The Association shall record this Agreement, which shall operate to declare that Orange 
County is a third-pm1y beneficiary of the Association's maintenance obligations, and that 
Orange County has the legal right to enforce said maintenance and indemnification 
obligations against the Association in a court of competent jurisdiction. 

8. INSURANCE. Under this Agreement the Association shall obtain and shall retain 
throughout the term of their performance of services under their Agreement the following 
insurance coverage: 

A. Comprehensive General Liability Coverage including, but not limited to, contractual, 
products, and completed operations, in amounts not less than One Million and Noll 00 
Dollars ($1,000,000.00) for combined single limit, personal injury and property 
damage per occurrence or the equivalent; The County shall be added as an additional 
named insured to the policy; 

B. Certificates of Insurancc shall be filed with the County evidencing the above
referenced insurance and said Certificates shall provide that the policy may not be 
canceled or materially altered until at least thirty (30) days after written notice has 
been given to the County. 

9. COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE LAND. It is intended that the provisions of 
this Agreement shall constitute covenants running with the land or an equitable servitude 
upon the lands owned by the Association, applicable to all of'the Common Areas and to 
all easements granted in favor of the Association as shown on the Plat on the Property 
described herein, or granted to the Association by any governing document applicable to 
it, or granted to the Association by any member of the Association, or any portion thereof 
of the foregoing. It is further intended that this Agreement shall be binding on the parties 
to this Agreement and their successors and assigns. This Agreement shall inure to the 
benefit of and be enforceable by the County, its respective legal representatives, 
successors, and assigns. 

J O. AMENDMENT. The provisions, restrictions and covenants of this Agreement and this 
Agreement itself shall not be modified or amended without the prior written consent of 
the Orange County Board oj' County Commissioners. 

11. TERMINATION. This Agreement may be terminated by the County upon thirty (30) 
days prior written notice to the Association. This Agreement may be terminated by the 
Association upon forty-five (45) days written notice to the County c/o Orange County 
Traffic Engineer, 4200 South John Young Parkway, Orlando. Florida 32839--9205. 
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Upon termination of this Agreement, the Improvement(s) shall be removed at the 
Association's cost and expense and replaced at the Association's cost and expense with 
standard street and traffic signposts by the County. 

12. RECORDING. This Agreement shall be recorded at the Association's expense in the 
Public Records of Orange County, Florida. This Agreement and the obligations created 
herein shall run with the Property and shall be enforceable against the parties, the 
grantees of any or all of the Property, or their successors and assigns in interest. 

13. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Agreement shall become effective upon the date of 
execution by the County or upon the date of execution by the Association, whichever 
occurs later. 

ORANGE COUNTY FLORIDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: --c--- ... ~--..... --..... -
Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Mayor 

Date: ---_ ....... __ . 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

By: 
Deputy Clerk 

Date: 

4 
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TURNBURY WOODS 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIA nON, INC. 

\ Signature , \ (1. 
-lo"'Y\ ~\"'-IA.~-...:lT 
o 0.~,2..\\ , 20..10. __ 

z1:]j)~ 
Signature 

o. .. ROV\QtrP O(rlvl~ 
Print Name 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

By: ~~'~ 
Print Name:_Wc,,:£ .. Ulm C&R'2a....? 

Title: PRe:srJ]):UJT 

Date:_ .. _~jgP!!!"-,0,----__ _ 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ;<iq..day of f1J~cl-..... , 
2016, bY/Ajl li,/l../v<L:kat'£} as {re..s{Jer/t--ofill,Cfl'o.W-",,_Id.fi..0.(,JJj!2l1:, a Florida Not-J'or Profit 
Corp., on behalf of said c0111oration. He / she is persdnally known to me. 

l3y:JdMfi-'o.~ 
-i~\'~~. HEATHER OEINHARDT 
!/Q"'f,': MY COMMISSION # FF209775 
•• ~~ EXP'RESApfiI26.2019 

"'ji,,·' 
j~{l1! ;itla..()1~3 f'lofidaNOia ServtCe.con' 

Notary Public Commission Stamp 

My Commission Expires:_vjQl&lH 
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Turnbury Woods 

4/13/16 

To whom it may concern: 

The decorative street signs Creative Sign Designs will be providing for the Turnbury Woods community 

located at S Apopka Vineland Rd & Bay Ridge Blvd (Orlando, FL. 32819) meet or exceed FDonOIO DESIGN 

(INDEX 11860) break away standards. The decorative posts that will be installed are 3" x.12S" extruded 

aluminum (alloy/temper 6063T5). 

For further questions, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

CSD Account Executive 
813-749-2303 
keith@creativesigndesigns.com 
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O~E 
C~y 
GOVERNMENT 

Interoffice Memorandum 

April 25, 2016 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

1 

FLO R r :0 A TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

FROM: 

and Board of County Commissioners 

Raymond E. Hanson, P. E., Director ~ 
Utilities Department X it; 

SUBJECT: BCC AGENDA ITEM - Consent Agenda 
May 10, 2016 BCC Meeting 
Amendment No.1 to Cost Share Agreement #28087 between St. Johns River 
Water Management District and Orange County for the Malcolm Rd. 
Minimized Impact/Lower Floridan Wells Project 
Contact Person: Andres Salcedo, P. E., Assistant Director 

Utilities Department 
407 -254-9719 

St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) and Orange County entered into Cost 
Share Agreement #28087 on May 14, 2015. Per this agreement, SJRWMD is providing $495,000 
in funding to Orange County for 33% of the cost of construction of three Lower Floridan wells, 
which are part of the Malcolm Road Minimized Impact Project. 

The project involves construction of new Lower Floridan water supply wells at the planned 
Malcolm Road Water Supply Facility located in southwest Orange County. Due to a change in 
construction sequencing at the project site, an amendment to the agreement is needed to change 
the completion date from September 30,2016 to March 29, 2017. 

The existing agreement requires completion of specific project components prior to requesting 
any reimbursement. This amendment will provide for quarterly invoicing based on the completion 
percentage of specific tasks, as spelled out in the amended Statement of Work (Attachment A-1 
to the amendment). 

The Orange County Attorney's Office staff has reviewed the amendment and finds it acceptable. 
Utilities Department staff has reviewed the amendment and recommends approval. 

Action Requested: Approval and execution of First Amendment to the Agreement 
Between the St. Johns River Water Management District and 
Orange County, D/B/A Orange County Utilities for Malcom 
Road Minimized Impact/Lower Floridan Wells Project Contract 
#28087 Amendment #1 by and between the Governing Board of 
the St. Johns River Water Management District and Orange 
County, Florida, a Charter County and Political Subdivision of 
the State of Florida D/B/A Orange County Utilities for the 
Malcolm Road Minimized Impact/Lower Floridan Wells Project, 
and delegation of authority to the County Administrator to 
approve scheduling or other administrative changes and 
execute any further minor amendments to the agreement which 
do not affect the total aggregate amount of the budget or intent 
of the project. 

District 1. 
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

AND ORANGE COUNTY, D/B/A ORANGE COUNTY UTILITIES 

Contract #28087 
Amendment #1 

FOR MALCOLM ROAD MINIMIZED IMPACT/LOWER FLORIDAN WELLS PROJECT 

THIS AMENDMENT is entered into by and between the GOVERNING BOARD of the ST. JOHNS 
RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT ("District"), whose mailing address is 4049 Reid Street, 
Palatka, Florida 32177, and ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, A CHARTER COUNTY AND POLITICAL 
SUBDIVISION OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA D/B/A/ ORANGE COUNTY UTILITIES ("Recipient"), whose 
address is 9150 Curry Ford Road, Orlando, Florida 32825, and is effective on the date the last party 
has executed same. 

PREMISES: 

The parties entered into Agreement No. 28087 on May 14, 2015, to provide funding for the 
Recipient's Malcolm Road Minimized Impact/ Lower Floridan Wells project ("Agreement"). 

The parties desire to amend the Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above premises, which are hereby made a part of 
this amendment, the mutual covenants contained herein, and other good and valuable 
consideration, the parties hereby agree to amend the Agreement as follows: 

1. Paragraph l(a) TERM; WITHDRAWAL OF AGREEMENT: delete this paragraph and replace it 

with the following paragraph: 

(a) The term of this Agreement is from May 14, 2015 ("Effective Date") until March 
29,2017 ("Completion Date"). Time is of the eSSence for every aspect of this 
Agreement, including any time extensions. All provisions of this Agreement that 
by their nature extend beyond the Completion Date shall survive the termination 
or expiration of this Agreement. 

2. Attachment A, STATEMENT OF WORK, is hereby modified as follows: 

(a) The current Statement of Work is hereby deleted and replaced with the Revised 
Statement of Work attached hereto as Attachment A-i. 

3. All other terms and conditions of the Agreement, including any subsequent amendments, 

are hereby ratified and continue in full force and effect. 

Page 1 of 5 
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Contract #28087 
Amendment #1 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have duly executed this amendment On the date 
set forth below. 

ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER 

MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

By: _____________ _ 

Ann B. Shortelle, Ph.D., Executive Director 

(or designee) 

Date: ______________ _ 

Attachment: 

Attachment A-l - Revised Statement of Work 

1 

ORANGE COUNTY 

By: ____________ _ 

Typed Name and Title 

Date: _______________ _ 

Page 2 of 5 
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AITACHMENT A-l- STATEMENT OF WORK 
ORANGE COUNTY 

MALCOLM ROAD MINIMIZED IMPACT PROJECT 
LOWER FLORIDAN WELLS, PHASE I 

I. INTRODUCTION/BACKGROU ND 

Contract #28087 
Amendment 111 

The St. Johns River Water Management District (District) is continuing its Cooperative Cost Share 
Initiative Program in FY2015 to develop and implement resource and water supply development 
projects and promote conservation. Each project selected for funding will have a positive benefit 
to Minimum Flows and levels (MFls), water quantity, water quality, and/or natural systems and 
supports the District's Strategic Initiatives. Orange County (Recipient) has requested and been 
selected as a participant in this cost share program. 

On June 10, 2014 the District's Governing Board approved funding for the Recipient's Malcolm 
Road Minimized Impact Project -lower Floridan Wells, Phase I, Project for $495,000 towards the 
estimated construction cost of $1,500,000.00. 

II. OBJECTIVES 

The objective of this contract is to provide cost share dollars that will enable the Recipient to 
construct lower Floridan aquifer (lFA) wells at the planned Malcolm Road Water Supply Facility 
(MRWSF). The quantity of water expected from this project is three million gallons per day (mgd). 
This will allow the Recipient to supply new residents while minimizing the impacts to surface 
water bodies, protecting Minimum Flows and levels of lakes and springs in the area. 

III. SCOPE OF WORK 

Recipient is designing, permitting, and constructing a project that constructs lFA wells for water 
supply. 

The Recipient shall ensure the responsibilities in the Project Administration section of the 
Statement of Work are completed. 

IV. PROJECT ADMINISTRATION 

The Recipient shall be responsible for performing the following: 

• Complete and obtain final project design, construction plans, and specifications; 
• Provide a copy of Recipient's executed construction contract documents to the District's 

Project Manager; 
• Provide a copy of any subsequent change orders to the contract to the District's Project 

Manager; 
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Contract #28087 
Amendment #1 

• Obtain all required permits, including right of access to the project sites related to project 
construction and subsequent operation and maintenance of the completed work; 

• Assure compliance with all permits and permit conditions; 
• Provide procurement for project construction; 

• Perform supervision and inspection of construction; 

• Perform construction contract administration; 
• Submit timely invoices for actual construction costs in accordance with this cost share 

agreement to enable proper review by the District's Project Manager prior to payment 
authorization; 

• Provide Project Progress Reports, Attachment B, quarterly to the District's Project 
Manager and the District's Budget Coordinator, Email addressmlicourt@sjrwmd.com. 
Information shall include project progress to date, key milestones reached, overall project 
schedule versus time for project completion, key issues to be resolved, projected costs 
versus actual cost to date, and other required information. If no work has been done 
within the quarter, Recipient must submit the quarterly progress report indicating "no 
progress to report." 

• Provide certification of partial or completed construction for each reimbursement request 
by a Professional Engineer registered in the state of Florida; and 

• Assure compliance with cost accounting practices and procedures required for 
reimbursement of cost share funds expended. 

V. TIME FRAMES AND DElIVERABLES 

The expiration date of this cost-share agreement is March 29, 2017. The projected schedule for 
the project construction is as follows: 

Anticipated Construction Start Date: 
Construction Completion Date: 

August 2015 
March 29, 2017 

Recipient shall submit quarterly progress reports to the District's Project Manager and the 
District's Budget Coordinator within 15 days of the end of quarter for work accomplished during 
each quarter. The email addressfortheDistrict·sBudgetCoordinatorismlicourt@sjrwmd.com. 
The Recipient shall submit a final project report within 30 days of Final Completion and 
acceptance by Orange County Utilities detailing the project's accomplishments and any issues 
resolved during the course of the work. 

VI. BUDGET/COST SCHEDULES 

For satisfactory completion of the Project, the District shall pay Recipient approximately thirty
three percent (33%) of the actual construction cost of the Project estimated at $1,500,000; but in 
no event shall the District's cost-share exceed $495,000.00. 

Recipient shall invoice the District quarterly with appropriate documentation. Invoices shall 
include a copy of the contractor's invoices submitted to the Recipient, proof of payment by 
Recipient, and other required supporting documentation for reimbursement up to match amount. 
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For in-house expenses, Recipient shall provide copies of all receipts for materials and a system 
report showing documentation of staff time or other proof of staff time expenses for the Project. 
The final invoice shall be submitted with the final project report. If the total actual cost of this 
project is less than originally estimated, the District's cost-share amount shall be reduced 
accordingly. Recipient may invoice more frequently submitting all required documentation and 
include general status information. Recipient may invoice the district for project construction 
work beginning October 1, 2014. 

The Project begins in the District's Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2015; however, all reimbursements will 
paid in FY 2015-2016 and FY 2016-2017. District FYs begin October 1 and end September 30. 

Estimated Cost Schedule for Reimbursement of $247,500 for FY 2015-16 (all dollar amounts are 
approximate and may be reallocated between the tasks for the two FYs). 

-
Estimated 

Estimated Task Reimbursement 
Task Task Description Amounts Amounts 

1 Weill Construction $500,000.00 $165,000.00 

2 Well 2 Construction 50% $250,000.00 $ 82,500.00 

Estimated Cost Schedule for Reimbursement of $247,500 for FY 2016-17 (all dollar amounts are 
approximate and may be reallocated between the tasks for the two FYs). 

-
Estimated 

Estimated Task Reimbursement 
Task Task Description Amounts Amount 

2 Well 2 Construction 50% $250,000.00 $ 82,500.00 

3 Well 3 Construction $500,000.00 $165,000.00 
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ATTACHMENT B 

St. Johns River Water Management District 

Project Progress Report 
Date: ___ ~,--__ _ 

month/day/year 
Report Number: _______ _ 

ContractiProject Identification 
Project Name: Malcolm Road Minimized Impact ProjectILower Floridan Wells 

Recipient: IOrange County 

SJRWMD Contract Number: I 28087 I ISJRWMD Project Manager: I Carl Larrabee 

I I IRecipient's Project Manager: IKaren Allen 

Construction Scbedule Reportin Period I Start Date (mmJdd/yy): Beginning Date (mmJdd/yy): 

Ending Date (mmJdd/yy): 

Bndget Duration 
Total Budget: $ Planned Duration: Weeks 

Expended To-date: $ Duration To-date: Weeks 

Expended This Period: $ Duration This Period: Weeks 

Percent Budget Expended: % Percent Duration Expended: % 

TaskslMilestoncslDeliverables Scbeduled for tbis Reporting Period or Within the Next 60 days' 
Projected 

Task Start Finish Percent Finish 
Number TaskslMilestones/Deliverables Date Date Complcte Date 

Problems, Issues, Solutions, Anticipated deviations from schedule' 

Attach an additional page of notes if necessary to explain reasons for lateness or unusual events or circumstances. 265 
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Interoffice Memorandw 

I. CONSENT AGENDA 
UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

2 

April 25, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and Board of County Commissioners 

Raymond E. Hanson, P. E., Director ~,? / • 

Utilities Department ,;t ~ 
BCC AGENDA ITEM - Consent Agenda 
May 10, 2016 BCC Meeting 
Agreement for Utility Work Related to the Central Florida Expressway 
Authority's CFX 528-313 Innovation Way Interchange 
Contact Person: Andres Salcedo, P. E., Assistant Director 

Utilities Department 
407 -254-9719 

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is constructing a roadway and bridge 
over State Road 528 beginning at the end of Innovation Way and continuing south to 
Aerospace Parkway. To maximize efficiency and coordination, we have elected to allow 
CFX to retain a contractor to do all utility work within the project limits on Orange County's 
behalf. Orange County will pay CFX for the utility work as prescribed by the agreement 
summarized below. 

The Utility Adjustment Agreement authorizes CFX to contract for the necessary reclaimed 
water utility work as part of construction project #528-313 (SR 528 Innovation Way 
Interchange). The utility work will consist of installing approximately 5,000 feet of 24-inch 
reclaimed water main. The estimated construction cost of the utility work that Orange 
County will pay for under this agreement is $2,014,008, including a CFX administration 
fee of 2%, which is required by the agreement. 

The Orange County Attorney's Office staff finds the agreement acceptable. Utilities 
Department staff has reviewed the agreement and recommends approval. 

Action Requested: Approval and execution of Utility Adjustment Agreement 
by and between Orange County and the Central Florida 
Expressway Authority for necessary reclaimed water 
utility work as part of construction project #528-313 (SR 
528 Innovation Way Interchange) in the amount of 
$2,014,008. 

District 4. 
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UTILITY ADJUSTMENT AGREEMENT 

THIS UTILITY ADJUSTMENT AGREEMENT (the "Agreement") is made and 
entered into as of the date of last execution below ("Effective Date") by and between ORANGE 
COUNTY, a chmier county and political subdivision of the State of Florida (the "COUNTY"), 
whose address is 201 South Rosalind Avenue, Orlando, Florida, 32801 mId the CENTRAL 
FLORIDA EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY, a body politic and corporate, and an agency of the 
state under the laws of the State of Florida ("CFX,") whose address is 4974 ORL Tower Road, 
Orlalldo, Florida 32807, COUNTY and CFX may hereinafter be referred to individually as a 
"Party" or collectively as the "Proties," 

RECITALS: 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY, Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority 
("OOCEA"), predecessor-in-interest to CFX, alld Suburball Lalld Reserve, Inc. ("SLR") entered 
into that certain Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline Interchallge Agreement, 
which was approved by SLR on May 27, 2014, by COUNTY on June 10,2014, alld by OOCEA 
on June 12,2014, with an effective date of June l2, 2014; alld 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY, CFX and SLR entered into that certain First Amendment to 
Amended and Restated 2006 Innovation Way/Beachline Interchange Agreement which was 
approved by SLR on August 13,2015, by COUNTY on September 15,2015, and by CFX on 
October 8, 2015, with an effective date of October 8, 2015; and 

WHEREAS, CFX plans to construct the SR 528 Innovation Way Interchallge (the 
"Project") known as CFX Project # 528-313; and 

WHEREAS, COUNTY desires to install a twenty-four inch ductile iron reclaimed water 
line and appurtenant facilities (the "Facilities") in conjunction with the Project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties intend to cooperate and coordinate the construction and 
installation ohhe Facilities (the "Utilities Project") 

WHEREAS, CFX has designed the Project and the COUNTY has designed the Utilities 
Project (the "Plans") as shown in Exhibit "A," attached hereto and made a prot hereof by 
reference, for inclusion in the Project to be performed or caused to be performed by CFX; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties desire to formalize the terms and conditions whereby the Parties 
shall coordinate the construction ofthe Utilities Project by CFX, at the COUNTY'S expense, 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the recitals, agreements and mutual covenants 
contained herein, and other good and valuable consideration, of which the Parties acknowledge 
the receipt and sufficiency, CFX and the COUNTY hereby, agree as follows: 
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1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein by this 
reference. 

2. Bidding and Selection of Construction Contractor. CFX is in the process of 
competitively bidding the construction of the Project with the inclusion of the Utilities 
Project. Bidders will be financially responsible and able to furnish payment and 
performance bonds. The bids will provide a separate itemized cost for the Utilities 
Project based on the separate "breakout" schedule prepared by the COUNTY. 

CFX will award the contract to the successful low bidder and will provide copies of the 
construction contractor's bid to the COUNTY. The COUNTY will review and approve 
the bid with respect to the Utilities Project. If the COUNTY decides not to approve the 
bid, then the Utilities Project will be removed from the construction of the Project and 
this Agreement will be terminated, and neither Party shall have any further obligation or 
liability to the other Party as a consequence of the termination of this Agreement. 

3. The Utilities Pro ject 

a. Construction of the Facilities within CFX Right-of-Way (ROW). The COUNTY 
desires to install approximately five thousand linear feet of twenty-four-inch ductile 
iron reclaimed water main in the Innovation Way right-of-way and portions of CFX 
right-of-way between stations 506+38 and 550+22, 51 RT on Innovation Way as 
depicted in the Plans, at the COUNTY's expense. 

b. County Costs. An engineer's estimate of the Utility Project costs total $1,974,518 as 
more specifically set forth in Exhibit "B," attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
this reference (the "Utility Cost Estimate"). The COUNTY shall be responsible for 
the actual construction costs plus two percent (2%) ofthe actual construction costs for 
Construction, Engineering and Inspection ("CEI") services related to the Utilities 
Project. The Parties acknowledge and agree that Exhibit "B" is an estimate of 
Utilities Project costs and the COUNTY shall reimburse CFX for actual construction 
costs, which is estimated at a not-to-exceed amount of $1 ,974,518, plus a maximum 
of $39,490 for CEl costs (combined maximum not-ta-exceed amount of $2,014,008). 
In the event that the actual reimbursable costs exceed the Utility Cost Estimate plus 
the CEl costs, CFX shall provide COUNTY with notice and COUNTY shall have the 
option of terminating this Agreement or pursuing approval for additional funds in 
excess ofthe maximum not-to-exceed amount. 

4. Utilities Project Construction Items. The following shall also apply in the performance 
of the Utilities Project: 

a. In the event that the Plans are required to be revised in any way, the Parties shall 
cooperate in good faith to expedite the review and such necessary revisions to 
ensure that: (i) the location, construction and operation of the Facilities are 
harmonized with the Project plans and design and construction of the Project in 
accordance with all applicable laws; (ii) the work schedule is synchronized with 

Utility Adjustment Agreement Page 2 of 37 
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the construction schedule for the Project; (iii) the construction of the Project and 
the Utilities Project are accomplished in an expedient and cost-effective manner 
so as (0 limit, to the extent reasonably practical, costs of land acquisition, design 
and construction and to minimize impacts to the Project, the Facilities, and 
adjacent landowners. 

b. CFX, at the COUNTY'S expense, shall obtain all such pennits and approvals 
necessary for the Utilities Project. 

c. The COUNTY's Facilities shall be available for use by the COUNTY upon 
completion of construction and acceptance by the COUNTY of the Utilities 
Project. 

d. CFX will designate a cm finn for the Project, as the point of contact for the 
COUNTY in all matters related to the Utilities Project and the Project, and the 
COUNTY has appointed its Orange County Utilities Engineering Division 
Manager (or his/her designee) as the point of contact for CFX and its contractors 
in all matters related to the Utilities Project and the Project. 

e. CFX shall cause the contractor(s) to commence and diligently perfoml the 
Utilities Project to completion in accordance with the Plans, the Utilities Plans, 
CFX standards, and CFX's work schedule; provided, however, in the event that 
completion of the Utilities Project is delayed by events of force majeure (as 
defined below) or for other reasons, the completion date shall be extended one 
day for each day of delay caused by such events. The Parties shall cooperate to 
hannonize construction of the Facilities with the construction or proposed 
construction of the Project improvements. 

f. Subject to terms and conditions of this Agreement, CFX or its contractor shall 
construct certain Facilities that will lie partly or totally within or across the 
proposed Project right-of-way. To the extent that any Facilities are located in 
portions of property or rights-of-way owned by CFX, CFX will grant the 
COUNTY a right to access its Facilities for inspection, maintenance and repair, 
upon submittal and approval of CFX's Application for Right of Entry. In the 
event a future CFX project requires COUNTY to relocate the Facilities, 
COUNTY shall be obligated to move, remove, or relocate its Facilities at its sole 
cost and expense and COUNTY's right of access shall be terminated. 

g. Within sixty days after the completion of the Project, CFX shall provide 
COUNTY with as-builts and certifications from a project engineer duly licensed 
in the State of Florida that the installation and encasement of the Facilities has 
been completed in accordance with the Plans, and all applicable permits and laws. 

h. As soon as possible after the completion of the Utilities Project, CFX shall 
provide the COUNTY with a detailed final statement of all costs and expenses 
incuned by CFX in connection with the construction and CEI for the Utilities 
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Project (the "Cost Statement"), together with all supporting documentation of 
such costs and expenditures. The Cost Statement and supporting records provided 
by CFX shall be in auditable fonn in accordance with generally accepted 
accounting principles. Within sixty days after receipt of the Cost Statement and 
supporting documentation, the COUNTY shall reimburse CFX for all such costs 
and expenses actually incurred for the COUNTY'S portion of the Utilities Project 
(subject to any adjustment if the COUNTY'S audit shows that such cost statement 
exceeds costs actually incurred or such costs are not reimbursable under the tenns 
of this Agreement). The COUNTY shall make payment for the costs associated 
with the Utilities Project by issuing a check made payable to CFX, in the amount 
so expended by CFX, all in accordance with the foregoing. Should the 
COUNTY object to a reimbursement amount requested by CFX, the COUNTY 
shall pay the undisputed portion of the amount as set fOlth above, and the 
COUNTY shall submit its objections of the disputed portion in writing to CFX 
within fifteen husiness days of receipt of the written reimbursement request from 
CFX. The Parties shall meet in 8n attempt to resolve disputes with a goal to 
resolve them within twenty business days of CFX's receipt of the COUNTY's 
written objections. 

5. Insurance. Any contractor performing any portion of construction of the Utilities 
Project shall maintain the following insurance coverage: 

1. Workers Compensation - the contractor shall provide coverage for its employees 
with statutory limits for Workers' Compensation and not less than $100,000 for 
Employers' Liability. Said coverage shall include a waiver of subrogation in 
favor of CFX and the COUNTY and its agents, employees and officials. 

11. Commercial General Liability - the contractor shall provide coverage for all 
operations including, but no limited to Contractual, Products, Completed 
Operations, and Personalilljury. The limits will be not less than $1,000,000 per 
OCCUlTellce. The General Aggregate Limit shall be twice the required occurrence 
limit. 

Ill. Business Automobile Liability - the contractor shall provide coverage for all 
owned, non-owned and hired vehicles with limits of not less than $500,000 per 
occurrence. 

a. The CEl film responsible for signing and sealing the as-built drawings for the Utilities 
Project shall provide Professional Liability coverage with limits not less than $1,000,000. 

b. The COUNTY shall be specifically included as an additional insured under said policies, 
and said insurance shall include a provision that 3D-day notice of cancellation of the 
coverage shall be provided to CFX and the COUNTY. Renewals of certificates of 
insurance shall be produced by CFX or its Contractor upon request. 
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c. The COUNTY reserves the right to request, and CFX or its Contractor shall produce 
within fifteen days, proof of the existence of such insurance coverage and certificates 
verifying the amount and telIDS of such insurance coverage. 

6. Maintenance. Upon completion and acceptance of the Project, CFX will have a one
year wan'anty from the Contractor. CFX shall have no responsibility for the 
maintenance, operations or repairs of the Facilities npon completion and acceptance of 
the Project. Neither the COUNTY, nor any employee, contractor nor agent thereof, shall 
cause any damage to improvements within the Utilities Project, or take any actions that 
would weaken, diminish or impair the lateral or subjacent support to the Project, or its 
appurtenant improvements. Without limiting the foregoing, the COUNTY shall be 
responsible for maintaining, at no cost to CFX, all permits, authorizations and approvals 
of applicable regulatory agencies necessary for continued operation, use, maintenance 
and repair of the Facilities. 

7. Limitation of Liability. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, in no 
event shall either party have liability to the other party under this Agreement, whether 
based in contract, in tort, or otherwise, for any special, incidental, indirect, exemplary or 
consequential damages. Further, neither party shall be liable to the other in an amount in 
excess of the total amount estimated or paid, whichever is greater, for the County's 
portion of the Project. 

8. Notices. Any notices which may be pennitted or required hereunder shall be in writing 
and shall be deemed to have been duly given as of the date and time the same are 
personally delivered, transmitted electronically or within three (3) business days after 
depositing with the United States Postal Service, postage prepaid by registered or 
certified mail, return receipt requested, or within one (I) business day after depositing 
with Federal Express or other overnight delivery service from which a receipt may be 
obtained, and addressed as follows: 

CFX: 

and 

COUNTY: 

CENTRAL FLORIDA 
EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY 
4974 ORL Tower Road 
Orlando, Florida 32807 
Attn: Chief of Infrastructure 
Telephone: (407) 690-5000 

CENTRAL FLORIDA 
EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY 
4974 ORL Tower Road 
Orlando, Florida 32807 
Attn: General Counsel 
Telephone: (407) 690-5000 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
Orange County Utilities Department 
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9150 Curry Ford Road, Suite 300 
Orlando, Florida 32825 
Attn: Director of Utilities 
Telephone: (407) 254-9760 

9. Sovereimt ImnlUnitv. Neither Party to this Agreement nor its officers, agents, or 
employees shall, by this Agreement, be deemed to assume any liability for the acts, 
omissions and/or negligence of the other Party. CFX and the COUNTY do not waive and 
retain all defenses and protections provided to them under Florida and other applicable 
law, including without limitation, the defense of Sovereign Immunity as currently set 
forth in Section 768.28, Flodda Statutes, for tort actions brought against CFX or the 
COUNTY and such immunity shall be applicable to any claim or action brought under 
this Agreement even if said claim or action sounds in contract rather than in tort. 

10. Disputes. All claims, disputes and other matters in question between the Parties arising 
out of, or relating to, this Agreement or its performance or breach shall be resolved in 
accordance with the steps set forth: 

(a) negotiation; 
(b) non-binding mediation; and 
(c) judicial resolution. 

11. Hazardous Materials. Neither patty shall cause hazardous materials or other potentially 
hazardous conditions on the property. 

12. General Provisions. The failure of either Party to exercisc any power given hereunder 
or to insist upon strict compliance with any obligation specified herein, and any custom 
or practice at variance with the terms hereof, shall not constitute a waiver of either 
Pmty's right to demand exact compliance with the terms hereof. This Agreement contains 
the entire agreement of the Patties hereto, and no representations, inducements, promises 
or agreements, oral or otherwise, between the Parties not embodied herein shall be of any 
force or effect. Any anlendment to this Agreement shall not be binding upon any of the 
Parties hereto unless such amendment is in writing and executed by all Parties. The 
provisions of this Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the Parties 
hereto and their respective heirs, administrators, executors, personal representativcs, 
snccessors and assigns. Whenever under the terms and provisions of this Agreement the 
time for performance falls upon a Saturday, Sunday, or Legal Holiday, such time for 
performance shall be extended to the next business day. The headings insetted at the 
beginning of each paragraph of this Agreement are for convenience only, and do not add 
to or subtract from the meatllng of the contents of each paragraph. The COUNTY and 
CFX do hereby covenant and agree that such documents as may be legally necessary or 
otherwise appropriate to carry out the terms of this Agreement shall be executed and 
delivered by each Party. This Agreement shall be interpreted under the laws of the State 
of Florida. The Parties hereto agree that venue for any legal action authorized hereunder 
shall be in the state courts of Orange County, Florida. The Patties agree that each Party is 

Utility Adjustment Agreement Page 6 of 37 

272 



273

responsible for its attorney's fees and costs associated with any resolution of any dispute. 
Time is of the essence in this Agreement and each provision hereof. 

13. Survival of Pl·ovisious. All covenants, representations and wan'anties set forth in this 
Agreement shall survive the execution or delivery of any and all deeds and other 
documents at any time executed or delivered under, pursuant to or by reason of this 
Agreement, and shall survive the payment of all monies made under, pursuant to or by 
reason of this Agreement. 

14. Severability. This Agreement is intended to be performed in accordance with, and only 
to the extent permitted by, all applicable laws, ordinances, rules and regulations. If any 
provision of this Agreement or the application thereof to any person or circumstance 
shall, for any reason and to any extent, be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this 
Agreement and the application of such provision to other persons or circumstances shall 
not bc affected thereby but rather shall be enforced to the greatest extent permitted by 
law. 

15. Waiver of Jury Trial. The Parties voluntarily waive a trial by jury in any litigation or 
action arising fi-om this Agreement. 

16. Force Majeure. The Pruties shall be excused for the period of any delay in the 
performance of any obligation hereunder when prevented from so doing by cause or 
causes beyond the obligated party's reasonable control, which shall include, without 
limitation, civil commotion, civil disorder, riot, civil disturbance, war, war-like 
operations, invasion, rebellion, hostilities, military or usurped power, sabotage, fire or 
other casualty, and inability to obtain any material or services due to Acts of God. For all 
monetary issnes, there shall be no events of force majeure. 

SIGNATURES TO FOLLOW 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed 
in their respective names as of the date below. 

A TIEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
As Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners 

By: ______________________ __ 

Deputy Clerk 

Print: _______________ __ 

Date: ______________ _ 

Utility Adjustment Agreement 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: ______________________ __ 

Teresa Jacobs 
Orange County Mayor 

Date: _____________ _ 
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ATTEST: 
Darleen Mazzillo, Executive Secretary 

Utility Adjustment Agreement 

CENTRAL FLORIDA EXPRESSWAY 
AUTHORITY, a public corporation of the State of 
Florida /cc~ .. -) 

~ By: ~,Ch~i:: --J)4 

Date: )I!;J? 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY CFX'S 
GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

BY:~~~ 
Date: a.j.l H i I ~ 
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PLANS 
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FINAL BID StlB'\{fITAL ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE 

}/24I!G 

ITEM N1JMBE:R Cf1'X PAY JTEM DESCR!PTION ACUT AL DESCRU'TION UNIT QTY UNn-COST 

oc !09·1)-J FIELD OffICE OCO fNSPECTOR'S 1R... ... lt.ER Of. 57\! $90 
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OC I OB(H 1-44 uTrun' flXTURES{F&I) (8-19_9<j lV.~.LVE ,~_<;SEMBL Y) 16"GATEVALVE EP. 2 S!O,!){jO 

OC 1080-1 \,54 UT1UTI FL'ITURES (F&!) (2()_~9_9") (VALVE ASSEMBLY) 24"GATEVALV[ EOA 8 ;'15,000 
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...L -~T .,--': C!J = ....-- '- :--<-

:: 'tl \ S7A.7E; OF .: ...... ~ 
-:;Q .• ~ ,.~ .... 

~ <;(.. ··<OR10t.··· f<-'<:- .$ 
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INDEMN1F1CATIO}J 

RECORD DOCUMENT PRF.PARATION (1% Of SUBTOT.A.I.J 

CONTI\JGENCY (15% Of SUBTOTAL) 

ENGINEER'S E~T1M:\TJ:: 

ESTnL<\TEO TOT.~L 

$51.3CD 

$ .. \.800 

5617.550 

:i:515.200 

5:202..501) 

S"i,lQO 

$18.2.0[). 

'S2$,UOO 

$9,000 

53.4CO 

S3,60Q 
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S:2O.OOO 
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OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 
FLORIDA 

COUNTY COMMISSION AGENDA 
Tuesday, May 10, 2016 

COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

II. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1 

Informational only - No Board action required 

Receipt of the following items to file for the record: 

MARTHA O. HAYNIE, CPA 
County Comptroller 
201 South Rosalind Avenue 
Post Office Box 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407~836~5690 
Fax: 407-836-5599 
www.occcompt.com 

a. Notice of Application for Transfer Utility Assets and Water Certificate given on April 5, 
2016, by Oak Springs MHC, LLC. 

b. Minutes of the January 25, 2016, East Park Community Development District. 

c. Florida Public Service Commission Final Order Acknowledging Corporate Reorganization 
and Approving Name Change. In re: Joint application for acknowledgement of corporate 
reorganization and request for approval of name changes on water and/or wastewater 
certificates of Cypress Lakes Utilities, Inc. in Polk County; Utilities, Inc. of Eagle Ridge in 
Lee County; Utilities, Inc. of Florida in Marion, Orange, Pasco, Pinellas, and Seminole 
Counties; Labrador Utilities, Inc. in Pasco County; Lake Placid Utilities, Inc. in Highlands 
County; Lake Utility Services, Inc. in Lake County; Utilities, Inc. of Longwood in Seminole 
County; Mid County Services, Inc. in Pinellas County; Utilities, Inc. of Pennbrooke in 
Lake County; Utilities, Inc. of Sandalhaven in Charlotte County; Sanlando Utilities 
Corporation in Seminole County; and Tierra Verde Utilities, Inc. in Pinellas County, to 
Utilities, Inc. of Florida. 

d. Orange County Water Utilities System, Orange County, Florida Annual Financial Report 
for the years ended September 30,2015 and 2014. 

e. Audit Report No. 456 - Audit of the Air Pollution Control Trust Fund 

Items filed for the record can be accessed at www.occompt.com. Then navigate to 
Clerk of the BCe. 

304 



305

IIi. WORK SESSION AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1 

\.JUUNTI 
GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

April 29, 2016 

To: 

From: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

Subject: 

Ajit Lalchandani, County Administrator 4') 
May 10, 2016 - Work Session Agenda 
Tourist Development Tax Issues and Update 

As you know, there have been a number of Tourist Development Tax (TDT) related discussions 
in various forums during the past few months. These include discussions by the Charter Review 
Commission related to a TDT application and evaluation process, a TDT spending proposal by 
the Central Florida Hotel and Lodging Association, and TDT expenditures for the Convention 
Center's ongoing capital improvement program and proposed campus master plan. 

On May 10, 2016, county staff will provide the Board with an update on these issues, as well as 
the current financial status of the TDT. This item is being scheduled for informational purposes 
only. No Board action is being requested. 

cc: Jeff Newton, County Attorney 
Eric Gassman, Deputy County Administrator 
Kathie Canning, Executive Director, Convention Center 

A.JIT LALCIIANDANI, County Administrator 
201 SOUtil ROfiaJind Avenue. Reply 10' P08t Office Box 1898 • Orlando, F101ida 32802·1393 

Telephone, 407·836·7366. Fmc 407·836·7;>99 
AjiLLaJcJl anclani@odl.net 305 
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III. WORK SESSION AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

2 

'. Interoffice Memorandum 0i, .... C.

N
.
1 

.•.. E 
CD~rY 
GOVERNMENT 
J' L (J R 1 lJ A 

April 21 ,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
County Commissioners 

Christopher R. Testerman, AICP ~ 
Assistant County Administrator 

Work Session - May 10, 2016 
Community Development District - The Grove Resort 

The County has received a request to establish a Community Development 
District (COD) for The Grove Resort which is located on County Road 545 
(Avalon Road) in the southwest Growth Center. The project was approved as a 
Development of Regional Impact (The Grande Palisades DRI) in 2008 with 4,159 
timeshare units and 60,000 square feet of retail uses. 

COOs are independent special districts created pursuant to chapter 190 Florida 
Statutes and subject to policies in our comprehensive plan. These districts 
provide developers a mechanism to fund certain infrastructure and services and 
pass those costs on to property owners through special assessments and taxes. 
COOs have the ability to issue tax-exempt bonds. Establishment of this proposed 
COD is by ordinance. Historically the BCC has also required an Interlocal 
agreement with newly created COOs to include certain parameters such as the 
level of debt the COD may issue. Chapter 190 also requires extraordinary 
advertising for the four weeks prior to the public hearing. 

At the Work Session staff will provide an overview of the project's land use 
approvals; the legal and procedural requirements for approving a COD; and 
financial implications and potential issues associated with the request. The 
applicant will provide a more detailed description of this proposed project and 
use of the COD. 

ACTION REQUESTED: No action required. This Work Session is for 
Informational Purposes Only. District 1 

Cc: Lila McHenry, Senior Assistant County Attorney 
Fred Winterkamp, Manager, Fiscal and Business 
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III. WORK SESSION AGENDA 
COMMUNITY, ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

1 

O~E 
C~y 

Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVER.l\~lE~T 
rl.ORTDA 

April 18,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

AGE.NDA ITEM 

Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Directo~Jy-J' 
Community, Environmental a Development 
Services Department 

Renzo Nastasi, AICP, Manager 
Transportation Planning Division 
(407) 836·8072 

May 10, 2016 - Work Session Item 
UCF Alafaya Trail Pedestrian Safety Study 

The Orange County Community, Environmental and Development Services 
Department and the Public Works Department have partnered with the Florida 
Department of Transportation and the University of Central Florida to conduct the 
UCF Alafaya Trail Pedestrian Safety Study. This study is an INVEST Program 
project intended to evaluate challenges and opportunities to improve 
bicycle/pedestrian safety within the study corridor. The recommended projects 
will proceed into design and construction and be funded through the INVEST 
Program. 

During the May 10, 2016 work session, staff will provide an overview of the study 
results. 

This presentation is for informational purposes only. 

JW/RN/AW:am 
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April 25, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

IV. DISCUSSION AGENDA 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

1 

tJDUNTI 
GOVERNMENT 
l'l,OHIDA 

Board of County Commissioners j)' 
Ajit M. Lalchandani, County Administrator /1)/') 

Appointments to the 2016 Value Adjustment Board 
DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM MAY 10, 2016 

The Value Adjustment Board (VAB) is composed of two members of the governing body of the county 
as elected from the membership of the board, one ofwhorn shall be elected chairperson; one citizen 
member appointed by the governing body of the county who rnust own homestead property within the 
county; one member of the school board as elected from the membership of the school board; and 
one citizen member who owns a business occupying commercial space within the school board district 
and is elected by the school board. A list indicating how many times each of the Commissioners, 
Mayor, and citizen members have served on the VAB is attached for your review. 

On April 21,2015, Commissioner Boyd and Commissioner Clarke were appointed to the 2015 VAB 
and Commissioner Nelson and Commissioner Siplin were appointed as alternates. David W. 
Robinson was appointed as the citizen member, and Robert W. Caldwell was appointed as the 
alternate citizen member. 

At the May 10,2016 meeting the Board is being asked to appoint two Board members and one citizen 
member to the 2016 VAB and designate two Board members and one citizen member as alternates. 
Mr. Robinson and Mr. Caldwell have both indicated their willingness to serve, again. 

Please call rne if you have any questions. 

ACTION REQUESTED Appointment of two Board members and one citizen member to the 
2016 Value Adjustment Board and the designation of two alternate 
Board members and one alternate citizen member. 

AMUcjg 

Attachment 

cc: Jeffrey J. Newton, County Attorney 
Katie Smith, Manager, Comptroller Clerk's Office 

AJIT M. LALCHANDANI, County Administrator 
20.1 South l~osalilld Avel1ue" Reply To: Post Office. Box 1393. Orlando, Ploricla 32802·1393 

Telephone 407-836·7366 .. PAX 1{·07-836-7399 
A.j it La! chanclalli@Jocfl.nd 
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VALUE ADJUSTMENT BOARD APPOINTMENTS 

Commissioner Boyd 
2009,2010,2011,2012,2013,2014, 
2015 

Commissioner Clarke 
2013 (all), 2014, 2015 

Commissioner Edwards 
1997,1999,2000,2012 (all), 2013 (all) 
2014 (all) 

Mayor Jacobs 

Citizen (David W. Robinson) 
2009 (all), 2010 (all), 2011 (all), 2012, 
2013,2014,2015 

Commissioner Nelson 
2015 (all) 

Commissioner Thompson 
2011 (all), 2012 (all), 2014 (all) 

Commissioner Siplin 
2015 (all) 

Alternate Citizen (Robert W. Caldwell) 
2012,2013,2014,2015 
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IV. DISCUSSION AGENDA 
COUNTY COMPTROLLER 

1 

OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 
FLORIDA 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 21 ,2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
Board of County Commissioners 

"\'IA .C'''m~ 
Margaret A. McGarrity, Chief Deputy ~mptroller 

MARTHA O. HAYNIE, CPA 
County Comptroller 
201 South Rosalind Avenue 
Post Office Box 38 
Orlando. FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5690 
Fax: 407-836-5599 
www.occcompt.com 

SUBJECT: Selection of Audit Services, Request for Proposals Y16-184 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Selection of one firm and two ranked alternates to provide Audit Services under Request for 
Proposals, from the following firms, listed in Audit Committee ranking order. Further 
recommend the Board authorize negotiation and execution of the final contract by the 
Procurement Division within budget for a contract term of one year with five 
1-year renewals. 

#1 ranked - Cherry Bekaert, LLP 
#2 ranked - Moore Stephens Lovelace, PA 
#3 ranked - Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC 

PURPOSE: 

The annual financial audit of the County and all constitutional officers by an independent 
certified public accountant is a requirement of State law and Rules of the State Auditor 
General. In addition, bond covenants of the various County bonds and grant provisions 
require an annual financial audit. The rating agencies also expect an annual financial audit to 
maintain their ratings of County debt. 

DISCUSSION: 

This item was reviewed and approved by the Audit Committee on April 18, 2016. The Audit 
Committee was established by County Administrative Regulation 6.14 in accordance with 
requirements of Florida Statute 218.391. That statute dictates specific requirements for 
proposals and selection, including consideration of factors such as ability of personnel, 
experience, ability to furnish the required services and other factors. If fees are included as a 
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Page 2 of 2 
RFP Y16-184 
Audit Services 

factor, which they were, then compensation cannot be the sole or a predominant factor for 
selection. 

The audit firm will render opinions on the annual financial statements of the County, 
Constitutional Officers, and related component units in accordance with govemment auditing 
standards. The requirements of the Federal and State Single Audit Acts will also be satisfied. 
The Orange County Library District was included in the County RFP process and it will 
execute a separate contract for its audit services. Per Florida Statute 218.391, the 
Commission "shall select the highest ranked qualified firm or must document in its public 
records the reason for not selecting the highest-ranked qualified firm" or "select a firm 
recommended by the audit committee and negotiate a contract with one of the recommended 
firms using an appropriate alternative negotiation method for which compensation is not the 
sole or predominant factor used to select the firm." 

The fixed first year fees proposed, including fees to the Library District, were Cherry Bekaert 
$389,000; Moore Stephens Lovelace $364,500; and Carr, Riggs & Ingram $391,000. The 
contract will have a Consumer Price Index adjustment for each of the five years subsequent 
to the first year. 
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RFP#: Y16-184, 
Audit Services 

o -'" 
, QUAL OF' QUAL OF 'TECHNICAL' MIWBE FEE I :: ~ ~ ~ 

c.S t= ~ 
- '" .0 "'... ~ 
~ f-< c7J STAFF PROPOSAL APPROACH FIRl\f 

WEIGHT 20 25 20 10 25 5 10 

"" A 
;;.J 

A 2 A "" A "" A "" 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
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Cherry, Beckaert 
L.L.P. 5.0 100 5.0 125 5 I 100 4 I 40 I 117.13 I 0 0 

Moore Stephens 
Lovelace, P.A. 4.0 80 4.0 100 4 I 80 4 I 40 I 125 I o I 0 

Carr, Riggs & 
Ingram, LLC 4.0 80 4.0 100 4 80 4 40 116.53 0 0 

KPMGLLP 4.0 80 4.0 100 4 80 3 30 103.55 0 0 

fll~\tt q JD-a:va' G~ if \ 1<0\201 (P 
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A 
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0 

0 

0 
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2 
0 
u 
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~ 
~ 

TOTAL 

482.13 

I 425.00 

416.53 

393.55 
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April 11 ,2016 

To: 

FROM: 

SUBJ: 

Linda Carson, Senior Purchasing Agent 
Procurement Division W 
Kesi Warren, Senior Contract AdministratoW.-J 
Business Development Division 

RFP #Y16-184-LC, Audit Services 

Interoffice Memomlldum 

Below are the respondents to the subject RFP with their firm's certified sub-consultants 
and MIWBE participation score on a 1 - 5 rating: 

~-----------~---

4 Poin_~ __ 1_. ______ I--Moore Stellhens Lovelace, P.A. _ 
AFAM L_F_ Harris & Associates, CPA, PA _~O% 
WF Elerick & Elerick, PA 10% -------

1--- ... ----- ---1----------
----Total MWBE Partici[lation: 30% --

EEO Staff 65% -- _.,----------- --
Bonus 

J'0ints --
I---- Service-Disabled Veterans (SDV) 0 1----------
'-__ Welfare Reci[lients: __ L __ 0 

---- --------j 
20% 

Bonus 
Points ------ - -------------

82% 

_-+-~S"_'ervice-DisablecLVetEOl:~I1£iSDV) _ 0 _____ _ 
___ _Welfare Reci[lie~______ __ __~_ _ ______ _ 

'The Schedule of SUb-Contracting -SDV Participation and the Welfare Transition 
And/or Dislocated Worker forms were not submitted with the proposal. 

cc: Contract File 
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3. 
AFAF 
AFAM 

far!, Rigg 
..c:;ovington 
Ge.orge Sti 

S & Ingram ._-
& Associates CPAS, Inc . 
ell, C;PA, LLC 

.--

.. -.-~.-.-----j~-~ 

Total MWB E Partici(lation: 
------,-- ... _--

EEO Staff 

L. 15%-
_._ 4 Point!;_ 

9% e--"":''-''.. ~-~-~-.----

.~-,._._._---
24% ..• .-
64% 

-~-------
---.. _-_.-

Bonus 

.. .. -
abled Veterans (SDV) 0 

Poi n-"t.:o:s~ __ -----+---:-_"Cc----=-
* Service·Dis 
* Welfare Re cipients: 0 

c:-;----· .---.----c. 
*The Schedule of Sub·Contractlng -SDV Participation and the Welfare Transition 
And/or Dislocated Worker forms were not submitted with the proposal. 

--.. --~ ... - ._----_.-
4Points~ 4. Cherry Bekaert, LLP 

AFAM L. F.ljarris & Associates, CPA,PA 16% 
-~ 

WF i::lerick & Elerick, PA 8 ... " .. - - .. -
.- •. -- -C';-;;C-1---- '-_.'-

Total MWBE Partici(lation: 24% _ .. " ......... _.-
EEO Staff 45% 

.... ------.---- ... -------.- . 

Bonus 
Points --,,-- -.-
* Service-Disabled Veterans (SDV) ... -
* Welfare Rfjclflients: ... -
*The Schedule of Sub-Contracting -SDV Participation and the Welfare TranSition 
And/or Dislocated Worker forms were not submitted with the proposal. 
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Interoffice l\1clllo)"ar: 
IV. DISCUSSION AGENDA 

OFFICE OF REGIONAL MOBILITY 
1 AGENDA ITEM 

April 21 ,2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

PHONE: 

SUBJE 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AN 

nty Commissioners 

s . Harrison, Esq., P.E. 
nt County Administrator 

of Regional Mobility 
6-5610 

Ma 10,2016- Discussion Item 
MetroPlan Orlando Board Meeting Briefing 

The next scheduled meeting of the MetroPlan Orlando Board is May 11, 
2016. Staff will provide an overview of the agenda for this meeting and 
seek discussion of any issues that may affect Orange County. This item is 
for informational purposes only. No action is requested of the Board. 

JEH/lab 
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IV. DISCUSSION AGENDA 
COUNTY MAYOR 

1 

Cfr&rY 
GOVER1'JMENT 
FI.OH1J)'\ 

Aocnda b 

May 10, 2016 Open Discussion 

Board of County Commissioners Chambers 

201 S. Rosalind Ave., Orlando. FL 32801 

Commissioner Clarke, District 3 would like to discuss Fcc Waiver. 

COM:\lISSI0Slm m~YA:\ ;:\EIA'iO:\, DISTI<lCT 2 
20.1 SOllfh HosnjiJld i\\TllIll', 0[11 Flour. I~L'Jl!Y To: "l'mil OOicc Box l;~D;). Orlllndo. Flo]"idn ;-)2H()~,.1;-)q:-} 

:'1{)7·H:k;·7:';?){). 1,'<lx !j()7-H;3(i·;:;~r7{) 
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GOVERNlVmNT 
FLORIDA 

To: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 

From: Commissioner Pete Clarke, District 3 

Date: May 3,2016 

Subject: Fee Waiver Consideration 

I would like to discuss a request, on behalf of one of my constituents, Mr. Douglas Thomas, the 
waiver of a variance fee during the May 10,2016 Board of County Commissioners meeting. Mr. 
Thomas was issued a permit by our Zoning department, to construct a 720 square foot 
garage/carport detached structure. Based on this approval, Mr. Thomas paid for and has obtained 
the slab and materials/trusses. Mr. Thomas' property was vandalized and as a result had to request 
a copy of the plans he submitted to Orange County. Due to his request Orange County Zoning 
informed Mr. Thomas that a permit had been issued in error. 

Currently, Mr. Thomas has been issued a stop work order. Furthermore, Mr. Thomas was provided 
the following options: 

1. Amend the project for it to otherwise comport with the SOOsf code requirement. This would 
essentially force them to remove the carport portion of the structure. 

2. To make application to BZA requesting a variance to the County Code for accessory structures. 
The BZA fee for the Variance = $638.00. 

Mr. Thomas is willing to go through the variance process but does not think it is fitting to pay the 
$638.00 fee. I believe given the circumstances, this would be the appropriate course of action. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Cc: Board of County Commissioners 
Ajit Lalchandani, County Administrator 
Chris Testerman, Assistant County Administrator 
Jon Weiss, Director, Community, Environmental, and Developmental Services 

COMMISSIONIR PETE CLARKE, DISTRICT 3 
20 J South J{o::.aiind Avenue. 5th Floor. Reply To: POSl OfJIcc Box J Xl,l] . Orlando, Florida J2X02-1 :;9J 

/1 0','·- e j (:,-'? f1.'-)O, ],'.-.1:<: '1 C .'/ -H::; (; - ~:, g-7 (. 317 
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~el.::ul11mendations 
APRIL 21, 2016 

Prepared by 
Orange County Community, Environmental & 

Development Services Department, 
Planning Division, Development Review Section 
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Local Planning Agency 
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James Dunn District #1 

Marvin Barrett District #2 

Tina Demostene District #3 

Pat DiVecchio District #4 

Rick V. Baldocchi District #5 

JaJaJ. Wade District #6 
Vice - Chairman 

Paul Wean At Large 

YogMelwani At Large 

Jose Cantero At Large 
Chairman 
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TABLE OF HEARINGS 
Planning and Zoning Commission 

April 21, 2016 

Case # Reguest Commission Recommendations BCC Hearing 
Applicant District Staff PZC Reguired 

I. CONVENTIONAL REZONING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

RZ-15-10-038 R-CE-C 1 Continue to Continued to No 
Jamie T. Poulos to R-CE-C July 21,2016 July 21,2016 

(Butler Bay Cluster 
Plan) 

RZ-16-02-007 R-1AA to R-1 3 Denial Approval No 
Christopher Wrenn with three (3) 

restrictions 

RZ-16-04-010 R-1A to C-1 5 Approval Approval No 
Lisa Bridges with three (3) with three (3) 

restrictions restrictions 

RZ-16-04-011 A-2 to /-1 / /-5 3 Approval Approval No 
Robert Meeks with two (2) with two (2) 

restrictions restrictions 

RZ-16-11-012 R-1 & C-1 2 Approval Approval No 
Donald D. Guidi to C-2 with three (3) with three (3) 

restrictions restrictions 

RZ-16-04-013 C-2 to C-2 3 Approval Approval No 
Daniel Kennerly with five (5) with six (6) 

restrictions restrictions 
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SITE and BUILDING REQUIREMENTS 
Orange County Code Section 38-1501. Basic Requirements 

District Min. lot area Min. fivin.g area Min: ior ~idtli .tit:) *Min: Jrimt yard -*Ml[l" (ear yard .10/n. ,side ya~i MQX, . Lake 
(sq. ft.} fff (sq. ft.) . {ft.} {ft.} {ft.} building s.etback (ft.) 

height {ft.} 
A-l 21,780 (liz acre) 850 100 35 50 10 35 • 
A-2 21,780 (Yz acre) 850 100 35 50 10 35 • 

A-R 108,900 (2Yz 1,000 270 35 50 25 35 • 
acres) 

R-CE 43,560 (1 acre) 1,500 130 35 50 10 35 • 
R~CE-2 2 acres 1,200 250 45 50 30 35 • 
R-CE-S 5 acres 1,200 185 50 50 45 35 • 
R-IAAAA 21,780 (Y2 acre) 1,500 110 30 35 10 35 • 
R-IAAA 14,520 (1/3 1,500 95 30 35 10 35 • 

acre) 
R-IAA lO,DCO 1,200 85 2st 30t 7.5 35 • 
R-IA 7,500 1,200 75 20t 25t 7.5 35 • 
R-l 5,000 1,000 50 20t 20t st 35 • 
R-2 One-family 1,000 45***** 20t 20t st 35 • 

dwelling, 4,500 

TwodweUing sOO/I,OOO per 80/90****** 20t 20t 5t 35 • 
units (DUs), OU 
8,000/9,000 
Three DUs, 500 per OU 85t 20t 30 10 35**, *** • 
11,250 
Four or more 500 per DU 85t 20t 30 10**** 35**, *** • 
DUS, 15,000 

R-3 One-family 1,000 45***** 20t 20t 5 35 • 
dwelling, 4,500 
Two DUs, SOO/I,OOO per 80/90****** 20t 20t st 35 • 
8,000/9,000 DU 
Three dwelling 500 per DU 85t 20t 30 10 35**, *** • 
units, 11,250 
Fouror more 500 per DU 85t 20t 30 10**** 35**, *** 
DUs, ~5,000 

R-L-D N/A N/A N/A 10 for side entry 15 Oto 10 35*** • 
garage, 20 for 
front entry garage 

R-T 7 spaces per Park size min. 5 Min. mobile home 7.5 7.5 7.5 N/A • 
gross acre acres size 

8 ft. x 35 ft. 
R-T-1 

5FR 4,500***** 45***** 1,000 25/20 tt 25/20 tt 5 35 • 

Mobile 4,500***** 45***** Min. mobile home 25/20 tt 25/20 tt 5 35 • 
home size 8 ft, x 35 ft. 

R-T-2 6,000 60 5FR 500 25 25 6 N/A • 
(prior to Min. mobile home 
1/29/73) size 8 ft. x 35 ft. 

(after 21,780 100 5FR 600 35 50 10 N/A • 
1/29/73) Yo: acre Min. mobile home 

size 8 ft. J( 35 ft. 
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District Min. lot area Min living area MJn: -/ot.,lII!idtfl (ft.) - .*Min. front yard *Min rear yarci ' 'Min. side yard Max. Lake 
,(sq.ft.) fff (sq. ft.) (ft·) .. (ft.) (ft.) building setback (ft.) 

height (ft.) 
NR One-family 1,000 45***** 20 20 5 35/3 stories • 

dwelling, 4,500 tt 

Two DUs, 8,000 500 per DU 80/90****** 20 20 5 35/3 stories 
tt 

Three DUs, 500 per DU 85 20 20 10 35/3 stories • 
11,250 tt 
Four or more 500 per DU 85 20 20 10 50/4 stories • 
DUs, 1,000 plus tt 
2,000 per DU 

Townhouse, 750 per DU 20 25, 15 for rear 20, 15 for rear 0,10 for end 40/3 stories 
1,800 entry driveway ,,:n_try garage units tt 

NAC Non-residential 500 50 0/10 maximum, 15,20 adjacent 10,0 if 50 feet tt • 
and mixed use 60% of building to single-family buildings are 
development, frontage must zoning district adjoining 
6,000 conform to max. 

setback 
One-family 1,000 45***** 20 20 5 35/3 stories • 
dwelling, 4,500 tt 
Two DUs, B,OOO 500 per DU 80****** 20 20 5 35/3 stories • 

tt 
Three DUs, 500 per DU 85 20 20 10 35/3 stories • 
1~,250 tt 
Four or more 500 per DU 85 20 20 10 50 feet/4 • 
DUs, 1,000 plus stories, 65 
2,000 per DU feet with 

ground floor 
retail tt 

Townhouse, 750 per DU 20 25,15 for rear 20, 15 for rear 0, lOfor end 40/3 stories * 
1,800 entry driveway entry garage units tt 

NC Non-residential 500 50 0/10 maximum, 15, 20 adjacent 10,0 if 65 feet tt • 
and mixed use 60% of building to Single-family buildings are 
development, frontage must zoning district adjoining 
8,000 conform to max. 

setback 

One-family 1,000 45***** 20 20 5 35/3 stories • 
dwelling, 4,500 tt 
Two DUs, B,OOO SOD per DU 80****** 20 20 5 35/3 stories • 

ft 
Three DUs, SOD per DU 85 20 20 10 35/3 stories • 
11,250 tt 
Four or more 500 per DU 85 20 20 10 65 feet, 80 • 
DUs, l,OaO plus feet with 
2,000 per DU ground floor 

retail tt 

Townhouse 750 per DU 20 25, 15 for rear 20, 15 for rear 0,10 for end 40/3 stories • 
entry driveway entry garage units tt 

p-o 10,000 500 85 25 30 10 for one- 35** • 
and two-story 
bldgs., plus 2 ••• 
for each add. 
story 

C-1 6,000 500 80 on major 25 20 0; or 15 ft. 50; or 35 • 
streets (see Art. when abutting within 100 
XV); 60 for all residential ft. of all 

other streets#; district; side residential 
100 ft. for corner street, 15 ft. districts 

lots on major 
streets (see Art. 
XV) 

PZC Staff Report Book xi April 21,2016 



324

District 

(-2 

(-3 

District 

1-1A 

1-1/1-5 

1-2/1-3 

1-4 

Min.' lot area 
(sq. ft.) ttt 

8,000 

12,000 

Min. Hving area Min. lot width (ft.) 
(sq. ft.) 

500 100 on major 
streets (see Art. 
XV); 80 for all 
other streets ## 

SOD 125 on major 
streets (see Art. 
XV); 100 for all 
other streets ### 

*Min. front yard 
(ft·) 

25, except on 
major streets as 
provided in Art. 
XV 

25, except on 
major streets as 
provided in Art. 
XV 

*Min. rear yard 
(ft.) 

lSi or 20 when 
abutting 
residential 
district 

15; or 20 when 
abutting 
residential 
district 

,Min. side yard Max. 
(ft.) - "bHlIding 

height (ft.) . 
5; or 25 when SOior3S 
abutting within 100 
residential feet of all 
districti 15 for residential 
any side street districts 

5; or 25 when 75; or 35 
abutting within 100 
residential feet of all 
district; 15 for residential 
any side street districts 

Min. front yard (feet) Min. rear yard (feet) Min. side yard (feet) Max. building height (feet) 

35 25 25 50, or 35 within 100 ft. of all residential districts; 
100, when 500 ft. or more from residential districts 

35 25 25 50, or 35 within 100 ft. of all residential districts; 
100, when SOD ft. or more from residential districts 

25 10 15 50, or 35 within 100 ft. of aU residential districtsi 
100, when 500 ft. or more from residential distr'lcts 

35 10 25 50, or 35 within 100 ft. of all residential districts; 
100, when 500 ft. or more from residential districts 

L~ke 
setback (ft.) 

• 

• 

NOTE: These requirements pertain to zoning regulations only. The lot areas and lot widths noted are based on connection to central water and wastewater. 
If septic tanks and/or wells are used, greater lot areas may be required. Contact the Health Department at 407-836-2600 for lot size and area 
requirements for use of septic tanks and/or wells. 

FOOTNOTES 
• 

.. ... 
**** 

***** 

****** 

# 

## 

### 

* 

t 

Setbacks shall be a minimum of 50 feet from the normal high water elevation contour on any adjacent natural surface water body and any natural or 
artificial extension of such water body, for any building or other principal structure. Subject to the lakeshore protection ordinance and the 
conservation ordinance, the minimum setbacks from the normal high water elevation contour on any adjacent natural surface water body, and any 
natural or artificial extension of such water body, for an accessory building, a swimming pool, swimming pool deck, a covered patio, a wood deck 
attached to the principal structure or accessory structure, a parking lot, or any other accessory use, shall be the same distance as the setbacks which 
are used per the respective zoning district requirements as measured from the normal high water elevation contour. 

Buildings in excess of 35 feet in height may be permitted as a special exception . 

Buildings in excess of 1 story in height within 100 feet of the property line of any single-family residential district may be permitted as a special 
exception. 

Side setback is 30 feet where adjacent to single-family district. 

For lots platted between 4/27/93 and 3/3/97 that are less than 45 feet wide or contain less than 4,SOO sq. ft. of lot area, or contain less than 1,000 
square feet of living area shall be vested pursuant to Article III of this chapter and shall be considered to be conforming lots for width and/or size 
and/or living area. 

For attached units (common fire wall and zero separation between units) the minimum duplex lot width is 80 feet and the duplex lot size is 8,000 
square feet. For detached units the minimum duplex lot width is 90 feet and the duplex lot size is 9,000 square feet with a minimum separation 
between units of 10 feet. Fee simple interest in each half of a duplex lot may be sold, devised or transferred independently frolll the other half. For 
duplex lots that: 

(i) are either platted or lots of record existing prior to 3/3/97, and 
(ii) are 75 feet in width or greater, but are less than 90 feet, and 
(iii) have a lot size of 7,500 square feet or greater, but less than 9,000 square feet are deemed to be vested and shall be considered as 
conforming lots for width and/or size. 

Corner lots shall be 100 [feet] on major streets (see Art. XV), 80 [feet] for all other streets. 

Corner lots shall be 125 [feet] on major streets (see Art. XV), 100 [feet] for all other streets. 

Corner lots shall be 150 [feet] on major streets (see Art. XV), 125 [feet] for all other streets. 

For lots platted on or after 3/3/97, or un-platted parcels. For lots platted prior to 3/3/97, the following setbacks shall apply: R-1AA, 30 feet, front, 35 
feet rear, R-1A, 25 feet, front, 30 feet rear, R-1, 25 feet, front, 25 feet rear, 6 feet side; R-2, 25 feet, front, 25 feet rear, 6 feet side for one (1) and two 
(2) dwelling units; R-3, 25 feet, front, 2S feet, rear, 6 feet side for two (2) dwelling units. Setbacks not listed in this footnote shall apply as listed in the 
main text of this section. 

Attached units only. If units are detached, each unit shall be placed on the equivalent of a lot 45 feet in width and each unit must contain at least 
1,000 square feet of living area. Each detached unit must have a separation from any other unit on site of at least 10 feet. 
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tt Maximum impervious surface ratio shall be 70%, except for townhouses, nonresidential, and mixed use development, which shall have a maximum 
impelVious surface ratio of 80%. 

ttt Based on gross sq~are feet. 

These requirements are intended for reference only; actual requirements should be 
verified in the Zoning Division prior to design or construction. 
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BUFFER YARD REQUIREMENTS 

Orange County Code Section 24-5. 

Buffer yards prescribed are intended to reduce, both visually and physically, any negative impacts associated 
with abutting uses. Buffer yards shall be located on the outer perimeter of a lot or parcel, extending to the 
parcel boundary. Buffer yards shall not be located on any portion of an existing or dedicated public or private 
street or right-of-way. 

(a) Buffer classifications: 

(1) Type A, opaque buffer: This buffer classification shall be used to separate heavy industrial (1-4 and 
M-l) uses from all residential uses. This buffer shall be completely opaque from the ground up to a 
height of at least eight (8) feet and shall be a minimum of fifty (50) feet wide. The type A buffer shall 
utilize a masonry wall. 

(2) Type B, opaque buffer: This buffer classification shall be used to separate commercial (general and 
wholesale) (C-2 and C-3) and industrial (general and light) (1-2/1-3 and 1-1/1-5) uses from all residential 
uses. This buffer shall be completely opaque from the ground up to a height of at least six (6) feet 
and shall be a minimum of twenty-five (25) feet wide. The type B buffer may utilize a masonry wall, 
berm, planted and/or existing vegetation or any combination thereof which maintains a completely 
opaque buffer. This buffer must be four (4) feet high and seventy (70) percent opaque at planting 
and be capable of attaining full height and opacity within three (3) years. 

(3) Type C, opaque buffer. This buffer classification shall be used to separate neighborhood retail 
commercial (C-l), industrial-restricted (1-1A) and multi-family uses from all residential uses. This 
buffer shall be completely opaque from the ground up to a height of at least six (6) feet and shall be 
a minimum of fifteen (15) feet wide. The type C buffer may utilize a masonry wall, berm, planted 
and/or existing vegetation or any combination thereof which maintains a completely opaque buffer. 
This buffer must be three (3) feet high and fifty (50) percent opaque at planting and be capable of 
attaining full height and opacity within three (3) years. 

(4) Type D, opaque buffer: This buffer classification shall be used to separate professional office (P-O) 
uses from all residential uses. This buffer shall be completely opaque from the ground up to a height 
of at least six (6) feet and shall be a minimum of ten (10) feet wide. The type D buffer may utilize a 
masonry wall, berm, planted and/or existing vegetation or any combination thereof which maintains 
a completely opaque buffer. This buffer must be three (3) feet high and fifty (50) percent opaque at 
planting and be capable of attaining full height and opacity within three (3) years. 

(5) Type E, mobile home and RV park buffer: This buffer classification shall be used to separate mobile 
home and RV parks from all abutting uses. This buffer shall be twenty-five (25) feet wide. Where the 
park abuts an arterial highway, the buffer shall be fifty (50) feet wide. This buffer shall not be 
considered to be part of an abutting mobile home space, nor shall such buffer be used as part of the 
required recreation area or drainage system (ditch or canal). This buffer may utilize a masonry wall, 
berm, planted and/or existing vegetation or any combination thereof. This buffer must be at least 
five (5) feet in height and fifty (50) percent opaque within eighteen (18) months after installation. 

(6) Type F, residential subdivision buffer: See subdivision regulations (Chapter 34, Orange County Code). 

These requirements are intended for reference only; actual requirements should be 
verified in the Zoning Division prior to design or construction. 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

CASE # RZ-16-02-007 
Commission District: # 3 

Christopher Wrenn, AICP, D.R. Horton, Inc. 

Primera Construction Corp. 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

R-1AA (Single-Family Dwelling District) to 
R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) 

1302 S. Econlockhatchee Trail; or generally located on the 
west side of S. Econlockhatchee Trail, approximately 650 
feet north of Oriente Street 

31-22-31-0000-00-108 and 31-22-31-0000-00-036 

The notification area for this public hearing extended beyond 
500 feet [Chapter 30-40(c}(3a) of the Orange County Code 
requires 300 feet]. Five hundred and four (504) notices were 
mailed to those property owners in the mailing area. 

A community meeting was also held for this application on 
February 3, 2016 at Deerwood Elementary School (refer to 
meeting summary on page 2). 

7.73 gross acres 

Up to twenty-eight (28) lots with one (1) conventional single
family detached dwelling unit per lot. 

Make a finding of inconSistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
DENIAL of the requested R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) zoning. 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 
The R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) zoning would allow for development that is 
inconsistent with the character of surrounding neighborhoods, which primarily consist of 
R-1AA and R-1A zoned properties. Although the applicant has offered to restrict lots 
located along the northern property line to a minimum width of eight-five (85) feet 
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(consistent with adjacent development), the minimum 50-foot lot width allowed within 
the remaining areas of the proposed R-1 zoning district is unprecedented along the S. 
Econlockhatchee Trail corridor. For this reason, staff has found the request to be 
incompatible with the surrounding area. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The underlying CP Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of the subject property is 
Low Density Residential (LDR). The R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) zoning is 
consistent with the LDR FLUM deSignation, but is inconsistent with the following 
applicable CP provisions: 

FLU1.4.2 states Orange County shall ensure that land use changes are compatible with 
and serve existing neighborhoods. 

FLUS.1.1 states that the zoning and future land use correlation shall be used to 
determine consistency with the Future Land Use Map. Land use compatibility, the 
location, availability and capacity of services and facilities, market demand, and 
environmental features shall also be used in determining which specific zoning district is 
most appropriate. 

OBJ FLUS.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUS.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with existing 
development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions and/or 
conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development order to 
ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future Land 
Use Map change. 

Community Meeting Summary 
A community meeting was held on February 3, 2016 at Deerwood Elementary School. 
Excluding the applicant and various Orange County staff, 47 residents were in 
attendance. Community residents were strongly opposed to the request to change the 
zoning and general development of the subject property. Issues raised included the 
perception of incompatibility; increased traffic; proximity to Deerwood Elementary 
School; impacts to existing wildlife and trees; stormwater runoff; and possible flooding. 

SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Undeveloped Residential 

N: R-1AA (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1979) 

E: R-CE (Country Estate District) (1968) 

W: R-1AA (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1972) 
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S: R-1AA (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1979) 

Adjacent Land Uses N: Detached Single-Family Residential 

E: Undeveloped Residential 

W: Retention Pond 

S Deerwood Elementary School 

R-1 (SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT) DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS' 

Min. Lot Area: 
Min. Lot Width: 
Max. Height: 
Min. Floor Area: 
Building Setbacks: 

Front: 
Rear: 
Side: 
Side Street: 

5,000 sq. ft. 
50 ft. 
35 ft. 

1,000 sq. ft. 

20 ft. 
20 ft. 

5 ft. 
15 ft. 

* These regulations may not reflect the actual requirements for all situations; see the Orange County Zoning Code for 
actual regulations for site requirements for this zoning district. 

Permitted Uses 
Per Section 38-276 of the Orange County Code, the intent and purpose of the R-1 
zoning district is provide residential development similar in general character to the R-
1AA and R-1A zoning districts, but with smaller minimum lots and yards, and a 
corresponding increase in population density. 

Specific uses shall be identified by the letter "P" in the use table set forth in Section 38-
77 of the Orange County Code. 

SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 
The subject 7.73-acre property is generally located on the west side of S. 
Econlockhatchee Trail, approximately 650 feet north of Oriente Street and is currently 
undeveloped. Through this request, the applicant is seeking to rezone the two parcels 
from R-1AA (Single-Family Dwelling District) to R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) 
with the intent to develop twenty-eight (28) lots with one (1) conventional single-family 
detached dwelling unit per lot. To ensure compatibility with an adjacent single-family 
subdivision, the applicant has offered to restrict lots along the northern site perimeter to 
minimum width of eighty-five (85) feet. However, the request would otherwise permit a 
minimum lot width of 50 feet, and reduce the current R-1AA minimum lot area from 
10,000 square feet to 5,000 square feet. 

The surrounding area is residential in nature, and is primarily developed with suburban 
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subdivisions, with Deerwood Elementary School located immediately south of the 
subject property. Located further east of the S. Econlockhatchee Trail corridor and 
across State Road 417, the area exhibits larger agriculturally zoned residential 
properties. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
A CP amendment is not required for this application, as the requested R-! zoning is 
consistent with the underlying Low Density Residential (LOR) Future Land Use Map 
(FLUM) deSignation. 

State of Florida Notice 
Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by 
the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a 
permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the 
County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or 
fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that 
result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant 
shall obtain all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

Overlay District Ordinance 
The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Airport Noise Zone 
The subject property is located within Airport Noise Zone "E". The proposed use is 
subject to minor land use restrictions, as stated in Orange County Code Article XV -
"Airport Noise Impact Areas". 

Environmental 
Wetlands are located on this property. Prior to any Orange County permits or 
development approval, the Environmental Protection Division (EPD) will require a 
completed Conservation Area Determination (CAD), and if encroachments are 
proposed, a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) Permit, consistent with Chapter 15, Article 
X Wetland Conservation Areas. Approval of this request does not authorize any direct 
or indirect impacts to conservation areas or protective buffers. 

Development of the subject property shall comply with all state and federal regulations 
regarding wildlife and plants listed as endangered, threatened, or species of special 
concern. The applicant is responsible to determine the presence of listed species and 
obtain any required habitat permits from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
and/or the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC). 

Prior to commencement of any earth work or construction, if one acre or more of land 
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will be disturbed, the developer shall provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) form for stormwater 
discharge from construction activities to the Orange County Environmental Protection 
Division, NPDES Administrator. The original NOI form shall be sent to the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) by the developer. 

Transportation I Access 
Based on the 9th Edition of the Institute Trip Generation manual, 28 single family 
dwelling units will generate approximately 33 trips during the PM peak period. Trips 
from the proposed development will impact segments of Dean Road and Lake Underhill 
Road, which are currently operating below adopted Levels of Service. This information 
is dated and is subject to change. 

A traffic study will be required prior to obtaining an approved Capacity Encumbrance 
L:etter (CEL) and building permit. 

Code Enforcement 
There are no active Code Enforcement violations on the subject property. 

Water I Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

Reclaim Water: 

Schools 

Existing service or provider 
Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

A 36-inch and 16-inch main are 
located in the S. Econlockhatchee 
Trail right-of-way adjacent to this 
property. 

A 20-inch main is located in the S. 
Econlockhatchee trail right-of-way 
adjacent to this property. 

There are no reclaimed water 
mains in the vicinity of the site. 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) has indicated there is school capacity for the 
proposed development (School Capacity Determination Application OC-16-002). 

Parks and Recreation 
Orange County Parks and Recreation did not provide any objections to the rezoning 
request. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 
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ACTION REQUESTED 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

PZC Recommendation - (April 21 ,2016) 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) zoning, subject 
to the following restrictions: 

1) A minimum lot width of 85 feet shall be provided along the north property line; 

2) A minimum lot area of 5,250 square feet shall be provided along the south property 
line; and 

3) Preservation of key tree clusters shall be considered during subdivision plan review. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION (PZC) PUBLIC HEARING SYNOPSIS 

The staff report was· presented to the PZC with the recommendation that they make a 
finding of inconsistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend denial of the 
requested R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) zoning. 

Staff indicated that five-hundred four (504) notices were mailed to surrounding property 
owners within a buffer extending beyond 500 feet from the subject property, with twenty
four (24) responses in opposition to the request received. The applicant was present and 
disagreed with the staff recommendation, stating that their willingness to restrict lots 
located along the northern property line to a minimum width of eight-five (85) feet 
(consistent with adjacent development), would ensure compatibility. There were seven (7) 
members of the surrounding community present to express opposition to the request. 

Following PZC discussion regarding compatibility of the proposed zoning district, 
Commissioner Demostene made a motion to find the request to be consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan and recommend APPROVAL of the R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling 
District) zoning, subject to three (3) restrictions. Commissioner Dunn seconded the motion, 
which was then carried on a five (5) to four (4) vote. 

Motion I Second 

Voting in Favor 

Voting in Opposition 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Tina Demostene / James Dunn 

Tina Demostene, James Dunn, Yog Melwani, Jose 
Cantero, and Rick Baldocchi 

Paul Wean, Marvin Barrett, JaJa Wade, and Pat DiVechhio 
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C Subject Property 

Future Land Use Map 

FLUM: Low Density Residential (LOR) 

APPLICANT: Christopher Wrenn, DR Horton, Inc. 

LOCATION: 1302 S. Econlockhatchee Trail: or 
generally located on the west side of S. 
Econlockhatchee Trail, approximately 650 
feet north of Oriento Slreot 

TRACT SIZE: 7.73 gross acres 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 31/22131 

1 inch = 417 feet 
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R·1AA 

R·1AA 

R·1AA 

C Subject Property 

Zoning Map 

ZONING: R·1AA (Slngle.family Dwelling District) to 
R·l (Single-Family Dwelling District) 

APPLICANT: Christopher Wrenn, DR Horton, Inc. 

LOCATION: 1302 S. Econlockhatchee TraU: or 
generally located on the west side of S. 
Econlockhatchee Trail, approximately 650 
feet north of Oriente Street 

TRACT SIZE: 7.73 gross acre. 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 31/22/31 

1 inch = 417 feet 

PZC Staff Report Book 8 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZ~ Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

i 
Z 

~ 
"" .. U/ ., Q 

i 
z 
::> 
1/1 

~ ; 

* Subject Property 

April 21,2016 



335

C Subject Property 
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Lisa Bridges 

Leroy Brugonone 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

CASE # RZ-16-04-01 0 
Commission District: # 5 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

R-1A (Single-Family Dwelling District) to 
C-1 (Retail Commercial District) 

1928 Proctor Avenue; or generally located at the southwest 
intersection of Proctor Avenue and Elm Street, 
approximately 400 feet west of N. Dean Road. 

18-22-31-8744-03-120 

The notification area for this public hearing extended beyond 
900 feet [Chapter 30-40(c)(3a) of the Orange County Code 
requires 300 feet]. One hundred twenty-seven (127) notices 
were mailed to those property owners in the mailing area. A 
community meeting was not required for this application. 

0.63-gross acre 

Commercial/Professional Office 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-1 (Retail Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) A Type "c" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall, 
fence, berm, planted and/or existing vegetation (or any combination thereof), shall be 
provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; and 

3) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with all 
Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the expansion of 
any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-1 uses. 
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IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

The C-1 (Retail Commercial District) zoning would allow for development that is 
compatible with the development and character of the surrounding area, and would not 
adversely impact adjacent properties. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The underlying CP Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of the subject property is 
Commercial (C). The C-1 (Retail Commercial District) zoning is consistent with the 
Commercial FLUM designation and the following applicable CP provisions: 

FLU1.4.1 states Orange County shall promote a range of living environments and 
employment opportunities in order to achieve a stable and diversified population and 
community. 

FLU1.4.2 states that Orange County shall ensure that land uses changes are 
compatible with and serve existing neighborhoods. 

FLUS.1.1 states that the zoning and future land use correlation shall be used to 
determine consistency with the Future Land Use Map. Land use compatibility, the 
location, availability and capacity of services and facilities, market demand, and 
environmental features shall also be used in determining which specific zoning district is 
most appropriate. Density is restricted to the maximum and minimum allowed by the 
Future Land Use Map designation regardless of zoning. 

OBJ FLUS.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUS.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with existing 
development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions and/or 
conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development order to 
ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future Land 
Use Map change. 

FLUS.2.11 states that compatibility may not necessarily be determined to be a land use 
that is identical to those uses that surround it. Other factors may be considered, such 
as the design attributes of the project, its urban form, the physical integration of a 
project and its function in the broader community, as well its contribution toward the 
Goals and Objectives in the CPo The CP shall specifically allow for such a balance of 
considerations to occur. 
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SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

Single-Family Dwelling 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

N: PD (Planned Development District) (2006) 
(Union Park Condominiums PO) 

E: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (2006) 

W: R-1A (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1968) 

S: R-1A (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1968) 

Adjacent Land Uses N: Undeveloped Residential 

E: Child Care Center 

W: Religious Institution 

S: Single-Family Residential 

C-1 (Retail Commercial District) Development Standards' 

Min. Lot Area: 

Min. Lot Width: 

Max. Height: 
Min. Floor Area: 
Building Setbacks: 
Front: 
Rear: 
Side: 
Side Street: 

6,000 sq. ft. 

80 ft. (on major streets, see Article XV) 

60 ft. (on all other streets) 

50 ft. (35 ft. within 100 ft. of all residential districts) 

500 sq. ft. 

25 ft. 
20 ft. 
o ft. (15 ft. when abutting residential districts) 

15 t. 
"'These regulations may not reflect the actual requirements for all situations; see the Orange County Zoning Code for 
actual regulations for site requirements for this zoning district. 

Permitted Uses 
The intent and purpose of this C-1 retail commercial district are as follows: this district is 
composed of lands and structures used primarily for the furnishing of selected 
commodities and services at retail. This district is encouraged: 

(1) At intersections of collectors and/or arterials; 

(2) Where it will not direct commercial traffic through residential districts; 

(3) Where adequate public facilities and services are available, as defined in the 
comprehensive policy plan; 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

(4) Where compatible with adjacent areas or where buffers can be provided to ensure 
compatibility; and 

(5) To a limited extent in rural settlements throughout the county to meet the needs of 
an identified community, or in growth centers as defined in the comprehensive 
policy plan. 

Specific uses shall be identified by the letter "P" in the use table set forth in Section 38-
77 of the Orange County Code. 

SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 
The subject 0.63-acre property is generally located at the southwest intersection of 
Proctor Avenue and Elm Street, approximately 400 feet west of N. Dean Road, and is 
currently developed with a single-family dwelling unit. Through this request, the 
applicant is seeking to rezone the subject parcel from R-1A (Single-Family Dwelling 
District) to C-1 (Retail Commercial District) with the intent to convert the existing 
structure into a commercial { office building. 

The surrounding area is characterized as having mixture of commercial and residential 
uses. More specifically, there are commercial uses along Elm Street between Westfall 
Drive and N. Dean Road, and a mixture of both single-family residential and commercial 
uses along Proctor Avenue between Elm Street and N. Dean Road. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
A CP amendment is not required for this application, as the requested zoning is 
consistent with the underlying Commercial (C) Future Land Use Map (FLUM) 
designation. 

State of Florida Notice 
Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by 
the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a 
permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the 
County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or 
fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that 
result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant 
shall obtain all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

PZC Staff Report Book 14 April 21 ,2016 



341

Overlay District Ordinance 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Airport Noise Zone 
The subject property is not located within an Airport Noise Zone 

Environmental 
Prior to demolition or construction activities associated with existing structures, provide 
Orange County EPD with a Notice of Asbestos Renovation or Demolition form. 

If a septic system is required or in use, the applicant shall notify the Florida Department 
of Health (FDOH), Environmental Health Division, about the septic system permit 
application, modification or abandonment. Also refer to Orange County Code Chapter 
37, Article XVII for details on Individual On-Site Sewage Disposal as well as the FDOH. 

This site discharges into the Little Econlockhatchee River, a water body which has been 
deSignated as impaired by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). 
Discharged stormwater runoff shall not degrade receiving surface water bodies below 
the minimum conditions established by state water quality standards (FAC. 17-302 
and 17-40.420), per Orange County Code Section 30-520(5)(e). All development is 
required to treat runoff for pollution abatement purposes. Discharge that flows directly 
into wetlands or surface waters without pretreatment is prohibited. 

Transportation I Access 
The proposed request would result in a trip generation of 141 PM peak hour trips. 
Based on the Concurrency Management System database dated March 14, 2016, there 
are currently no failing roadways within a one mile radius of this project and capacity is 
available to be encumbered. However, this information is dated and subject to change. 
The applicant will be required to obtain an approved Capacity Encumbrance letter 
(CEl) prior to obtaining a building permit. 

Code Enforcement 
There are no active Code Enforcement violations on the subject property. 

Water I Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

Reclaim Water: 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Existing service or provider 
Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

15 

An 8-inch main is located in the Elm 
Street right of way adjacent to this 
site. 

A 4-inch force main is located in the 
Elm Street right of way adjacent to 
this site. 

There are no reclaimed water 
mains in the vicinity of the site. 
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Schools 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Parks and Recreation 
Orange County Parks and Recreation did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 

ACTION REQUESTED 

PZC Recommendation-(ApriI21, 2016) 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-1 (Retail Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) A Type "C" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall, 
fence, berm, planted and/or existing vegetation (or any combination thereof), shall 
be provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; and 

3) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with 
all Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the 
expansion of any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-1 
uses. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION (PZC) PUBLIC HEARING SYNOPSIS 

The staff report was presented to the PZC with the recommendation that they make a 
finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend approval of the 
requested C-1 (Retail Commercial District) zoning, subject to three (3) restrictions. 

Staff indicated that one hundred twenty-seven (127) notices were mailed to surrounding 
property owners within a buffer extending beyond 900 feet from the subject property, with 
one (1) response in favor and four (4) responses in opposition to the request received. The 
applicant was present and agreed with the staff recommendation, and no members of the 
public were present to speak. 

Following limited discussion, Commissioner Baldocchi made a motion to find the request to 
be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend APPROVAL of the C-1 (Retail 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
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Commercial District) zoning, subject to the three (3) restrictions. Commissioner Barrett 
seconded the motion, which was then carried unanimously. 

Motion I Second 

Voting in Favor 

Voting in Opposition 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Rick Baldocchi, Marvin Barrett 

Rick Baldocchi, Marvin Barrett, James Dunn, Yog Me/wani, 
Paul Wean, Jose Cantero, JaJa Wade, Tina Demostene, 
Pat DiVecchio 

None 

17 April 21,2016 
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Future Land Use Map 

FLUM: Commercial (C) 

APPLICANT: Lis. Bridges 

LOCATION: 1928 Proctor Avenue; or generally located 
at intersection of Proctor Avenue and Elm 
Street approximately 400 feet we.t of N, 
Dean Road 

TRACT SIZE: 0.63 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 5 

SITIR: 18122131 
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Zoning Map 

ZONING: R·1A (Slngle.Family Dwelling District) to 
C·l (Retail Commercial District) 

APPLICANT: Lisa Bridges 

LOCATION: 1928 Proctor Avenue; or generally located 
at intersection of Proctor Avenue and Elm 
Street approximately 400 feet west of N. 
Dean Road 

TRACT SIZE: 0.63 gross acre 

DISTRICT: /I 5 

SITIR: 18122131 

1 inch = 208 feet 
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C Subject Property 

PZC Staff Report Book 20 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 20'16 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 

APPLICANT 

OWNER 

HEARING TYPE 

REQUEST 

LOCATION 

PARCEL 10 NUMBER 

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

TRACT SIZE 

PROPOSED USE 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

PLANNING 

Robert Meeks 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

CASE # RZ-16-04-011 
Commission District: # 3 

Meeks Forestras Four, LLC 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

A-2 (Farmland Rural District) to 
1-1 11-5 (Industrial District) 

6754 Narcoossee Road; or generally located on the west side 
of Narcoossee Road, approximately 350 feet north of 
Brentwood Avenue. 

23-23-30-0000-00-037 

The notification area for this public hearing extended beyond 
900 feet [Chapter 30-40(c)(3a) of the Orange County Code 
requires 300 feet]. Sixty-nine (69) notices were mailed to 
those property owners in the mailing area. A community 
meeting is not required for this application. 

0.17 -gross acre 

Outdoor Storage Yard 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested 1-1 1 1-5 (Industrial District) zoning, subject to the 
following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; and 

2) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with all 
Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the expansion of 
any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate 1-1 / 1-5 uses. 
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IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

The 1-1 / 1-5 (Industrial District) zoning would allow for development that is compatible 
with the character of the surrounding area, and would not adversely impact adjacent 
properties. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The underlying CP Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of the subject property is 
Industrial (I). The 1-1 / 1-5 (Industrial District) zoning is consistent with the Industrial 
FLUM designation and the following applicable CP provisions: 

FLU 1.4.1 states Orange County shall promote a range of living environments and 
employment opportunities in order to achieve a stable and diversified population and 
community. 

FLU1.4.16 states the Future Land Use Map shall reflect appropriate locations for 
industrial use. Proposed industrial changes shall be evaluated relative to the need to 
maintain adequate industrial sites to serve the projected market demand and 
corresponding needs for job creation and economic development. 

FLU1.4.1B states that the Future Land Use Map shall reflect a distribution of industrial 
areas throughout the Urban Service Area to reduce the journey to work, create more of 
a jobs/housing balance, avoid large concentrations of industrial traffic, provide adequate 
and sufficient locations for industrial uses, and provide a variety of locations with 
different transportation accessibility opportunities. 

FLUB.1.1 states that the zoning and future land use correlation shall be used to 
determine consistency with the Future Land Use Map. Land use compatibility, the 
location, availability and capacity of services and facilities, market demand, and 
environmental features shall also be used in determining which specific zoning district is 
most appropriate. Density is restricted to the maximum and minimum allowed by the 
Future Land Use Map designation regardless of zoning. 

OBJ FLUB.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUB.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with existing 
development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions and/or 
conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development order to 
ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future Land 
Use Map change. 

FLUB.2.11 states that compatibility may not necessarily be determined to be a land use 
that is identical to those uses that surround it. Other factors may be considered, such 
as the design attributes of the project, its urban form, the physical integration of a 
project and its function in the broader community, as well its contribution toward the 
Goals and Objectives in the CPo The CP shall specifically allow for such a balance of 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

considerations to occur. 

SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

Single-Family Dwelling 

N: A-2 (Farmland Rural District) (1957) 

E: 1-2/1-3 (Industrial District) (1989) 

W: A-2 (Farmland Rural District) (1957) 

S: 1-1/1-5 (Industrial District) (1985) 

Adjacent Land Uses N: Undeveloped 1 Proposed FOOT Stormwater Pond 

E: Warehousing 1 Industrial Flex Space 

W: Undeveloped 1 Proposed FOOT Stormwater Pond 

S: Undeveloped Industrial 

1-1/1-5 (INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT) DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS' 

Max. Height: 

Max. Floor Area Ratio: 
Building Setbacks: 

Front: 
Rear: 
Side: 

50 ft. (35 ft. within 100 ft. of all residential districts, 100 ft. 
when 500 ft. or more from residential districts) 

0.50 

35 ft. 
25 ft. (50 ft. if abutting a residential district) 
25 ft. (50 ft. if abutting a residential district) 

* These regulations may not reflect the actual requirements for all situations; see the Orange County Zoning Code for 
actual regulations for site requirements for this zoning district. 

Permitted Uses 
The 1-1 11-5 (industrial District) zoning district is composed of lands and structures used 
primarily for the operation of general industrial uses. 

Specific uses shall be identified by the letter "P" in the use table set forth in Section 38-
77 of the Orange County Code. Permitted uses include, but are not limited to, 
warehouses, offices, contractors storage and offices, cement, concrete, and asphalt 
batch plants; food processing and packaging; woodchipping, mulching, and 
composting; meat packing plants and animal slaughtering; textile manufacturing; 
garment manufacturing; manufacturing of furniture and fixtures; manufacturing of 
medicinal chemicals and botanical products; manufacturing of commercial and 
industrial machinery; motor vehicle assembly; boat manufacturing; railroad 
transportation; trucking terminal facilities; aluminum recycling collection drop-off sites; 
community correction centers; juvenile correction homes; etc. 
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SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

The subject 0.17 ·acre property is generally located on the west side of Narcoossee 
Road, approximately 350 feet north of Brentwood Avenue, and is currently developed 
with a single·family dwelling unit. Through this request, the applicant is seeking to 
rezone the property from A·2 (Farmland Rural District) to 1·1 1 1·5 (Industrial District) 
with the intent to develop an outdoor storage yard for boats, cars, trucks, etc. Finally, 
the applicant 1 property owner has indicated their intent to aggregate the subject 
property with an adjacently·owned parcel to the south that is already zoned 1·1 11·5. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
A CP amendment is not required for this application, as the requested zoning is 
consistent with the underlying Industrial (I) Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation. 

State of Florida Notice 
Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by 
the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a 
permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the 
County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or 
fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that 
result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant 
shall obtain all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

Overlay District Ordinance 
The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Airport Noise Zone 
The subject property is located within Airport Noise Zone "0". However, industrial uses 
are not subject to the aircraft noise 1 land use regulations described in Orange County 
Code Section 9·604. 

Environmental 
Prior to demolition or construction activities associated with existing structures, provide 
Orange County EPD with a Notice of Asbestos Renovation or Demolition form. 

If a septic system is required or in use, the applicant shall notify the Florida Department 
of Health (FDOH), Environmental Health Division, about the septic system permit 
application, modification or abandonment. Also refer to Orange County Code Chapter 
37, Article XVII for details on Individual On·Site Sewage Disposal as well as the FDOH. 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

This site discharges into the Little Econlockhatchee River and Boggy Creek, water 
bodies which have been designated as impaired by the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP). Discharged stormwater runoff shall not degrade 
receiving surface water bodies below the minimum conditions established by state 
water quality standards (FAC. 17-302 and 17-40.420), per Orange County Code 
Section 30-520(5}(e}. All development is required to treat runoff for pollution abatement 
purposes. Discharge that flows directly into wetlands or surface waters without 
pretreatment is prohibited. 

Transportation I Access 
The proposed request to rezone this property from agricultural use to industrial use will 
result in approximately 7 PM peak-hour trips. Based on the Concurrency Management 
System database dated March 14, 2016, there are no failing roadways within a one mile 
radius and capacity is available to be encumbered for this project. This information is 
dated and subject to change. 

The applicant will be required to obtain an approved Capacity Encumbrance Letter 
(CEL) prior to obtaining a building permit. 

Code Enforcement 
There are no active Code Enforcement violations on the subject property. 

Water I Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

Reclaim Water: 

Schools 

Existing service or provider 
Orange County Utilities 

City of Orlando 

Orange County Utilities 

A 24-inch main is located in the 
Narcoossee Road right of way 
adjacent to this site. 

The nearest reclaimed water main 
is 8 inches in diameter and is 
located approximately 1 ,000 feet 
from this site on Narcoossee Road. 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Parks and Recreation 
Orange County Parks and Recreation did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 
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ACTION REQUESTED 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

PZC Recommendation - (April 17, 2016) 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested 1-1 I 1-5 (Industrial District) zoning, subject to the 
following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; and 

2) The applicant 1 developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with 
all Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the 
expansion of any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate 1-1 
11-5 uses. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION (PZC) PUBLIC HEARING SYNOPSIS 

The staff report was presented to the PZC with the recommendation that they make a 
finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend approval of the 
requested 1-1/1-5 (Industrial District) zoning, subject to two (2) restrictions. 

Staff indicated that sixty-nine (69) notices were mailed to surrounding property owners 
within a buffer extending beyond 900 feet from the subject property, with two (2) responses 
in favor to the request received. The applicant was present and agreed with the staff 
recommendation, and no members of the public were present to speak. 

Commissioner Demostene made a motion to find the request to be consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan and recommend APPROVAL of the 1-1 1 1-5 (Industrial District) 
zoning, subject to the two (2) restrictions. Commissioner Melwani seconded the motion, 
which was then carried 8-0. 

Motion 1 Second 

Voting in Favor 

Absent 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Tina Demostene / Yog Melwani 

Tina Demostene, Yog Melwani, Rick Baldocchi, Marvin 
Barrett, James Dunn, Paul Wean, Jose Cantero, and JaJa 
Wade 

Pat DiVecchio 
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C Subject Property 

Future Land Use Map 

FI..UM; Indus!rial (IND) 

APPLICANT; Robert Meeks 

LOCATION; 6754 Narcoo ••• eRoad; orgonerally 
located on the west side of Na.coosaee 
Road, approximately 350 reet north of 
Brentwood Avenue 

TRACT SIZE; 0.17 g.oss acre 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 23/23/30 

1 inch = 146 feet 
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C Subject Property 

Zoning Map 

ZONING: A·2 (Farmland Rural District, to 
1·1/1·5 (Industrial District) 

APPLICANT: Robert Meeks 

LOCATION: 6754 Narcoossee Road: or generally 
located on the west side of Narcoos.e. 
Road, approximately 350 f •• t north of 
Brantwood Avenue 

TRACT SIZE: 0.17 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 23123130 

1 inch = 146 feet 
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C Subject Property 

PZC Staff Report Book 30 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 

APPLICANT 

OWNER 

HEARING TYPE 

REQUEST 

LOCATION 

PARCEL ID NUMBER 

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

TRACT SIZE 

PROPOSED USE 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

PLANNING 

Donald D. Guidi 

Donald D. Guidi 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

CASE # RZ-16-04-012 
Commission District: # 2 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) & 
C-1 (Retail Commercial District) to 
C-2 (General Commercial District) 

6628 N. Orange Blossom Trail; or generally located on the 
southwest side of N. Orange Blossom Trail, east of Pope 
Road, and north of Tarpon Drive. 

32-21-29-0000-00-029 (portion thereof) 

The notification area for this public hearing extended beyond 
500 feet [Chapter 30-40(c)(3a) of the Orange County Code 
requires 300 feet]. One hundred twenty-nine (129) notices 
were mailed to those property owners in the mailing area. A 
community meeting was not required for this application 

0.32 gross acre (portion of a 2. 25-acre parcel) 

Vehicle Repair (including body shop) and Sales 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) A Type "8" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall, fence, 
berm, planted and/or existing vegetation (or any combination thereof), shall be 
provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; and 

3) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with all 
Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the expansion of 
any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-2 uses. 
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IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

The C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning would allow for development that is 
consistent the N. Orange Blossom Trail corridor, and would not adversely impact 
adjacent properties or neighborhoods. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The underlying CP Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of the subject property is 
Commercial (C). The C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning is consistent with the 
Commercial FLUM designation and the following applicable CP provisions: 

FLU1.4.1 states Orange County shall promote a range of living environments and 
employment opportunities in order to achieve a stable and diversified population and 
community. 

FLU1.4.2 states that Orange County shall ensure that land uses changes are 
compatible with and serve existing neighborhoods. 

FLUB.1.1 states that the zoning and future land use correlation shall be used to 
determine consistency with the Future Land Use Map. Land use compatibility, the 
location, availability and capacity of services and facilities, market demand, and 
environmental features shall also be used in determining which specific zoning district is 
most appropriate. Density is restricted to the maximum and minimum allowed by the 
Future Land Use Map designation regardless of zoning. 

OBJ FLUB.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUB.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with existing 
development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions and/or 
conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development order to 
ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future Land 
Use Map change. 

FLUB.2.11 states that compatibility may not necessarily be determined to be a land use 
that is identical to those uses that surround it. Other factors may be considered, such 
as the design attributes of the project, its urban form, the physical integration of a 
project and its function in the broader community, as well its contribution toward the 
Goals and Objectives in the CPo The CP shall specifically allow for such a balance of 
considerations to occur. 
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SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Vacant Commercial Structure 

N: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (1957) 

E: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (1957) 

W: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (1957) 
R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) (1957) 

S: C-2 (General Commercial District) (1981) 

Adjacent Land Uses N: Office I Retail 

E: Vehicle Repair and Sales 

W: Undeveloped Commercial 

S: Open Storage, Warehouse 

C-2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT) DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS' 

Min. Lot Area: 
Min. Lot Width: 

Max. Height: 
Min. Floor Area: 
Building Setbacks: 
Front: 
Rear: 
Side: 

8,000 sq. ft. 
100 ft. (on major streets, see Article XV) 

80 ft. (on all other streets) 

50 ft. (35 ft. within 100 ft. of all residential districts) 

500 sq. ft. 

25 ft. 
15 ft. (20 ft. when abutting residential) 
5 ft. (25 ft. when abutting residential) 

* These regulations may not reflect the actual requirements for all situations; see the Orange County Zoning Code for actual 
regulations for site requirements for this zoning district. 

Permitted Uses 
The intent and purpose of the C-2 zoning district is to provide for the retailing of 
commodities and the furnishing of several major services, selected trade shops and 
automotive repairs. This district is encouraged at locations along minor arterial and 
major arterial roads where general commercial uses would be compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood. This district typically occupies an area larger than that of the 
retail commercial district, serves a considerably greater population, and offers a wider 
range of services. Finally, this district is only promoted within the urban service area 
where uses of this intensity have already been established. Per Orange County Code 
Section 38-851, the C-2 district should not be located adjacent to single-family 
residential zoning districts. 
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Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Specific uses shall be identified by the letter "P" in the use table set forth in Section 38-
77 of the Orange County Code. 

SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 
The affected 0.32-acre property represents a portion of a 2.25-acre parcel located at 
6628 N. Orange Blossom Trail, or generally located on the southwest side of N. Orange 
Blossom Trail, east of Pope Road, and north of Tarpon Drive. The remaining 1.93-acre 
portion of the overall parcel, which is currently zoned C-2, was previously developed 
with a commercial structure, but has been vacant since 1997. 

Through this request, the applicant is seeking to rezone the remnant 0.32-acre portion 
of the parcel from R-1 (Single-Family Dwelling District) and C-1 (Retail Commercial 
District) to C-2 (General Commercial District) in order to establish an auto sales and 
vehicle repair (including body shop) business. The subject property was previously 
issued a business license for an auto sales use operating between 2013 and 2015. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
A CP amendment is not required for this application, as the requested zoning is 
consistent with the underlying Commercial (C) Future Land Use Map (FLUM) 
designation. 

State of Florida Notice 
Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by 
the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a 
permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the 
County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or 
fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that 
result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant 
shall obtain all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

Overlay District Ordinance 
The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Airport Noise Zone 
The subject property is not located within an Airport Noise Zone. 

Environmental 
Prior to demolition or construction activities associated with existing structures, provide 

PZC Staff Report Book 35 April 21, 2016 



362

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Orange County EPD with a Notice of Asbestos Renovation or Demolition form. 

If a septic system is required or in use, the applicant shall notify the Florida Department 
of Health (FDOH), Environmental Health Division, about the septic system permit 
application, modification or abandonment. Also refer to Orange County Code Chapter 
37, Article XVII for details on Individual On-Site Sewage Disposal as well as the FDOH. 

This site is located within the geographical limits of the Wekiva Study Area, as 
established by the Wekiva Parkway and Protection Act, Section 369.316 F.S. Special 
area regulations may apply. 

All development is required to treat runoff for pollution abatement purposes. Discharge 
that flows directly into wetlands or surface waters without pretreatment is prohibited. 
Reference Orange County Code Sections 30-277 and 30-278. 

This site is located within an area of benzene groundwater contamination delineated by 
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). An owner/operator who 
may cause, contribute to, or exacerbates the release or threat of release of any 
hazardous substance through any act or omission, or who does not properly dispose of 
any excavated contaminated media may become liable for some portion of the 
contamination, pursuant to the provisions in section 376.308 of the Florida Statutes. 
Such activities include, but are not limited to, the use of potable or irrigation wells and 
dewatering, within or adjacent to areas of existing contamination. 

Transportation I Access 
The proposed rezoning of the property and use as an automotive repair and sales shop 
will generate approximately 25 PM peak hour trips. 

Based on the Concurrency Management System database dated March 14, 2016, there 
are no failing roadways within a one mile radius of this project and capacity is available 
to be encumbered. This is information is dated and is subject to change. 

The applicant will be required to obtain an approved Capacity Encumbrance Letter 
(CEL) prior to obtaining building permit. 

Code Enforcement 
There are no active Code Enforcement violations on the subject property. 

Water I Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Existing seNice or provider 
Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

36 

A 12-inch main is located in the 
Orange Blossom Trail right of way 
adjacent to this site. 

A 6-inch force main is located on 
Orange Blossom Trail approx
imately 2,300 feet from this site. 
Also, a 20-inch force main is 
located on Edgewater Dr. 

April 21, 2016 
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Reclaim Water: Orange County Utilities 

Schools 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

There are no reclaimed water 
mains in the vicinity of the site. 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Parks and Recreation 
Orange County Parks and Recreation did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 

ACTION REQUESTED 

PZC Recommendation - (April 21, 2016) 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) A Type "8" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall, 
fence, berm, planted and/or existing vegetation (or any combination thereof), shall 
be provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; and 

3) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with 
all Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the 
expansion of any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-2 
uses. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION /PZCI PUBLIC HEARING SYNOPSIS 

The staff report was presented to the PZC with the recommendation that they make a 
finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend approval of the 
requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to three (3) restrictions. 

Staff indicated that one hundred twenty-nine (129) notices were mailed to surrounding 
property owners within a buffer extending beyond 500 feet from the subject property, with 
three (3) responses in favor and one (1) response in opposition to the request received. 
The applicant was present and agreed with the staff recommendation, and no members of 
the public were present to speak. 
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Following limited, Commissioner Barrett made a motion to find the request to be consistent 
with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend APPROVAL of the C-2 (General 
Commercial District) zoning, subject to the three (3) restrictions. Commissioner Baldocchi 
seconded the motion, which was then carried unanimously. 

Motion I Second 

Voting in Favor 

Voting in OpPosition 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Marvin Barrett / Rick Baldocchi 

Marvin Barrett, Rick Baldocchi, Tina Demos/ene, Yog 
Melwani, James Dunn, Paul Wean, Jose Cantero, JaJa 
Wade, and Pat DiVecchio 

None 
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TARPON DR 

C Subject Portion of Parcel 
C Parcel Boundary 

Future Land Use Map 

FLUM; Commercial (C) 

APPLICANT: Donald 0, Guidi 

LOCATION: 6628 N, Orange Blossom Trail, or generally 
located on the southwest side of N, Orang 
Blossom Trail. east of Pope Road. and 
north of Tarpon Drive 

TRACT SIZE: 0,32 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 2 

SITIR: 32121129 

1 inch = 167 feet 
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TARPON DR 

C Subject Portion of Parcel 
C Parcel Boundary 

ZONING: 

Zoning Map 

R·1 (Single·Family Dwelling District) & 
C·l (Retail Commercial District) to 
C·2 (General Commercial District) 

APPLICANT: Donald D. Guidi 

LOCATION: 6628 N. Orange Blos.om Trail; or generally 
located on the southwest side of N. Orange 
Blossom Trail, east of Pope Road, and 
north ofTa'pon Drive 

TRACT SIZE: 0.32 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 2 

SITIR: 32121129 

1 inch = 167 feet 
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C Subject Portion of Parcel 
C Parcel Boundary 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 

APPLICANT 

OWNER 

HEARING TYPE 

REQUEST 

LOCATION 

PARCEL 10 NUMBERS 

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

TRACT SIZE 

PROPOSED USE 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

PLANNING 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

CASE # RZ-16-04-013 
Commission District: # 3 

Daniel Kennerly, Carta Construction 

Karen Caputo and Stephanie Peel 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

C-2 (General Commercial District) to 
C-2 (General Commercial District) 

2207 and 2209 E. Michigan Street; or generally located on 
the north side of E. Michigan Street, between Homeland 
Street and Gowen Street 

06-23-30-1424-06-090 and 06-23-30-1424-06-110 

The notification area for this public hearing extended beyond 
500 feet [Chapter 30-40(c)(3a) of the Orange County Code 
requires 300 feet]. One hundred twenty-eight (128) notices 
were mailed to those property owners in the mailing area. A 
community meeting was not required for this application. 

0.59-gross acre 

Contractor's office and showroom with overnight on-site 
parking of business-related vehicles. 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions: 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) The property shall be limited to C-1 uses, plus the C-2 use of a contractor's office 
with overnight on-site parking of business-related vehicles only (e.g. cars, trucks, and 
vans); 

3) Outdoor storage of business related equipment and construction supplies & 
materials shall be prohibited; 

4) A Type "8" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall or 
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fence, shall be provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; 
and 

5) The applicant / developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with all 
Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the expansion of 
any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-2 uses. 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 
The C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, along with the proposed restrictions, 
would allow for development that is compatible with properties along E. Michigan Street 
and the character of the surrounding neighborhood. No adverse impacts to adjacent 
properties are anticipated. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The underlying CP Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of the subject property is 
Commercial (C). The C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning is consistent with the 
Commercial FLUM designation and the following applicable CP provisions: 

FLU1.4.1 states Orange County shall promote a range of living environments and 
employment opportunities in order to achieve a stable and diversified population and 
community. 

FLU1.4.2 states that Orange County shall ensure that land uses changes are 
compatible with and serve existing neighborhoods. 

FLUS.1.1 states that the zoning and future land use correlation shall be used to 
determine consistency with the Future Land Use Map. Land use compatibility, the 
location, availability and capacity of services and facilities, market demand, and 
environmental features shall also be used in determining which specific zoning district is 
most appropriate. Density is restricted to the maximum and minimum allowed by the 
Future Land Use Map designation regardless of zoning. 

OBJ FLUS.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUS.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with existing 
development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions and/or 
conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development order to 
ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future Land 
Use Map change. 

FLUS.2.11 states that compatibility may not necessarily be determined to be a land use 
that is identical to those uses that surround it. Other factors may be considered, such 
as the design attributes of the project, its urban form, the physical integration of a 
project and its function in the broader community, as well its contribution toward the 
Goals and Objectives in the CPo The CP shall specifically allow for such a balance of 
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considerations to occur. 

SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

2207 E. Michigan Street: Commercial Warehouse / Garage 
2209 E. Michigan Street: Undeveloped 

N: R-3 (Multiple-Family Dwelling District) (1979) 

E: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (1980) 
R-3 (Multiple-Family Dwelling District) (1979) 

W: C-1 (Retail Commercial District) (1963) 
R-3 (Multiple-Family Dwelling District) (1979) 

S: R-3 (Multiple-Family Dwelling District) (1957) 

Adjacent Land Uses N: Single-Family Residential and Undeveloped Residential 

E: Real Estate Office and Single-Family Dwelling 

W: Professional Office 

S: Public Institutional Offices 

C-2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT) DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS· 

Min. Lot Area: 
Min. Lot Width: 

Max. Height: 
Min. Floor Area: 
Building Setbacks: 
Front: 
Rear: 
Side: 

8,000 sq. ft. 
100 ft. (on major streets, see Article XV) 

80 ft. (on all other streets) 

50 ft. (35 ft. within 100 ft. of all residential districts) 

500 sq. ft. 

25 ft. 
15 ft. (20 ft. when abutting residential) 

5 ft. (25 ft. when abutting residential) 
* These regulations may not reflect the actual requirements for all situations; see the Orange County Zoning Code for 

actual regulations for site requirements for this zoning district. 

Permitted Uses 

The intent and purpose of the C-2 zoning district is to provide for the retailing of 
commodities and the fumishing of several major services, selected trade shops and 
automotive repairs. This district is encouraged at locations along minor arterial and 
major arterial roads where general commercial uses would be compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood. This district typically occupies an area larger than that of the 
retail commercial district, serves a considerably greater population, and offers a wider 
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range of services. This district is only promoted within the urban service area where 
uses of this intensity have already been established. 

Per Orange County Code Section 38-851, the C-2 district should not be located 
adjacent to single-family residential zoning districts. 

Specific uses shall be identified by the letter "P" in the use table set forth in Section 38-
77 of the Orange County Code and include new and used automobile sales; car rental 
and leasing; auto painting and body shops; special trade contractors' offices (storage, 
equipment yards, and offices with outdoor storage); automobile parking lots and parking 
garages; outdoor storage and display of equipment, products, and merchandise; 
landscaping and irrigation businesses; commercial kennels; caterers; etc. 

SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 
The subject property is generally located on the north side of E. Michigan Street, 
between Homeland Street and Gowen Street, and is currently developed with a 
commercial building. Through this request, the applicant is seeking to modify the 
existing C-2 (General Commercial District) restrictions to allow for the construction and 
operation of a general contractor's office and showroom with overnight on-site parking 
of business-related vehicles. 

The existing C-2 restrictions, approved in 2013 (RZ-13-08-022) are as follows, including 
a restriction that limited any C-2 use to a motorcycle (scooter) dealership only, and 
others that addressed the operation of the dealership: 

1) Billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) A six (6) foot masonty wall or six (6) foot PVC (vinyl) fence shall be required 
along the northern (rear) property line; 

3) Development shall be limited to C-1 uses, plus the C-2 use of a motorcycle 
(scooter) dealership only; 

4) Outdoor display and storage of scooters shall be allowed during operating 
business hours only; 

5) No properly owner, tenant, occupant or business, shall use any public right-of
way for the purposes of parking or standing of vehicles which are for sale, 
lease or rent; and 

6) A business shall maintain all required parking spaces and open space. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
A CP amendment is not required for this application, as the requested zoning is 
consistent with the underlying Commercial (C) Future Land Use Map (FLUM) 
designation. 
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State of Florida Notice 
Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by 
the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a 
permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the 
County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or 
fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that 
result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant 
shall obtain all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

Overlay District Ordinance 
The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Airport Noise Zone 
The subject property is not located within an Airport Noise Zone. 

Environmental 
Prior to demolition or construction activities associated with existing structures, provide 
Orange County EPD with a Notice of Asbestos Renovation or Demolition form. 

If a septic system is required or in use, the applicant shall notify the Florida Department 
of Health (FDOH), Environmental Health Division, about the septic system permit 
application, modification or abandonment. Also refer to Orange County Code Chapter 
37, Article XVII for details on Individual On-Site Sewage Disposal as well as the FDOH. 

All development is required to treat runoff for pollution abatement purposes. Discharge 
that flows directly into wetlands or surface waters without pretreatment is prohibited. 
Reference Orange County Code Sections 30-277 and 30-278. 

Transportation I Access 
This project is in the Alternative Mobility Area and is exempt from Transportation 
Concurrency. A mobility study may be required prior to obtaining a building permit. 

Code Enforcement 
There are no active Code Enforcement violations on the subject property. 

Water I Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Existing service or provider 
Orlando Utilities Commission 

City of Orlando 
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Reclaim Water: 

Schools 

City of Orlando 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Parks and Recreation 
Orange County Parks and Recreation did not comment on this case as it does not 
involve an increase in residential units or density. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 

ACTION REQUESTED 

PZC Recommendation - (April 21 ,2016) 

Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to 
the following restrictions (as modified and added): 

1) New billboards and pole signs shall be prohibited; 

2) The property shall be limited to C-1 uses, plus the C-2 use of a contractor's office 
with overnight on-site parking of business-related vehicles only (e.g. cars, trucks, 
and vans), with such vehicles not exceeding 23 feet in length, and located to the 
rear of the primary structure only. Overnight on-site parking of dump-trucks or 
similar trucks shall be prohibited: 

3) Outdoor storage of business related equipment and construction supplies & 
materials shall be prohibited; 

4) A Type "8" buffer, consisting of a completely opaque 6-foot high masonry wall or 
fence, shall be provided along all property lines abutting residentially zoned parcels; 

5) The applicant I developer shall submit a site plan to demonstrate compliance with 
all Orange County Code requirements (including landscaping) prior to the 
expansion of any existing structures or new site improvements to accommodate C-2 
uses: and 

6) An enclosed storage building. if any. shall be fully integrated into the design of the 
primary structure. 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION (PZC) PUBLIC HEARING SYNOPSIS 

The staff report was presented to the PZC with the recommendation that they make a 
finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend approval of the 
requested C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to five (5) restrictions. 

Staff indicated that one hundred twenty-eight (128) notices were mailed to surrounding 
property owners within a buffer extending beyond 500 feet from the subject property, with 
two (2) responses in favor and zero (0) responses in opposition to the request received. 
The applicant was present and agreed with the staff report, and no members of the public 
were present to speak. 

Following lengthy discussion regarding the type and size of vehicles to be parked 
overnight, and the overall site design, Commissioner Demostene made a motion to find the 
request to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend APPROVAL of the 
C-2 (General Commercial District) zoning, subject to the six restrictions. The restrictions 
included modifications to one staff-recommended restriction (#2), and one additional 
restriction (#6). Commissioner DiVecchio seconded the motion, which was then carried with 
an 8-1 vote. 

Motion I Second 

Voting in Favor 

Voting in Opposition 

PZC Staff Report Book 

Tina Demostene / Pat DiVecchio 

Tina Demostene, Pat DiVecchio, Marvin Barrett, Rick 
Baldocchi, Yog Melwani, James Dunn, Jose Cantero, and 
JaJa Wade 

Paul Wean 
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C Subject Property 

Future Land Use Map 

FLUM: Commercial (C) 

APPLICANT: Daniei Kennerly, Carta Construction 

LOCATION: 2207 and 2209 E. Michigan Street; or 
generally looated on the north side of E. 
Michigan Street, between Homeland Street 
and Gowen Street 

TRACT SIZE: 0.59 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 06/23/30 

1 inch = 146 feet 
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C Subject Property 
w<i, 

Zoning Map 

ZONING: C-2 (Gene,al Comme,cial Oist.lct) to 
C·2 (Gene,al Comme,elal District) 

APPLICANT: Daniel Kennerly, Carta Construction 

LOCATION: 2207 and 2209 E. Michigan Street: or 
generally located on the north side of E. 
Michigan Street, between Homeland Street 
and Gowen Street 

TRACT SIZE: 0.59 gross acre 

DISTRICT: # 3 

SITIR: 06/23/30 

1 inch = 146 feet 
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C Subject Property 

PZC Staff Report Book 52 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

1 inch = 133 feet 

April 21,2016 



379

Rezoning Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
PZC Hearing Date: April 21, 2016 

Alternative Mobility Area Context Map 
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 

FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

April 20, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 
Board of County Commissioner 

1YJ.Q 
Margaret A. McGarrity, Chief DeputlN....Dmptrolier 

Contact: Ann Troutman, 407-836-5770 

INTEROFFICE MEMO 

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller 
Finance and Accounting Department 
Special Assessments 
POBox 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5770 
Fax: 407-836-5753 

Subject: Public Hearing to Amend the Existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) for 
Streetiighting 

MSBU District: Meadow Woods Planned Development 11/2016 

Applicant: Rob Bonin, Director of Land Central Florida Division 
Lennar Homes, LLC 
Developer for Wyndham Lakes Estates Phase 3D 

District: Commissioner Thompson, District 4 

Report: The attached resolution will amend the existing MSBU. The amendment 
will add the 86 lots of Wyndham Lakes Estates Phase 3D into the 
Meadow Woods Planned Development district. This will allow the 8,562 
lots to be assessed for streetlighting. 

Streetlighting: The streetlighting inventory will consist 6 - 100 watt standard roadway 
fixtures, 324 - 150 watt roadway fixtures, 36 - 250 watt standard roadway 
fixtures, 2 - 400 watt standard roadway fixtures, 2 - 100 watt decorative 
flagler fixtures, 17 - 100 watt decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures and 8 -
400 watt shoebox fixtures with 363 - 30/35 foot single standard concrete 
poles, 4 - 35 foot single tenon top concrete poles, 9 - 16 foot single 
standard concrete poles and 5 - 16 foot dual standard decorative colonial 
concrete poles. The estimated assessment for the amending MSBU for 
streetlighting is $11.00 per lot I per parcell per unit I per year. Last year's 
assessment was $12.00 per lot I per parcell per unit I per year. 

Effective Date: The amending MSBU would be effective November 1, 2016. 

Action Requested: Approval of attached resolution for streetlighting. 

Map: Due to the large size of the Meadow Woods Planned Development, a 
map of the area is not attached. 
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RESOLUTION 
OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR STREETLIGHTING 

FOR 

Meadow Woods 
Planned Development 

11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (1) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County (hereinafter known as the 

"Board") is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the "County") 

pursuant to its charter; and 

WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated March 24, 2015, the Board established the amending 

Meadow Woods Planned Development 11/2014 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as 

the "MSBU") for master streetlighting (hereinafter known as the "Resolution"), said Resolution being 

recorded in Official Records Book 1 0898, Pages 2480 through 2491, Public Records of Orange 

County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has now received a request for the amendment of said Resolution 

within the established MSBU planned development for streetlighting for metes and bounds parcels 

and for subdivisions which are more fully described as shown in "Exhibit "A" of this resolution; and the 

existing streetlighting inventory will consist of 6 - 100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium 

standard roadway fixtures, 251 -150 watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead 

roadway fixtures, 73 - 150 watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway 

fixtures, 36 - 250 watt 27,500 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway fixtures, 2 

- 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures, 2 - 100 watt 

9,500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative flagler fixtures, 17 - 100 watt 9,500 lumen high 

pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures and 8 - 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure 

sodium shoebox fixtures with 363 - 30/35 foot single standard concrete poles, 4 - 35 foot single tenon 

top concrete poles, 9 - 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles and 5 - 16 foot dual 

standard decorative colonial concrete poles; and 

WHEREAS, this Board has determined that the amendment of the existing MSBU, the 

purpose of which is to combine the subdivisions and metes and bounds parcels which are more fully 

described as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, together with the other information pertaining to 

the operation of the proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the 
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services desired and in the public interest, and that properties within Meadow Woods Planned 

Development Master Streetlighting MSBU will be benefited, now and in the future, and that the 

existing MSBU should be amended to include the attached Exhibit "A" of lots and metes and bounds 

parcels located in Orange County, Florida; and 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Meadow Woods Planned Development 11/2015 Resolution for Master Streetlighting, 
which is recorded in Official Records Book 10898, Pages 2480 through 2491, Public Records of 
Orange County, Florida, is hereby amended as the Meadow Woods Planned Development 11/2016 
MSBU, subject to final adjustment and approval as provided for in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. 
This MSBU is to combine said parcel identification numbers and subdivisions, the boundaries of which 
appear on the metes and bounds parcels and on the recorded plats, that are more fully described as 
shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. The purpose of 
such MSBU is to provide for collection and disbursal by the County of such funds as may be 
necessary to pay the annual expense of standard operation and maintenance of streetlighting 
equipment within the MSBU, including energy charges, streetlighting fixtures, poles, wires, conduits, 
and all appurtenances necessary for such streetlighting, electrical services and current used in their 
operation, and for payment of administrative costs and appropriate reserves for cash balance. It is 
the understanding of the County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. is to construct, or has constructed in 
accordance with standards approved by the Orange County Public Works Division, all necessary 
streetlighting equipment at no expense to the County, prior to or during construction of those portions 
of Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU and that the Duke Energy 
Florida, Inc. will assume standard maintenance and operation of such equipment, subsequent to such 
construction, including computation of the annual and monthly charges for such maintenance and 
operation. Such equipment is to include 6 -100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium standard 
overhead roadway fixtures at $7.91 per fixture, per month, 251 -150 watt 16,000 lumen high 
pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures at $9.48 per fixture, per month, 73 -150 
watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway fixtures at $13.28 per 
fixture, per month, 36 - 250 watt 27,500 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground 
roadway fixtures at $16.38 per fixture, per month, 2 - 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure 
sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures at $17.06 per fixture, per month, 2 -100 watt 9,500 
lumen high pressure sodium decorative flagler fixtures at $21.18 per fixture, per month, 17 -100 
watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.48 per fixture, 
per month and 8 - 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure sodium shoebox fixtures at $23.97 per 
fixture, per month with 363 - 30/35 foot single standard concrete poles at $5.05 per pole, per 
month, 4 - 35 foot tenon top concrete poles at $11.00 per pole, per month, 9 -16 foot single 
standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per pole per month and 5 -16 foot dual 
standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $13.35 per pole per month for a yearly rate of 
$80,066.36 which includes energy costs and excludes the cost of administering the district as set out 
below, or at a rate or rates as may be set by the properly constituted legal authorities who control, 
govern and set the rates for the Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for the services described herein. It is 
further understood by the County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. may construct such streetlighting 
equipment only in those portions of the MSBU as may be necessary concurrent with the development 
of Meadow Wood Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU and that the streeWghting 
district created herein will be operated only in such portions of the MSBU until such construction is 
completed in other portions of the MSBU; provided that if such construction is only to be in portions of 
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such MSBU, a complete legal description of the portion or portions developed be filed with the Clerk 
of the Board. After presentation and approval by the Board, it is understood and agreed between the 
County and the Developer that (if applicable) as Meadow Woods Planned Development Master 
Streetlighting MSBU expands the additional Additions, Phases, Sections, Units and/or etc., as the 
case may be, may be permitted to join into this Resolution under the same terms and conditions as 
represented herein, by presenting an appropriate amendatory resolution to the Board for 
consideration. It is further understood that the revised contract between the County and Duke 
Energy Florida, Inc. for Meadow Woods Planned Development 11/2016 MSBU is effective 
November 1, 2016. Streetlights installed prior to this date are the responsibility of the developer and 
not the County. It is further understood that only 6 - 100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium 
standard overhead roadway fixtures at $7.91 per fixture, per month, 251 - 150 watt 16,000 lumen 
high pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures at $9.48 per fixture, per month, 73 - 150 
watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway fixtures at $13.28 per fixture, 
per month, 36 - 250 watt 27,500 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway fixtures 
at $16.38 per fixture, per month, 2 - 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead 
roadway fixtures at $17.06 per fixture, per month, 2 - 100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium 
decorative flagler fixtures at $21.18 per fixture, per month, 17 - 100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure 
sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.48 per fixture, per month and 8 - 400 watt 50,000 
lumen high pressure sodium shoebox fixtures at $23.97 per fixture, per month with 363 - 30/35 foot 
single standard concrete poles at $5.05 per pole, per month, 4 - 35 foot tenon top concrete poles at 
$11.00 per pole, per month, 9 -16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 
per pole per month and 5 - 16 foot dual standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $13.35 per 
pole per month are approved for this MSBU. Any additional streetlighting will be the responsibility of 
the developer. 

3. Upon completion of construction of such streetiighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem assessment 
amount required to pay the standard expense of maintaining and operating the streetlighting 
equipment in the MSBU. This non-ad valorem assessment is levied November 1,2016 and will be 
levied each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board may increase or 
decrease the amount of the assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every year thereafter to 
any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has provided to the 
property with the revenue generated, by the assessment. The property owners within the Meadow 
Woods Planned Development Master Streetiighting MSBU shall pay any cost exceeding standard 
operating and maintenance expense as determined by the Board. It is the intent of the County that 
the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments, as 
Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall be used for collecting the non-ad valorem 
assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each lot or parcel of land shall be added by the 
Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and the total amount so determined shall be 
specially assessed against the real property of the freeholders in the MSBU as provided hereafter. 
Additional amounts will be added to provide for reimbursement of necessary administrative costs 
incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax Collector for the collection of non-ad valorem 
assessments subject to the provision of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and for the establishment 
and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance for the purpose of paying expenses from October 1 of 
the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the revenue for that year are expected to be available. 
Administrative costs shall include, but not be limited to, those costs associated with personnel, forms, 
supplies, data processing, computer equipment, postage, and programming. The County may spend 
from its general fund, such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain and administer the MSBU 
hereby created and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time as such assessments 
have been collected. The estirnated annual cost of operating, maintaining, and administering such 
streetlighting equipment, including the establishment and maintenance of an appropriate reserve for 
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cash balance, is $94,182.00 and the estimated annual charge to each individual freeholder is $11.00. 
Proceeds of collection of such assessments as provided hereinafter put into a special revenue fund of 
the County to the credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as provided herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll setting forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem 
special assessments in the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the 
Property Appraiser and delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment 
upon such lots or parcels as may be owned by individual freeholders, according to the parcel 
identification numbers and the recorded plats of Meadow Woods Planned Development Master 
Streetlighting MSBU which are more fully described in Exhibit "A" such sums as shall be necessary to 
pay the estimated expense of the annual operation and maintenance of such streetlighting equipment 
and administration of the district and appropriate reserves for cash balance for paying expenses, 
provided that such sums shall be assessed against the real property of each individual freeholder on a 
pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each freeholder shall, at all times, pay an 
equal amount towards such cost. After the adoption of the non-ad valorem special assessment by the 
Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the assessment upon the non-ad valorem assessment, 
which roll shall be fully completed prior to the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, 
during which time such assessments may be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform 
to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the 
Board of Tax Adjustment, said Board shall certify the non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the 
same manner and at the same time as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax 
Collector, and the said non-ad valorem special assessments shall be collected in the same manner 
and shall have the same priority rights, discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment 
method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates 
and tax deeds for non-payment, and be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties and be 
treated in all respects the same as County ad valorem taxes. Said non-ad valorem special 
assessments, when collected by the Tax Collector shall be remitted to said Board, who shall deposit 
the same in such depository as shall be deSignated by the Board who shall apply the same to monthly 
bills rendered by the Duke Energy Florida, Inc., related administrative costs, and to the establishment 
and maintenance of an appropriate reserve for cash balance. From the proceeds of said non-ad 
valorem special assessments, the Board shall pay the costs for having a non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of 
sale as provided by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance 
and sale of certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad 
valorem assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, will be used. 

5. The Board intends that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the assessment roll for all affected 
parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes and the tax notice for each 
affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be subject to all collection provisions 
applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early payment, prepayment by installment 
method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, issuance of and sale of tax certificates 
and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector, as 
provided by Florida Law. 

6. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU assessments. 
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7. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

8. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing Board of said Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

9. This resolution, which amends and restates the resolution recorded in Official Records Book 
10898, Pages 2480 through 2491, is controlling and supersedes the resolution recorded in Official 
Records Book 10898, Pages 2480 through 2491, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 

ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF _________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
---~O~RA~N~G~E~C~O~U~N7-T~Y~M~A~Y~O~R------------

DATE: ______________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
----=D~E=P~U=TY~C~L~ER~K~---------------
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Meadow Woods Village 1 24-24-29-5570 11/132 Lots 1-39, Block 101 
Lots 1-26, Block 102 
Lots 1-19, Block 103 
Lots 1-26, Block 104 
Lots 1-15, Block 105 
Lot 1, Block 107 
Lots 1-2, Block 109 

Meadow Woods Village 2 24-24-29-5578 11/145 Lots 16-30, Block 105 
Lots 1-26, Block 106 
Lots 2-12, Block 107 
Lots 3-25, Block 109 

Meadow Woods Village 3 24-24-29-5586 12/99-100 Lots 1-23, Block 110 
Lots 1-20, Block 111 
Lots 1-19, Block 112 
Lots 1-28, Block 113 
Lots 1-33, Block 114 
Lots 1-23, Block 115 

Meadow Woods Village 4 24-24-29-5594 13/38-40 Lots 1-23, Block 116 
Lots 1-24, Block 117 
Lots 1-38, Block 118 
Lots 1-50, Block 119 
Lots 1-15, Block 120 
Lots 1-14, Block 121 
Lots 1-20, Block 122 
Lots 1-10, Block 123 
Lots 1-8, Block 124 
Lots 1-11, Block 125 

Meadow Woods Village 5 24-24-29-6000 13/41-43 Lots 1-43, Block 126 
Lots 1-9, Block 127 
Lots 1-15, Block 128 
Lots 1-19, Block 129 
Lots 1-22, Block 130 
Lots 1-12, Block 131 
Lots 1-16, Block 132 
Lots 1-19, Block 133 
Lots 1-14, Block 134 
Lots 1-2, Block 134A 
Lots 1-4, Block 134B 

Meadow Woods Village 5A 24-24-29-6006 14/85 Lots 1-13, Block 134C 
Meadow Woods Village 6 24-24·29-6010 14/70 Lots 3-33, Block 135 

Lots 1-32, Block 136 
Lots 1-21, Block 137 
Lots 1-20, Block 138 
Lots 1-22, Block 139 

Meadow Woods Village 7 Phase 1 25-24-29-6018 16/60-61 Lots 1-33, Block 141 
Lots 1-22, Block 141A 
Lots 1-18, Block 144 
Lots 1-35, Block 145 
Lots 1-67, Block 146 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Meadow Woods Village 7 Phase 2 25-24-29-6022 17/93-94 Lots 1-62, Block 141B 
Lots 1-60, Block 142 
Lots 1-35, Block 143 
Lots 1-17, Block 144A 

Meadow Woods Village 8 25-24-29-6050 19/1-2 Lots 1-4, Block 157 
Lots 1-31, Block 158 
Lots 1-12, Block 159 
Lots 1-34, Block 160 
Lots 1-4, Block 161 

Meadow Woods Village 9 Phase 1 25-24-29-6023 20/10 Lots 1-14, Block 150 
Lots 1-19, Block 151 

Meadow Woods Village 9 Phase 2 30-24-30-6053 20/104-105 Lots 1-21, Block 152 
Lots 1-49, Block 153 
Lots 1-55, Block 154 
Lots 1-17, Block 155 

Meadow Woods Village 10 30-24-30-5579 24/17 Lots 1-90, Block 162 
Lots 1-14, Block 163 
Lots 1-51, Block 164 

Meadow Woods Commercial Center 24-24-29-5551 21/132 Lots 1-2 
DOT/State of Florida 
Club Courts at Meadow Woods Phase 1 25-24-29-1433 27/29 Lots 1-41 
Creekside Villas at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-1809 13/101-103 Lots 1-126 
Fairway Townhomes at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-2661 20/66-37 Lot 1 
Replat 22/21-22 Lots 1A-1 D 

Lots 2A-2F 
Lots 3A-3D 
Lots 4A-4F 
Lots 5A-5F 
Lots 6A-6D 
Lots 7A-7F 
Lots 8A-8D 
Lots 9A-9F 
Lots 1 OA-1 OF 
Lots 11A-11F 
Lots 12A-12D 
Lots 13A-13F 
Lots 14A-14D 

Golfview Villas at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-3069 24/112 Lots 1-44 
Greenwood Villaqe at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-3210 16/13 Lots 1-38 
Parkside Villas at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-6705 18/51-52 Lots 1-57 
Spring Lake 36-24-29-8243 26/94-95 Lots 1-20, Block 165 

Lots 1-63, Block 166 
Lots 1-28, Block 167 
Lots 1-9, Block 168 
Lots 1-69, Block 169 

Forest Ridge 36-24-29-2855 26/91-93 Lots 1-111, Block 170 
Lots 1-16, Block 171 
Lots 1-20, Block 172 
Lots 1-85, Block 173 
Lots 1-23, Block 174 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Club Courts at Meadow Woods Phase 2 25-24-29-1447 28/41 Lots 1-24 
Park Place at Meadow Woods 24-24-29-6703 28/1 Lots 1-14 

Lots 21-22 
Island Cove Villas Phase 1 36-24-29-3902 30/66-67 Lots 1-88 
Willowbrook Phase 1 36-24-29-9309 29/63-64 Lots 1-42, Block 175 

Lots 1-63, Block 176 
Lots 1-3, Block 177 
Lots 1-12, Block 178 

Willowbrook Phase 2 36-24-29-9311 29/105-106 Lots 1-12, Block 179 
Lots 1-22, Block 180 
Lots 1-11, Block 181 
Lots 1-10, Block 182 
Lots 1-22, Block 183 
Lots 1-44, Block 184 

Meadow Woods Village 6 Replat 24-24-29-5638 26/40 Lots 1-2, Block 135 
Island Cove Villas Phase 2 36-24-29-3903 30/111-113 Lots 1-114 
Island Cove Villas Phase 3 36-24-29-3905 32/20-22 Lots 1-174 
Lakewood at Meadow Woods 25-24-29-4941 31/56 Lot 1 
Park Place at Meadow Woods Phase 2 24-24-29-6723 32/90 Lots 1-6 
Willowbrook Phase 3 36-24-29-9313 32/97-99 Lots 1-11, Block 185 

Lots 1-50, Block 186 
Lots 1-2, Block 187 

Woodbridge at Meadow Woods 30-24-30-9467 34/1-3 Lots 1-32, Block 188 
Lots 1-59, Block 189 
Lots 1-67, Block 190 

Greenpointe 25-24-29-3205 35/61-64 Lots 1-8, Block 191 
Lots 1-16, Block 192 
Lots 1-38, Block 193 
Lots 1-30, Block 194 
Lots 1-17, Block 195 
Lots 1-27, Block 196 
Lots 1-25, Block 197 

Hidden Lakes Phase 1 36-24-29-3070 37/1-4 Lots 1-121 
Fairway Glen at Meadow Woods 30-24-30-2665 
Condos 35/132 Lot 1 
Phase 1 *5832/2836 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 2-3 *5171/2412 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 4 *5328/0455 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 5 *5373/2150 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 7 *5376/3906 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 13 *5373/2141 All buildings 1 units 

Official 
Records 
Book 1 Page 

Hidden Lakes Phase 2 35-24-29-3071 39/17-20 Lots 1-122 -
Keystone 36-24-29-3072 41/7-10 Lots 1-179 
Pebble Creek Phase 1 36-24-29-6723 38/97-98 Lots 1-109 
Sandpoint at Meadow Woods 36-24-29-3906 40/25-27 Lots 1-134 
Summerfield 25-24-29-8385 35/65-67 Lots 1-153 
Islebrook Phase 1 31-24-30-3870 42/48-51 Lots 1-110 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Pebble Creek Phase 2 36-24-29-6724 41/32-35 Lots 110-214 
Willow Pond Phase 1 35-24-29-9314 42/29-32 Lots 1-46 
Fairway Glen at Meadow Woods 30-24-30-2665 
Condos 
Phase 6 '5452/3846 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 8 '5902/4335 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 9 '5942/3500 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 10 '5988/3711 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 11 *5963/1499 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 12 '5928/0490 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 14 '5882/3538 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 15 '5436/2969 All buildings 1 units 
Phase 16 '6002/3665 All buildings 1 units 

'Official 
Records 
Book 1 Page 

Heather Glen at Meadow Woods 30-24-30-3510 43/134-139 Lots 1-177 
Heron Bay at Meadow Woods 31-24-30-3510 44/54-57 Lots 1-71 
Islebrook Phase 2 30-24-30-3871 44/87-90 Lots 111-176 
Meadow Creek 30-24-30-4950 44/58-62 Lots 1-171 
Willow Pond Phase 2 35-24-30-9315 45/135-138 Lots 47-115 
Meadow Woods Plaza 36-24-29-6051 41/84-85 Lots 1-6 
Oakshire Estates Phase 1 35-24-29-6063 46/35-38 Lots 1-73 
Island Walk 30-24-30-3800 49/71-74 Lots 1-188 
Harbor Lakes 30-24-30-3420 50/77-80 Lots 1-185 
Windcrest at Meadow Woods 31-24-30-8894 51/21-24 Lots 1-123 
Huntcliff Park 31-24-30-3500 51/48-51 Lots 1-191 
Oakshire Estates Phase 2 35-24-29-6064 52/70-72 Lots 83-113 
Meadow Woods Parcels 11 and 12 25-24-29-5561 54/2-3 Lots 1-3 
Villa Del Sol at Meadow Woods 25-24-29-8823 
Condo 1 6648/458 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 2 6698/4746 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 3 6887/4595 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 3 Phase 2 7084/1568 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 3 Phase 3 7084/1573 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 4 7084/1578 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 4 Phase 2 7115/0753 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 4 Phase 3 7115/0758 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 5 6999/2620 All buildings 1 units 
Condo 6 6999/2826 All buildings 1 units 

'Official 
Records 
Book 1 PaQe 

Meadow Woods Parcel 50 25-24-28-5829 56/27 Lot 1 
Cedar Bend at Meadow Woods Phase 1 31-24-30-1736 57/90-94 Lots 1-168 
Villa Del Sol at Meadow Woods 
Condo 5 Phase 2 25-24-29-8823 7314/0796' All buildings 1 units 
Condo 5 Phase 3 7420/4122' All buildings 1 units 
Condo 6 Phase 2 7241/1568' All buildings 1 units 
Condo 6 Phase 3 7475/3694' All buildinQs 1 units 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Villa Del Sol at Meadow Woods -
Continued -Official 

Records 
Book 1 Page 

Sandhill Preserve 30-24-30-7429 60/85-89 Lots 1-147 
Fieldstone Estates at Meadow Woods 31-24-30-2750 60/146-149 Lots 1-51 
Cedar Bend at Meadow Woods Phase 2 31-24-30-1737 60/150-152 Lots 169-246 
Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 1 32-24-30-9623 63/29-38 Lots 1-50 Block 1 

Lots 1-130 Block 2 
Lots 1-71 Block 3 
Lots 1-132 Block 4 

Chatham Place at Arbor Meadows 30-24-30-2156 63/39-42 Lots 1-143 
Meadow Woods Parcels 15 15.1 & 15.2 25-24-29-5565 64/49-51 Lots 1-4 
Parcels 25-24-29 NIA 25-24-29-0000-00-014 

25-24-29-0000-00-015 
25-24-29-0000-00-025 
25-24-29-0000-00-026 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 2 32-24-30-9624 69/20-27 Lots 1-105 Block 5 
Lots 1-125 Block 6 
Lots 1-122 Block 8 
Tract 00 
Future Development 
Tract T 
Future Development 

Meadow Woods Parcel 48 36-24-29-5827 69/34 Lot 1 
Meadow Woods Parcel 30.1 25-24-29-5567 69/140-142 Lot 1 
Portofino Meadows 25-24-29-7202 70/40-43 Lots 1-153 
Meadow Woods Parcel 30 25-24-29-5566 71/32-34 Lot 1 
Meadow Woods Parcel 12.1 25-24-29-5562 72/29-30 Lots 1-3 
Lakewood at Meadow Woods 
Condos 
Phase 1 31-24-30-4943 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 2 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 3 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 4 4665/3939- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 5 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 6 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 7 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 8 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 9 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 10 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 11 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 12 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 13 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 
Phase 14 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 

-Condo 
Book 
- Official 
Records 
Book 1 Page 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetlighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Page(s) 
Subcode 

Lakewood at Meadow Woods 
Condos - Continued 
Phase 15 31-24-30-4943 20/133-139- All buildings 1 units 

-Condo 
Book 
* Official 
Records 
Book 1 Page 

Landstar Business Center Condo 25-24-29-4801 10376/9042 Lot 4, Units 101-103 
Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 4 32-24-30-9626 73/28-35 Lots 1-122 

Tract F - NIC ($100) 
Future Development 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 3 32-24-30-9625 76/95-97 Lots 66-104 Block 6 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 6 32-24-30-9628 78/25-28 Lots 1-105 Block 7 
Tract C 
Future Development 

Del Morrow 36-24-29-2050 79/24-25 Lots 1-25 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 5 32-24-30-9627 80/20-24 Lots 1-6 Block 1 
(ReplaUed as Unit 7) Lots 7-12 Block 2 

Lots 13-18 Block 3 
Lots 19-24 Block 4 
Lots 25-30 Block 5 
Lots 31-36 Block 6 
Lots 37-42 Block 7 
Lots 43-48 Block 8 
Lots 49-52 Block 9 
Lots 53-58 Block 10 
Lots 59-64 Block 11 
Lots 65-70 Block 12 
Lots 71-74 Block 13 
Lots 75-80 Block 14 
Lots 81-84 Block 15 
Lots 85-90 Block 16 
Lots 91-96 Block 17 
Lots 97-102 Block 18 
Lots 103-108 Block 19 
Lots 109-112 Block 20 
Lots 113-118 Block 21 
Lots 119-124 Block 22 
Lots 125-128 Block 23 
Lots 129-134 Block 24 
Lots 135-138 Block 25 
Lots 139-144 Block 26 
Lots 145-150 Block 27 
Lots 151-154 Block 28 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Phase 3C 32-24-30-9629 80/78-82 Lots 1-59 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 7 32-24-30-9630 80/131-135 Lots 1-6 Block 1 
(Replat of Unit 5) Lots 7-12 Block 2 
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Meadow Woods Planned Development Master Streetiighting MSBU 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Subdivision Name Township Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 

Range Pagels) 
Subcode 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 7 32-24-30-9630 80/131-135 Lots 13-18 Block 3 
(Replat of Unit 5) - Continued Lots 19-24 Block 4 

Lots 25-30 Block 5 
Lots 31-36 Block 6 
Lots 37-42 Block 7 
Lots 43-48 Block 8 
Lots 49-52 Block 9 
Lots 53-58 Block 10 
Lots 59-64 Block 11 
Lots 65-70 Block 12 
Lots 71-74 Block 13 
Lots 75-80 Block 14 
Lots 81-84 Block 15 
Lots 85-90 Block 16 
Lots 91-96 Block 17 
Lots 97-102 Block 18 
Lots 103-108 Block 19 
Lots 109-112 Block 20 
Lots 113-118 Block 21 
Lots 119-124 Block 22 
Lots 125-128 Block 23 
Lots 129-134 Block 24 
Lots 135-138 Block 25 
Lots 139-144 Block 26 
Lots 145-150 Block 27 
Lots 151-154 Block 28 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Unit 6A 32-24-30-9631 82/97-99 Lots 1-72 
Total 1112015 

Wyndham Lakes Estates Phase 3D I 32-24-30-9632 84/21-24 Lots 1-86 

6 
2 

17 
251 

ea ow 00 s M d W d M 
Exhibit "8" 

d I aster Roa s nventory - As 0 

Total 1112016 

2 I Ing f 01/ 016 bll' 
100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures 
100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative flagler fixtures 
100 watt 9,500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures 
150 watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodiurn standard overhead roadway fixtures 

# of 
Lots 1 

Parcels 
154 

72 
8,476 

86 
8562 

73 150 watt 16,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard underground roadway fixtures 
36 250 watt 25,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures 

2 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure sodium standard overhead roadway fixtures 
8 400 watt 50,000 lumen high pressure sodium shoebox fixtures 

363 30/35 foot single standard concrete poles 
4 35 foot single tenon tQ!) concrete poles 
9 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
5 16 foot dual standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER INTEROFFICE MEMO 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 

FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Contact: 

Subject: 

MSBU District: 

Applicant: 

District: 

Report: 

Streetlighting: 

Effective Date: 

April 20, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 
Board of county~om is~ion rs 

/)'\.Q 
Margaret A. McGarrity, he puty Comptroller 

Ann Troutman, 407-836-5770 

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller 
Finance and Accounting Department 
Special Assessments 
POBox38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5770 
Fax: 407-836-5753 

Public Hearing to Amend the Existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) for 
Streetiighting 

Summerport Area 

James Bagley 
Encore Summerport Builders LLC 
Developer 

Commissioner Boyd, District 1 

The attached resolution will amend the existing MSBU. The amendment 
will add the 25 lots of Summerport Trail Phase 2 subdivision. This will 
allow all of the 1,311 lots to be assessed for streetlighting. 

The streetlighting inventory will consist of 393 - 100 watt decorative ocala 
(acorn) fixtures with 365 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete 
poles and 28 - 16 foot single colonial concrete poles. The estimated 
assessment for the amending MSBU for streetlighting is $90.00 per lot, 
per year. Last year's assessment was $95.00 per lot. 

The amending MSBU would be effective November 1,2016. 

Action Requested: Approval of attached resolution. 
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RESOLUTION 
OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR STREETLIGHTING 

FOR 

Summerport Area 
11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (1) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County, and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter 

known as the "Board"), is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the 

"County") pursuant to its charter; and 

WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated May 5, 2015, the Board established the Summerport 

Area 11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for streetlighting 

(hereinafter known as the "Resolution"), said Resolution being recorded in Official Records Book 

10921, Pages 0067 through 0072, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has now received a request, in writing, from James Bagley, Manager, 

(hereinafter known as the "Developer") of Encore Summerport Builder, LLC for the amendment of 

such Resolution to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described as shown in 

Exhibit "A" of this resolution and in that portion of the unincorporated area of Orange County and to 

maintain the existing streetlighting inventory of 393 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium 

decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures with 365 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles and 28 -

16 foot single colonial poles; and 

WHEREAS, this Board has determined that the amendment and restatement of the existing 

MSBU, the purpose of which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully 

described as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and to maintain the existing streetlighting inventory 

as requested by the Developers, together with the other information pertaining to the operation of the 

proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the services desired and in 

the public interest, and that the properties will be benefited, now and in the future, and that the 

existing MSBU should be amended and restated to combine said subdivisions which are more fully 

described as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and to maintain the existing streetlighting 

inventory; and 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 
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1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Summerport Area 11/2015 Resolution for streetlighting which is recorded in Official 
Records Book 10921, Pages 0067 through 0072, Public Records of Orange County, Florida, is 
hereby amended as the Summerport Area 11/2016 MSBU, subject to final adjustment and approval 
as provided for in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. This MSBU is to combine and include said 
subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on the recorded plats of the subdivisions, Plat Books, 
Pages, Sections, Townships, Ranges and Lots as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, Public 
Records of Orange County, Florida and to maintain the streetlighting inventory which is more fully 
described below. The purpose of such MSBU is to provide for collection and disbursal by the County 
of such funds as may be necessary to pay the annual expense of standard operation and 
maintenance of streetlighting equipment within the MSBU, including energy charges, streetlighting 
fixtures, poles, wires, conduits, and all appurtenances necessary for such streetlighting, electrical 
services and current used in their operation, and for payment of administrative costs and appropriate 
reserves for cash balance. It is the understanding of the County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. is to 
construct, or has constructed in accordance with standards approved by the Orange County Public 
Works Division, all necessary streetlighting equipment at no expense to the County, prior to or during 
construction of those portions of subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and that Duke 
Energy Florida, Inc. will assume standard maintenance and operation of such equipment, subsequent 
to such construction, including computation of the annual and monthly charges for such standard 
maintenance and operation. Such equipment is to include 393 -100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure 
sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.48 per fixture, per month, 365 - 16 foot single 
decorative victorian concrete poles at $13.07 per pole, per month and 28 - 16 foot single standard 
decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per pole, per month for a yearly rate of $126,949.53, 
which includes energy costs and excludes the cost of administering the district as set out below, or at 
a rate or rates as may be set by the properly constituted legal authorities who control, govern and set 
the rates for Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for the services described herein. It is further understood by 
the County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. may construct such streetlighting equipment only in those 
portions of the MSBU as may be necessary concurrent with the development of the subdivisions as 
shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and that the streetlighting district created herein will be operated 
only in such portions of the MSBU until such construction is completed in other portions of the MSBU; 
provided that if such construction is only to be in portions of such MSBU, a complete legal description 
of the portion or portions developed be filed with the Clerk of the Board. After presentation and 
approval by the Board, it is understood and agreed between the County and the Developers that (if 
applicable) as the subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution expand the additional 
Additions, Phases, Sections, Units and/or etc., as the case may be permitted to join into this 
Resolution under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an appropriate 
amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. It is further understood that the revised 
contract between the County and Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for Summerport Area subdivisions 
will not be effective until November 1, 2016. Streetlights installed prior to this date are the 
responsibility of the developer and not the County. It is further understood that only 393 - 100 watt 
9500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.48 per fixture, per month, 
365 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles at $13.07 per pole, per month and 28 - 16 foot 
single standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per pole, per month are approved for this 
MSBU. Any additional streetlighting will be the responsibility of the developer. 

3. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem assessment 
amount required to pay the standard expense of maintaining and operating the streetlighting 
equipment in the MSBU. This non-ad valorem assessment is levied for the first time as of November 
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1, 2016 and will be levied each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board 
may increase or decrease the amount of the assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every 
year thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has 
provided to the property with the revenue generated by the assessment. The property owners within 
Summerport Area subdivisions shall pay any cost exceeding standard operating and maintenance 
expense as determined by the Board. It is the intent of the County that the Uniform Method for the 
levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida 
Statutes, grants, shall be used for collecting the non-ad valorem assessments. One and one half 
dollars ($1.50) for each lot or parcel of land shall be added by the Board to cover the costs of 
administering the MSBU and the total amount so determined shall be specially assessed against the 
real property of the freeholders in the MSBU as provided hereafter. Additional amounts will be added 
to provide for reimbursement of necessary administrative costs incurred by the Property Appraiser 
and Tax Collector for the collection of non-ad valorem assessments subject to the provision of Section 
197.3632, Florida Statutes, and for the establishment and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance 
for the purpose of paying expenses from October 1 of the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the 
revenue for that year are expected to be available. Administrative costs shall include, but not be 
limited to, those costs associated with personnel, forms, supplies, data processing, computer 
equipment, postage, and programming. The County may spend from its general fund, such sums as 
may be necessary to operate, maintain, and administer the MSBU hereby created and the County will 
be reimbursed to such extent at such time as such assessments have been collected. The estimated 
annual cost of operating, maintaining, and administering such streetlighting equipment, including the 
establishment and maintenance of an appropriate reserve for cash balance, is $117,990.00 and the 
estimated annual charge to each individual freeholder is $90.00. Proceeds of collection of such 
assessments as provided hereinafter put into a special revenue fund of the County to the credit of the 
MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as provided herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll setting forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem 
special assessments in the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the 
Property Appraiser and delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment 
upon such lots or parcels as may be owned by individual freeholders, according to the recorded plats 
of Summerport Area subdivisions, Plat Books and Pages as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, 
such sums as shall be necessary to pay the estimated expense of the annual operation and 
maintenance of such streetiighting equipment and administration of the district and appropriate 
reserves for cash balance for paying expenses, provided that such sums shall be assessed against 
the real property of each individual freeholder on a pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so 
that each freeholder shall, at all times, pay an equal amount towards such cost. After the adoption of 
the non-ad valorem special assessment by the Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the 
assessment upon the non-ad valorem assessment roll, which roll shall be fully completed prior to the 
time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, during which time such assessments may be 
protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 
197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the Board of Tax Adjustment, said Board shall 
certify the non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the same manner and at the same time as the 
County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax Collector, and the said non-ad valorem special 
assessments shall be collected in the same manner and shall have the same priority rights, discounts 
for early payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent 
payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and be subject to 
the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be treated in all respects the same as County ad 
valorem taxes. Said non-ad valorem special assessments, when collected by the Tax Collector shall 
be remitted to the Board, who shall deposit the same in such depository as shall be designated by the 
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Board who shall apply the same to monthly bills rendered by Duke Energy Florida, Inc., related 
administrative costs, and to the establishment and maintenance of an appropriate reserve for cash 
balance. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem special assessments, the Board shall pay the 
costs for having a non-ad valorem special assessment roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's 
office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, 
advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, 
collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, will 
be used. 

5. The Board intends that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the assessment roll for all affected 
parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes and the tax notice for each 
affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be subject to all collection provisions 
applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early payment, prepayment by installment 
method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, issuance of and sale of tax certificates 
and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector as 
provided by Florida Law. 

6. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU assessments. 

7. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

8. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of said Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

9. This resolution which amends and restates the Resolution recorded in Official Records Book 
10921, Pages 0067 through 0072, is controlling and supersedes the Resolution recorded in Official 
Records Book 10921, Pages 0067 through 0072 , Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 
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ADoPTEDTHIS ______ DAy OF ________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
---~O~RA~N~G~E~C~O~U7.N~T~Y~M~A~Y~O~R=-------------

DATE: ______________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
---~D~E=P~UT=Y~C~L=ER~K~---------------

Subdivision Name 

Summerport Phase 1 
Summerport Phase 2 
Summerport Phase 4 
Summerport Phase 3 
Summerport Phase 5 
Tennyson Park at Summerport 
Eden's Hammock 
Stillwater Crossings Parcel SC-13 Phase 1 

Stillwater Crossings Parcel SC-13 Phase 2 

Summerport Trail 

Summerport Trail - Phase 2 

Summerport Area 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "AU 
Section 

Township 
Range 

SUbcode 
10-23-27 -8389 
10-23-27-8390 
15-23-27-8391 
14-23-27 -8393 
10-23-27 -8394 
15-23-27-8473 
15-23-27-1540 
15-23-27-8150 

15-23-27-8151 

14-23-27-8430 

14-23-27-8431 
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Plat Book 1 Property Boundaries 
Page(s) 

53/1-8 Lots 1 through 178 
54/104-111 Lots 1 through 118 
55/26-33 Lots 1 through 110 
56/9-17 Lots 1 through 267 
58/124-134 Lots 1 through 294 
61/120-125 Lots 1 through 82 

-
62/134-143 Lots 1 through 140 
79/91-94 Lots 1 through 54 

Tract M 
Future Development 

82/71-73 Lots 55 through 82 

82/129-130 Lots 1 through 15 
Tracts A through D 
Future Development 

85/64-65 Lots 16 through 40 
Total 2016 - ... 

Number 

of 
Lots 

178 
118 
110 
267 
294 

82 
140 
54 
0 

28 

15 
0 

25 
1,311 
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Road Areas 
Summerport Phase 1 

Summerport Phase 2 

Summerport Phase 4 

Summerport Phase 3 

Summerport Phase 5 

Tennyson Park at Summerport 

Eden's Hammock 

Stillwater Crossings Parcel SC-13 Phase 1 

Stillwater Crossings Parcel SC-13 Phase 2 

Summerport Trail 

Summerport Area 
Inventory 

Exhibit "8" 
Fixtures and Poles 

71 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
71 - 16 foot sinQle decorative victorian concrete poles 
47 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS*ocala (acorn) fixtures 
47 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 
44 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
44 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 
65 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
65 - 16 foot sinQle decorative victorian concrete pole 
95 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
95 - 16 foot sinQle decorative victorian concrete poles 
11 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
9 - 16 foot single colonial concrete poles 
2 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 
19 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
19 - 16 foot single colonial concrete poles 
16 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
16 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 
10 - 100 watt 9500 LH PS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
10 - 16 foot sinqle decorative victorian concrete poles 
15 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
15 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 

Total Inventory 393 - 100 watt 9500 LHPS* ocala (acorn) fixtures 
365 - 16 foot single decorative victorian concrete poles 
28 - 16 foot sinqle colonial concrete poles 

LHPS* lumen high pressure sodium 
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER INTEROFFICE MEMO 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 

FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Contact: 

Subject: 

MSBU District: 

Applicant: 

District: 

Report: 

April 20, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 
Board of County Commissioners 

'1')'I.o.~ 
Margaret A. McGarrily,'C6lEit'depUt9 Comptroller 

Ann Troutman, 407-836-5770 

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller 
Finance and Accounting Department 
Special Assessments 
POBox 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5770 
Fax: 407-836-5753 

Public Hearings to Amend the Existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) for 
Maintenance of Retention Pond 

Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 

James Bagley 
Encore Summerport BUilders, LLC 
Developer 

Commissioner Boyd, District 1 

The attached resolution will amend the existing MSBU for maintenance of 
retention pond. The amendment will add the 25 lots of Summerport Trail 
- Phase 2 to the district. This will allow all of the 40 lots to be assessed 
for maintenance of retention pond. 

Retention Pond: The estimated assessment for the amending MSBU for maintenance of 
retention pond is $77.00 per lot, per year. Last year's assessment was 
$77.00 per lot. 

Effective Date: The amending MSBU would be effective November 1, 2016. 

Action Requested: Approval of attached resolution for maintenance of retention pond. 
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RESOLUTION 
OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR MAINTENANCE OF 

RETENTION POND 
IN 

Summerport Trail and 
Summerport Trail - Phase 2 

11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (01) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

~ 

I 
~ 
c::c 
..J 
S 

enforcement of non-ad valorem special assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and ~ 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter C/) 

known as the "Board") is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the ~ 

"County") pursuant to its charter; and i:: 
WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated May 5, 2015, the Board established the Summerport Trai § 

11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for maintenance of 8 
retention pond (hereinafter known as the "Resolution)", said Resolution being recorded in Official 

Records Book 10921, Pages 0095 through 0098, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has received a request, in writing, from James Bagley (hereinafter 

known as the "Developer") of Encore Summerport Builders, LLC for the amendment of such 

Resolution to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described below and in that 

portion of the unincorporated area of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the amendment of the MSBU, the purpose of 

which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described below to provide for 

maintenance of the county-dedicated retention pond as requested by the Developer, together with the 

other information pertaining to the operation of the proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be 

feasible, necessary to facilitate the services desired, and in the public interest, and that the properties 

will be benefited, now and in the future, and that the MSBU should be amended, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Summerport Trail 11/2015 Resolution for maintenance of retention pond, which is 
recorded in Official Records Book 10921, Pages 0095 through 0098, Public Records of Orange 
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County, Florida, is hereby amended as the Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 
11/2016 MSBU, subject to final adjustment and approval as provided in Section 197.3632, Florida 
Statutes. This MSBU is to combine and include said subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on 
the recorded plats of Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 subdivisions, Plat Book 
82, Pages 129 and 130 for Summerport Trail and Plat Book 85, Pages 64 through 65 for 
Summerport Trail- Phase 2, Section 14, Township 23, Range 27, and Lots 1 through 15 for 
Summerport Trail and Lots 16 through 40 for Summerport Trail - Phase 2; Public Records of 
Orange County, Florida. The purpose of such MSBU is to provide for collection and disbursal by the 
County of such funds as may be necessary for the payment of administrative costs and appropriate 
reserves for cash balance and the minimum maintenance services to be performed on the retention 
pond located on Tract "CB 8D" located in the Summerport Village Center Parcel CB-8 for 
Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 subdivisions, which pond has been dedicated to 
Orange County on the plats thereof and constructed in accordance with standards approved by the 
Orange County Public Works Division. The Developer understands that this MSBU is created solely 
for the purpose of maintaining the retention pond located on Tract "CB SO" located in the Summerport 
Village Center Parcel CB-S for Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 subdivisions, and 
that no other pond or infrastructure improvements located within the Summerport Trail and 
Summerport Trail - Phase 2 subdivisions may be maintained, constructed, reconstructed, improved, 
or repaired with the non-ad valorem special assessments collected from this MSBU. 

3. The County shall perform or cause to be performed minimum maintenance services in the 
retention pond areas, which maintenance shall be limited to mowing, weed control, mosquito control, 
maintenance and repair of the structural integrity of control devices, and periodic major repairs and 
improvements to the retention pond. Such maintenance shall not include curb and paved roadway 
maintenance and repair, signage maintenance and repair, or maintenance of or replacement of 
landscaping improvements. The County may subcontract with any party for the performance of the 
maintenance services described herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of the retention pond and the placement of this pond into 
operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem special assessment amount 
required to pay the expense of maintaining and operating the retention pond in the MSBU. This non
ad valorem special assessment is levied for the first time as of November 1, 2016, and will be levied 
each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board may increase or decrease 
the amount of the non-ad valorem special assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every year 
thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has provided 
to the property with the revenues generated by the non-ad valorem special assessments. It is the 
intent of the County that the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad 
valorem special assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall be used for 
collecting the non-ad valorem special assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each lot or 
parcel of land shall be added by the Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and the total 
amount so determined shall be specially assessed against the real property of the freeholders in the 
MSBU as provided hereafter. Additional amounts will be added to provide for reimbursement of 
necessary administrative costs incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax Collector for the collection 
of non-ad valorem special assessments subject to the provision of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
and for the establishment and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance for the purpose of paying 
expenses from October 1 of the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the revenue for that year are 
expected to be available and a cash reserve for periodic major repairs and improvements to the 
retention pond. Administrative costs shall include, but not be limited to, those costs associated with 
personnel, forms, supplies, data processing, computer equipment, postage, and programming. The 
County may spend from its general fund, such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain, and 
administer the MSBU hereby amended and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time 
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as such non-ad valorem special assessments have been collected. The estimated annual cost of 
operating, maintaining, and administering the MSBU, including the establishment and maintenance of 
an appropriate reserve for cash balance, is $3,080.00, and the estimated annual non-ad valorem 
special assessment to each freeholder is $77.00. Proceeds of collection of such non-ad valorem 
special assessments as provided hereinafter are to be put into a special fund of the County to the 
credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as provided herein. 

5. Upon completion of construction of the retention pond and the placement of this pond into 
operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special assessment roll setting 
forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem special assessments in 
the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the Property Appraiser and 
delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment upon such lots or 
parcels as may be necessary to pay the estimated expense of the maintenance of the retention pond 
and the administration of the MSBU. Such sums shall be assessed against the real property of each 
individual freeholder on a pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each freeholder 
shall, at all times, pay an equal amount toward such maintenance. After the adoption of the non-ad 
valorem special assessment roll by the Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the non-ad 
valorem special assessment upon the non-ad valorem special assessment roll, which roll shall be fully 
completed prior to the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, during which time such 
non-ad valorem special assessment may be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform 
to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the 
Board of Tax Adjustment, the Board shall certify said non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the 
same manner and at the same time as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax 
Collector, and the non-ad valorem special assessments shall be collected in the same manner and 
shall have the same priority rights, discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment method, 
deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax 
deeds for non-payment, and be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be treated 
in all respects the same as County ad valorem taxes. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem 
special assessments, the Board shall pay the costs of having a non-ad valorem special assessment 
roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided 
by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of 
certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem special 
assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, shall be used. 

6. The Board intents that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll for all affected parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes 
and the tax notice for each affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be 
subject to all collection provisions applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early 
payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, 
issuance of and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the 
Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector, as provided by Florida Law. If a contract is Signed between 
a subcontractor for maintenance service and Orange County, the effective date of enactment of the 
contract will coincide with the receipt of the collection of the MSBU non-ad valorem special 
assessments. 

7. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU non-ad valorem special assessments. 

3 \\occ\nelshare\FinancelAccting\MSTU\Word\Publicwk\Retent\summerporttrls ph2 res.docx 



407

8. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

9. It is understood and agreed between the County and the Developer that (if applicable) as the 
Summerport Trail and Summerport Trail - Phase 2 subdivisions expand, the additional Additions, 
Phases, Sections, Units, and/or etc., as the case may be, may be permitted to join into this Resolution 
under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an appropriate 
amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. 

10. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of this Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

11. This resolution which amends and restates the Resolution recorded in Official Records Book 
10921, Pages 0095 through 0098, is controlling and supersedes the Resolution recorded in Official 
Records Book 10921, Pages 0095 through 0098, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 

ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF _________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
----O~R-A~N~G~E-C~O~U~N~T~Y~M-A~Y~O-R------------

DATE: ______________________ __ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
----~D~E~P~UT=Y~C~L=ER-K~---------------
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER INTEROFFICE MEMO 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 

FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Contact: 

Subject: 

MSBU District: 

Applicant: 

District: 

Report: 

April 20, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 
Board of County Commissioners 

Th.()~ 
Margaret A. McGar~ity,' ChT~puty Comptroller 

Ann Troutman, 407-836-5770 

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller 
Finance and Accounting Department 
Special Assessments 
POBox 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5770 
Fax: 407-836-5753 

Public Hearings to Amend the Existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) for 
Maintenance of Retention Ponds and for Streetlighting 

Watermark Area 11/2016 

Clint Szubinski, Division President 
Meritage Homes 
Developer 

Commissioner Boyd, District 1 

The attached resolutions will amend the existing MSBU's for maintenance 
of retention ponds and streetlighting. The amendment will add the 197 
lots of Watermark Phase 1 B, Watermark Phase 2A and Watermark 
Phase 2B1 to the district. This will allow all of the 251 lots to be assessed 
for maintenance of retention ponds and streetlighting. 

Retention Pond: The estimated assessment for the amending MSBU for maintenance of 
retention ponds is $77.00 per lot, per year. Last year's assessment was 
$77.00 per lot. 

Streetlighting: The streetlighting inventory will consist of 143 - 100 watt decorative ocala 
(acorn) fixtures with 143 - 16 foot single standard colonial concrete poles. 
The estimated assessment for the amending MSBU for streetlighting is 
$178.00 per lot, per year. Last year's assessment was $130.00 per lot. 

Effective Date: The amending MSBU's would be effective November 1, 2016. 

Action Requested: Approval of attached resolution for maintenance of retention ponds and 
approval of attached resolution for streetlighting. 
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RESOLUTION 
OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR MAINTENANCE OF 

RETENTION PONDS 
IN 

Watermark Area 
11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (01) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem special assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter 

known as the "Board") is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the 

~ 

i 
IZ 
~ 
'<C 
.,J 

::!; 

~ 
"County") pursuant to its charter; and C/) 

WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated March 10, 2015, the Board established the Watermark ~ 
Phase 1A 11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for maintenance 

of retention ponds (hereinafter known as the "Resolution)", said Resolution being recorded in Official 

Records Book 10893, Pages 0399 through 0402, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has received a request, in writing, from Clint Szubinski, Division 

President (hereinafter known as the "Developer") of Meritage Homes for the amendment of such 

Resolution to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described below as shown in 

"Exhibit A" of this resolution and in that portion of the unincorporated area of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the amendment of the MSBU, the purpose of 

which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described below as shown in 

"Exhibit A" of this resolution to provide for maintenance of the county-dedicated retention ponds as 

requested by the Developer, together with the other information pertaining to the operation of the 

proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the services desired, and 

in the public interest, and that the properties will be benefited, now and in the future, and that the 

MSBU should be amended, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Watermark Phase 1A 11/2015 Resolution for maintenance of retention ponds, which is 
recorded in Official Records Book 10893, Pages 0366 through 0369, Public Records of Orange 
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County, Florida, is hereby amended as the Watermark Area 11/2016 MSBU, subject to final 
adjustment and approval as provided in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. This MSBU is to combine 
and include said subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on the recorded plats of Watermark 
Phase 1A, Watermark Phase 1B, Watermark Phase 2A and Watermark Phase 2B1 subdivisions, 
Plat Books, Pages, Sections, Townships, Ranges, and Lots as shown in "Exhibit An of this 
resolution, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. The purpose of such MSBU is to provide for 
collection and disbursal by the County of such funds as may be necessary for the payment of 
administrative costs and appropriate reserves for cash balance and the minimum maintenance 
services to be performed on the retention ponds located on Tract B of Watermark Phase 1A and 
Tracts SW-1, SW-2 and SW-3 of Watermark Phase1 B for Watermark Phase 1A, Watermark 
Phase 1B, Watermark Phase 2A and Watermark Phase 2B1 subdivisions, which ponds have been 
dedicated to Orange County on the plats thereof and constructed in accordance with standards 
approved by the Orange County Public Works Division. The Developer understands that this MSBU 
is created solely for the purpose of maintaining the retention ponds located on Tract B of Watermark 
Phase 1A and Tracts SW-1, SW-2 and SW-3 of Watermark Phase1B for Watermark Phase 1A, 
Watermark Phase 1B, Watermark Phase 2A and Watermark Phase 2B1 subdivisions, and that no 
other ponds or infrastructure improvements located within the Watermark Area subdivisions as shown 
in Exhibit A of this resolution may be maintained, constructed, reconstructed, improved, or repaired 
with the non-ad valorem special assessments collected from this MSBU. 

3. The County shall perform or cause to be performed minimum maintenance services in the 
retention pond areas, which maintenance shall be limited to mowing, weed control, mosquito control, 
maintenance and repair of the structural integrity of control devices, and periodic major repairs and 
improvements to the retention ponds. Such maintenance shall not include curb and paved roadway 
maintenance and repair, signage maintenance and repair, or maintenance of or replacement of 
landscaping improvements. The County may subcontract with any party for the performance of the 
maintenance services described herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of the retention ponds and the placement of those ponds into 
operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem special assessment amount 
required to pay the expense of maintaining and operating the retention ponds in the MSBU. This non
ad valorem special assessment is levied for the first time as of November 1, 2016, and will be levied 
each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board may increase or decrease 
the amount of the non-ad valorem special assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every year 
thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has provided 
to the property with the revenues generated by the non-ad valorem special assessments. It is the 
intent of the County that the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad 
valorem special assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall be used for 
collecting the non-ad valorem special assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each lot or 
parcel of land shall be added by the Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and the total 
amount so determined shall be specially assessed against the real property of the freeholders in the 
MSBU as provided hereafter. Additional amounts will be added to provide for reimbursement of 
necessary administrative costs incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax Collector for the collection 
of non-ad valorem special assessments subject to the provision of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
and for the establishment and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance for the purpose of paying 
expenses from October 1 of the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the revenue for that year are 
expected to be available and a cash reserve for periodic major repairs and improvements to the 
retention ponds. Administrative costs shall include, but not be limited to, those costs associated with 
personnel, forms, supplies, data processing, computer equipment, postage, and programming. The 
County may spend from its general fund, such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain, and 
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administer the MSBU hereby amended and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time 
as such non-ad valorem special assessments have been collected. The estimated annual cost of 
operating, maintaining, and administering the MSBU, including the establishment and maintenance of 
an appropriate reserve for cash balance, is $19,327.00, and the estimated annual non-ad valorem 
special assessment to each freeholder is $77 .00. Proceeds of collection of such non-ad valorem 
special assessments as provided hereinafter are to be put into a special fund of the County to the 
credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as provided herein. 

5. Upon completion of construction of the retention ponds and the placement of those ponds into 
operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special assessment roll setting 
forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem special assessments in 
the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the Property Appraiser and 
delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment upon such lots or 
parcels as may be necessary to pay the estimated expense of the maintenance of the retention ponds 
and the administration of the MSBU. Such sums shall be assessed against the real property of each 
individual freeholder on a pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each freeholder 
shall, at all times, pay an equal amount toward such maintenance. After the adoption of the non-ad 
valorem special assessment roll by the Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the non-ad 
valorem special assessment upon the non-ad valorem special assessment roll, which roll shall be fully 
completed prior to the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, during which time such 
non-ad valorem special assessment may be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform 
to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the 
Board of Tax Adjustment, the Board shall certify said non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the 
same manner and at the same time as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax 
Collector, and the non-ad valorem special assessments shall be collected in the same manner and 
shall have the same priority rights, discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment method, 
deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax 
deeds for non-payment, and be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be treated 
in all respects the same as County ad valorem taxes. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem 
special assessments, the Board shall pay the costs of having a non-ad valorem special assessment 
roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided 
by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of 
certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem special 
assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, shall be used. 

6. The Board intents that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll for all affected parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes 
and the tax notice for each affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be 
subject to all collection provisions applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early 
payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, 
issuance of and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the 
Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector, as provided by Florida Law. If a contract is signed between 
a subcontractor for maintenance service and Orange County, the effective date of enactment of the 
contract will coincide with the receipt of the collection of the MSBU non-ad valorem special 
assessments. 

7. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU non-ad valorem special assessments. 
8. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
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property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

9. It is understood and agreed between the County and the Developer that (if applicable) as the 
Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit A of this resolution expand, the additional Additions, 
Phases, Sections, Units, and/or etc., as the case may be, may be permitted to join into this Resolution 
under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an appropriate 
amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. 

10. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of this Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

11. This resolution which amends and restates the Resolution recorded in Official Records Book 
10893, Pages 0366 through 0369, is controlling and supersedes the Resolution recorded in Official 
Records Book 10893, Pages 0366 through 0369, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 

ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF _________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
---~0~R~A~N~G~E~C~0~U~N7-T=Y~M~A7Y~0~R------------

DATE: ______________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
---~D~E~P~UT=Y~C-L-ER-K~---------------

Subdivisions 

Watermark Phase 1A 
Watermark Phase 18 
Watermark Phase 2A 
Watermark Phase 281 

Watermark Area 11/2016 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Plat Book 1 Township 

Pages Range 
Subcode 

84/1-3 04-24-27-7550 
84/32-37 04·24·27 ·7551 
86/42·43 04·24·27 ·7552 
87/74·75 04·24·27 ·7554 
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Lots 1 Blocks 1 
Buildings 1 Tracts 

1 Units 
Lots 1-54 
Lots 55·237 
Lots 238·243 
Lots 244·251 

Lot 
Count 

54 
183 

6 
8 

251 
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RESOLUTION 
OFTHE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR STREETLIGHTING 

FOR 

Watermark Area 
11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (1) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County, and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter 

known as the "Board"), is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the 

"County") pursuant to its charter; and 
WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated March 1 0, 2015, the Board established the Watermark 

Phase 1A 11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for 

streetlighting (hereinafter known as the "Resolution"), said Resolution being recorded in Official 

Records Book 10893, Pages 0399 through 0402, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has now received a request, in writing, from Clint Szubinski, 

Division President (hereinafter known as the "Developer") of Meritage Homes for the amendment 

of such Resolution to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described as 

shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution in that portion of the unincorporated area of Orange County 

and to increase the existing streetlighting inventory from 20 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure 

sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures and 20 - 16 foot single standard decorative colonial 

concrete poles to 143 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) 

fixtures with 143 - 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles; and 

WHEREAS, this Board has determined that the amendment and restatement of the existing 

MSBU, the purpose of which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully 

described as shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution and to increase the existing streetlighting 

inventory as requested by the Developer, together with the other information pertaining to the 

operation of the proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the 

services desired and in the public interest, and that the properties will be benefited, now and in the 

future, and that the existing MSBU should be amended and restated to combine said subdivisions 

as shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution and to increase the existing streetlighting inventory; and 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA: 
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1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Watermark Phase 1A 11/2015 Resolution for streetlighting which is recorded in Official 
Records Book 10893, Pages 0399 through 0402, Public Records of Orange County, Florida, is 
hereby amended as the Watermark Area 11/2016 MSBU, subject to final adjustment and approval 
as provided for in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. This MSBU is to combine and include said 
subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on the recorded plats of Watermark Phase 1 A, 
Watermark Phase 1 B, Watermark Phase 2A and Watermark Phase 2B1 subdivisions, Plat 
Books, Pages, Sections, Township, Ranges and Lots as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, 
Public Records of Orange County, Florida and to increase the streetlighting inventory which is 
more fully described below. The purpose of such MSBU is to provide for collection and disbursal 
by the County of such funds as may be necessary to pay the annual expense of standard 
operation and maintenance of streetlighting equipment within the MSBU, including energy charges, 
streetlighting fixtures, poles, wires, conduits, and all appurtenances necessary for such 
streetlighting, electrical services and current used in their operation, and for payment of 
administrative costs and appropriate reserves for cash balance. It is the understanding of the 
County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. is to construct, or has constructed in accordance with 
standards approved by the Orange County Public Works Division, all necessary streetlighting 
equipment at no expense to the County, prior to or during construction of those portions of 
Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution and that Duke Energy 
Florida, Inc. will assume standard maintenance and operation of such equipment, subsequent to 
such construction, including computation of the annual and monthly charges for such standard 
maintenance and operation. Such equipment is to include 143 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high 
pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.18 per fixture, per month and 143 -16 
foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per pole, per month for a 
yearly rate of $39,009.45, which includes energy costs and excludes the cost of administering the 
district as set out below, or at a rate or rates as may be set by the properly constituted legal 
authorities who control, govern and set the rates for Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for the services 
described herein. It is further understood by the County that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. may 
construct such streetlighting equipment only in those portions of the MSBU as may be necessary 
concurrent with the development of Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in "Exhibit A" of this 
resolution and that the streetlighting district created herein will be operated only in such portions of 
the MSBU until such construction is cornpleted in other portions of the MSBU; provided that if such 
construction is only to be in portions of such MSBU, a complete legal description of the portion or 
portions developed be filed with the Clerk of the Board. After presentation and approval by the 
Board, it is understood and agreed between the County and the Developer that (if applicable) as 
Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution expand, the additional 
Additions, Phases, Sections, Units and/or etc., as the case may be permitted to join into this 
Resolution under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an 
appropriate amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. It is further understood that 
the revised contract between the County and Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for Watermark Area 
subdivisions will not be effective until November 1, 2016. Streetlights installed prior to this 
date are the responsibility of the developer and not the County. It is further understood that only 
143 - 100 watt 9500 lurnen high pressure sodium decorative ocala (acorn) fixtures at $13.89 per 
fixture, per month and 143 - 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per 
pole, per month are approved for this MSBU. Any additional streetlighting will be the responsibility 
of the developer. 

3. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of 
such equipment into operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem 
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assessment amount required to pay the standard expense of maintaining and operating the 
streetlighting equipment in the MSBU. This non-ad valorem assessment is levied for the first time 
as of November 1,2016 and will be levied each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the 
Board. The Board may increase or decrease the amount of the assessment by twenty percent 
(20%) each and every year thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the 
Board will provide or has provided to the property with the revenue generated by the assessment. 
The property owners within Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in "Exhibit A" of this resolution 
shall pay any cost exceeding standard operating and maintenance expense as determined by the 
Board. It is the intent of the County that the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and 
enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall 
be used for collecting the non-ad valorem assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each 
lot or parcel of land shall be added by the Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and 
the total amount so determined shall be specially assessed against the real property of the 
freeholders in the MSBU as provided hereafter. Additional amounts will be added to provide for 
reimbursement of necessary administrative costs incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax 
Collector for the collection of non-ad valorem assessments subject to the provision of Section 
197.3632, Florida Statutes, and for the establishment and maintenance of a reserve for cash 
balance for the purpose of paying expenses from October 1 of the ensuing fiscal year until the time 
when the revenue for that year are expected to be available. Administrative costs shall include, but 
not be limited to, those costs associated with personnel, forms, supplies, data processing, 
computer equipment, postage, and programming. The County may spend from its general fund, 
such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain, and administer the MSBU hereby created 
and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time as such assessments have been 
collected. The estimated annual cost of operating, maintaining, and administering such 
streetlighting equipment, including the establishment and maintenance of an appropriate reserve 
for cash balance, is $44,678.00 and the estimated annual charge to each individual freeholder is 
$178.00. Proceeds of collection of such assessments as provided hereinafter put into a special 
revenue fund of the County to the credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as 
provided herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of 
such equipment into operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll setting forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad 
valorem special assessments in the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be 
prepared by the Property Appraiser and delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem 
special assessment upon such lots or parcels as may be owned by individual freeholders, 
according to the recorded plats of Watermark Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this 
resolution, Plat Books and Pages as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, such sums as shall be 
necessary to pay the estimated expense of the annual operation and maintenance of such 
streetlighting equipment and administration of the district and appropriate reserves for cash 
balance for paying expenses, provided that such sums shall be assessed against the real property 
of each individual freeholder on a pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each 
freeholder shall, at all times, pay an equal amount towards such cost. After the adoption of the 
non-ad valorem special assessment by the Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the 
assessment upon the non-ad valorem assessment roll, which roll shall be fully completed prior to 
the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, during which time such assessments may 
be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 
and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the Board of Tax Adjustment, said Board 
shall certify the non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the same manner and at the same time 
as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax Collector, and the said non-ad valorem 
special assessments shall be collected in the same manner and shall have the same priority rights, 
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discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for 
delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and 
be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be treated in all respects the same 
as County ad valorem taxes. Said non-ad valorem special assessments, when collected by the 
Tax Collector shall be remitted to the Board, who shall deposit the same in such depository as 
shall be designated by the Board who shall apply the same to monthly bills rendered by Duke 
Energy Florida, Inc., related administrative costs, and to the establishment and maintenance of an 
appropriate reserve for cash balance. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem special 
assessments, the Board shall pay the costs for having a non-ad valorem special assessment roll 
made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided 
by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of 
certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem 
assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, will be used. 

5. The Board intends that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution 
be collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all 
affected parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the assessment roll for 
all affected parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes and the tax notice 
for each affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be subject to all 
collection provisions applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early payment, 
prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, issuance of 
and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the Property 
Appraiser and the Tax Collector as provided by Florida Law. 

6. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any 
such newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU assessments. 

7. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of 
the potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all 
affected property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the 
Board. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of 
the time and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under 
Section 119.07, Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as.exempt and confidential. This 
public record exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class 
mail notice, however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, 
Florida Statutes, has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

8. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of said Municipal 
Service Benefit Unit. 

9. This resolution which amends and restates the resolutions recorded in Official Records 
Book 10893 Pages 0399 through 0402, is controlling and supersedes the resolution recorded in 
Official Records Book 10893 Pages 0399 through 0402, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 
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ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF ________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
---~O~R7A~N~G~E~C~O~U7.N7-T~Y~M~A7Y~O==R------------

DATE: ______________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
---~D~E~P~U~T~Y~C~L~E~R~K---------------------

Subdivisions 

Watermark Phase 1A 
Watermark Phase 1 B 
Watermark Phase 2A 
Watermark Phase 2B1 

Watermark Area 11/2016 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Plat Book / Township 

Pages Range 
Subcode 

84/1-3 04-24-27-7550 
84/32-37 04-24-27-7551 
86/42-43 04-24-27-7552 
87/74-75 04-24-27-7554 
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Lots / Blocks / 
Buildings / Tracts 

/ Units 
Lots 1-54 
Lots 55-237 
Lots 238-243 
Lots 244-251 

Lot 
Count 

54 
183 

6 
8 

251 
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER 

ORANGE 
COUNTY 

FLORIDA 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

April 20, 2016 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
and 
Board of County Commissi 

'1I\tI.C. ~ 
Margaret A. Mc arrity, 

Contact: Ann Troutman, 407-836-5770 

eputy Comptroller 

INTEROFFICE MEMO 

Martha O. Haynie, CPA 
County Comptroller 
Finance and Accounting Department 
Special Assessments 
POBox 38 
Orlando, FL 32802 
Telephone: 407-836-5770 
Fax: 407-836-5753 

Subject: Public Hearings to Amend the Existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) for 
Maintenance of Retention Pond(s) and for Streetlighting 

MSBU District: Windermere Trails Area 

Applicant: Jeremy Camp, Director, Land Development 
Beazer Homes Corporation 
Clint Szubinski, Division President 
Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc. 
Developers 

District: Commissioner Boyd, District 1 

Report: The attached resolutions will amend the existing MSBU's for maintenance 
of retention pond(s) and streetiighting. The amendment will add the lots 
of Windermere Trails Phase 3B, Windermere Trails Phase 4A and 
Clubhouse at Windermere Trails subdivsions. This will allow all of the 
716 lots to be assessed for maintenance of retention pond(s) and 
streetlighting. 

Retention Pond: The estimated assessment for the amending MSBU for maintenance of 
retention pond(s) is $77.00 per lot, per year. Last year's assessment was 
$77.00 per lot. 

Streetlighting: The streetlighting inventory will consist of 240 - 100 watt decorative 
sebring (salem) fixtures with 240 - 16 foot single standard decorative 
colonial concrete poles. The estimated assessment for the amending 
MSBU for streetlighting is $92.00 per lot, per year. Last year's 
assessment was $102.00 per lot. 

Effective Date: The amending MSBU's would be effective November 1, 2016. 

Action Requested: Approval of attached resolution for maintenance of retention pond(s) and 
approval of attached resolution for streetlighting. 
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RESOLUTION 
OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR MAINTENANCE OF 

RETENTION PONDS 
IN 

Windermere Trails Area 
11/2016 

with County Dedicated Easements 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (01) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County; and 
WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem special assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter 
known as the "Board") is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the 

"County") pursuant to its charter; and 

WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated March 24,2015, the Board established the Windermere 
Trails Area 11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for 

maintenance of retention ponds (hereinafter known as the "Resolution)", said Resolution being 
recorded in Official Record Book 1 0898, Pages 2507 through 2511, Public Records of Orange 

County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has received a request, in writing, from Jeremy Camp, Director, Land 

Development with Beazer Homes Corporation, and Clint Szubinski, Division President (hereinafter 
known as the "Developers") of Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc.for the amendment of such Resolution 
to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described as shown in "Exhibit "A" of 

this resolution and in that portion of the unincorporated area of Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the amendment of the MSBU, the purpose of 
which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described as shown in Exhibit 
"A" of this resolution and to provide for minimum maintenance of Tracts C, J, and ZZ and as noted in 
Plat Book 76, Page 76 Windermere Trails Phase 1 in the dedication "drainage easements ... to the 

perpetual use of the public. " and as shown on Plat Book 76, Page 77 in the Surveyor's Notes "3. 
Tracts C, J, and ZZ, (Stormwater Tract) shall be owned and maintained by the WINDERMERE 
TRAILS Homeowners Association (the Association) pursuant to the Declaration. Drainage 

easements over said Tract are hereby reserved to Orange County, Florida". Per Plat Book 83, 

Page 1 Windermere Trails Phase 3A in the dedication "drainage easements ... to the perpetual use 

of the public." and as shown on Plat Book 83, Page 1 Windermere Trails Phase 3 in the Surveyor's 

Notes "5. Tract SH-7 (Stormwater Tract) shall be owned and maintained by the Association 

pursuant to the Declaration. A drainage easement over said Tract is hereby dedicated to 
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Orange County, Florida,", - Tract SH-7 (Windermere Trails Phase 3A Plat Book 83 Page 1) formerly 

known as Tract C (Windermere Trails Phase 1 Plat Book 76 Page 76), Public Records of Orange 

County, Florida, together with the other information pertaining to the operation of the amended MSBU 

submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the services desired, and in the public 

interest, and that the properties within Windermere Trails subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this 

resolution will be benefited, now and in the future, and that the MSBU should be amended; and 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF ORANGE 

COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Windermere Trails Area 11/2015 Resolution for maintenance of retention ponds, which 
is recorded in Official Records Book 10898, Pages 2507 through 2511, Public Records of Orange 
County, Florida, is hereby amended as the Windermere Trails Area 11/2016 MSBU, subject to final 
adjustment and approval as provided for in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. This MSBU is to 
combine and include said subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on the recorded plats of 
Windermere Trails Area subdivisions, Plat Books, Pages, Sections, Townships, Ranges, and Lots as 
shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. The purpose of 
such MSBU is to provide for collection and disbursal by the County of such funds to be used by the 
County as may be necessary for the payment of administrative costs and appropriate reserves for 
cash balance and the minimum maintenance services to be performed on the retention ponds located 
on Tract "J" and Tract "zz" of Windermere Trails Phase 1 and Tract "SH-7" of Windermere Trails 
Phase 3A (previously known as Tract "C") for the Windermere Trails subdivisions as shown in 
Exhibit "A" of this resolution, which ponds are owned by the Association and have easements 
dedicated to Orange County on the plats thereof and constructed in accordance with standards 
approved by the Orange County Public Works Division. The Developers and the Association 
understands that this MSBU is created solely for the purpose of maintaining the retention ponds 
located on Tract "J" and Tract "ZZ" of Windermere Trails Phase 1 and Tract "SH-7" (previously known 
as Tract "C") of Windermere Trails Phase 3A of the Windermere Trails subdivisions as shown in 
Exhibit "A" of this resolution, and that no other ponds or infrastructure improvements located within the 
Windermere Trails subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution may be maintained, 
constructed, reconstructed, improved, or repaired with the non-ad valorem special assessments 
collected from this MSBU and used by the County. 

3. The County shall perform or cause to be performed minimum maintenance services in the 
retention pond areas, which maintenance may include but not limited to mowing, weed control, 
mosquito control, maintenance and repair of the structural integrity of control devices, and periodic 
major repairs and improvements to the retention area, and/or equipment/tools and their maintenance 
and replacement needed for services described herein. Such maintenance shall not include curb and 
paved roadway maintenance and repair, signage maintenance and repair, or maintenance of or 
replacement of landscaping improvements. The County may subcontract with any party for the 
performance of the maintenance services described. 

4. Upon completion of construction of the retention ponds and the placement of those ponds into 
operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem special assessment amount 
required to pay the expense of maintaining and operating the retention ponds in the MSBU. This non
ad valorem special assessment is levied for the first time as of November 1, 2016, and will be levied 
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each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board may increase or decrease 
the amount of the non-ad valorem special assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every year 
thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has provided 
to the property with the revenues generated by the non-ad valorem special assessments. It is the 
intent of the County that the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad 
valorem special assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall be used for 
collecting the non-ad valorem special assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each lot or 
parcel of land shall be added by the Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and the total 
amount so determined shall be specially assessed against the real property of the freeholders in the 
MSBU as provided hereafter. Additional amounts will be added to provide for reimbursement of 
necessary administrative costs incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax Collector for the collection 
of non-ad valorem special assessments subject to the provision of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
and for the establishment and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance for the purpose of paying 
expenses from October 1 of the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the revenue for that year are 
expected to be available and a cash reserve for periodic major repairs and improvements to the 
retention ponds. Administrative costs shall include, but not be limited to, those costs associated with 
personnel, forms, supplies, data processing, computer equipment, postage, and programming. The 
County may spend from its general fund, such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain, and 
administer the MSBU hereby created and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time 
as such non-ad valorem special assessments have been collected. The estimated annual cost of 
operating, maintaining, and administering the MSBU, including the establishment and maintenance of 
an appropriate reserve for cash balance and periodic major repairs and improvements as needed on 
a rotation basis established by Public Works, is $55,132.00, and the estimated annual non-ad valorem 
special assessment to each freeholder is $77.00. Proceeds of collection of such non-ad valorem 
special assessments as provided hereinafter are to be put into a special revenue fund of the County 
to the credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by the district as provided herein. 

5. Upon completion of construction of the retention ponds and the placement of those ponds into 
operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special assessment roll setting 
forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem special assessments in 
the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the Property Appraiser and 
delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment upon such lots or 
parcels as may be necessary to pay the estimated expense of the maintenance of the retention ponds 
and the administration of the MSBU. Such sums shall be assessed against the real property of each 
individual freeholder on a pro rata basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each freeholder 
shall, at all times, pay an equal amount toward such maintenance. After the adoption of the non-ad 
valorem special assessment roll by the Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the non-ad 
valorem special assessments upon the non-ad valorem special assessment roll, which roll shall be 
fully completed prior to the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, during which time 
such non-ad valorem special assessment may be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to 
conform to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as 
the Board of Tax Adjustment, said Board shall certify said non-ad valorem special assessment roll in 
the same manner and at the same time as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax 
Collector, and the non-ad valorem special assessments shall be collected in the same manner and 
shall have the same priority rights, discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment method, 
deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax 
deeds for non-payment, and be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be treated 
in all respects the same as County ad valorem taxes. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem 
special assessments, the Board shall pay the costs of having a non-ad valorem special assessment 
roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided 
by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of 
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certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem special 
assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, shall be used. 

6. The Board intends that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll for all affected parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes 
and the tax notice for each affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be 
subject to all collection provisions applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early 
payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, 
issuance of and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the 
Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector, as provided by Florida Law. If a contract is signed between 
a subcontractor for maintenance service and Orange County, the effective date of enactment of the 
contract will coincide with the receipt of the collection of the MSBU non-ad valorem special 
assessments. 

7. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU non-ad valorem special assessments. 

8. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

9. It is understood and agreed between the County and the Developer that (if applicable) as the 
Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution expand, the additional 
Additions, Phases, Sections, Units, and/or etc., as the case may be, may be permitted to join into this 
Resolution under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an appropriate 
amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. 

10. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of this Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

11. This resolution which amends and restates the Resolution recorded in Official Records Book 
10898, Pages 2507 through 2511, is controlling and supersedes the Resolution recorded in Official 
Records Book 10898, Pages 2507 through 2511, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 
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ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF ________ , 2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
----O~R~A~N~G=E~C~O~U~N~T~Y~M~A~Y~O~R~-----------

DATE: ______________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
----~D=E~P~UT=Y~C~LE=R~K~---------------

Subdivisions 

Windermere Trails Phase 1 

Windermere Trails Phase 1A 
Windermere Trails Phase 1 B 
Windermere Trails Phase 1 C 
Windermere Trails Phase 5A 
Windermere Trails Phase 3A 
Windermere Trails Phase 5B 
Windermere Trails Parcel 3 

Windermere Trails Phase 38 
Windermere Trails Phase 4A 
Clubhouse at Windermere Trails 

Windermere Trails Area 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Plat Books Township 

/ Pages Range 
Subcode 

76/76-89 36-23-27-9156 

77/97-99 36-23-27-9157 
78/70-71 36-23-27 -9158 
80/15-19 36-23-27-9159 
80/99-101 36-23-27-9160 
83/1-5 36-23-27-9162 
81/32-35 36-23-27-9161 
83/125-128 36-23-27 -9164 

85/133-142 36-23-27-9170 
84/70-71 36-23-27 -9169 
84/38-39 36-23-27-1315 
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Lots / Blocks / 
Buildings / Tract / 

Units 
Lots 109 through 115 
Lots 136 through 146 
Lots 234 through 297 
Lots 378 through 525 
Lots 526 throuQh 534 
Lots 421 throuQh 453 
Lots 391 through 416 
Lots 1 through 154 
Lots 1 through 55 
Lots 309 through 377 
Lots 56 through 106 
Lots 1 through 120 

Total 
Lots 1 through 145 
Lots 107 through160 
Loti 

Lot 
Count 

0 
0 
0 
0 
9 

33 
26 

154 
55 
69 
51 

120 
517 
145 
54 

0 
716 
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RESOLUTION 
OFTHE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
AMENDING AND RESTATING A 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE BENEFIT UNIT 
FOR STREETLIGHTING 

FOR 

Windermere Trails Area 
11/2016 

WHEREAS, Section 125.01 (1) (q), Florida Statutes, grants Orange County the power to 

establish Municipal Service Benefit Units (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for any part of the 

unincorporated areas of Orange County, and 

WHEREAS, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, authorizes the levy, collection, and 

enforcement of non-ad valorem assessments in the same manner as ad valorem taxes; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Orange County, Florida, (hereinafter 

known as the "Board"), is the governing board of Orange County, Florida (hereinafter known as the 

"County") pursuant to its charter; and 

WHEREAS, by the Resolution dated March 24, 2015, the Board established the Windermere 

Trails Area 11/2015 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (hereinafter known as the "MSBU") for 

streetlighting (hereinafter known as the "Resolution"), said Resolution being recorded in Official 

Records Book 10898, Pages 2502 through 2506, Public Records of Orange County, Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the County has now received a request, in writing, from Jeremy Camp, Director, 

Land Development with Beazer Homes Corporation and Clint Szubinski, Division President 

(hereinafter known as the "Developers") of Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc.for the amendment of such 

Resolution to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully described as shown below in 

Exhibit "A" of this resolution and in that portion of the unincorporated area of Or~nge County and to 

increase the existing streetlighting inventory from 180 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium 

decorative sebring (salem) fixtures and 180 -16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete 

poles to 240 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative sebring (salem) fixtures with 240 

- 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles; and 

WHEREAS, this Board has determined that the amendment and restatement of the existing 

MSBU, the purpose of which is to combine and include the subdivisions which are more fully 

described as shown below in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and to increase the existing streetlighting 

inventory as requested by the Developers, together with the other information pertaining to the 

operation of the proposed MSBU submitted therewith, to be feasible, necessary to facilitate the 

services desired and in the public interest, and that the properties will be benefited, now and in the 
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§ 
future, and that the existing MSBU should be amended and restated to combine said subdivisions and .... 

to increase the existing streetlighting inventory; and 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
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1. The foregoing "WHEREAS" clauses are presumed to be true and correct and are hereby 
incorporated into the text of the resolution. 

2. The Windermere Trails Area 11/2015 Resolution for streetlighting which is recorded in Official 
Records Book 10898, Pages 2502 through 2506, Public Records of Orange County, Florida, is 
hereby amended as the Windermere Trails Area 11/2016 MSBU, subject to final adjustment and 
approval as provided for in Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes. This MSBU is to combine and include 
said subdivisions, the boundaries of which appear on the recorded plats of Windermere Trails Area 
subdivisions, Plat Books, Pages, Sections, Townships, Ranges and Lots as shown in Exhibit "A" of 
this resolution, Public Records of Orange County, Florida and to increase the streetlighting inventory 
which is more fully described below. The purpose of such MSBU is to provide for collection and 
disbursal by the County of such funds as may be necessary to pay the annual expense of standard 
operation and maintenance of streetlighting equipment within the MSBU, including energy charges, 
streetlighting fixtures, poles, wires, conduits, and all appurtenances necessary for such streetlighting, 
electrical services and current used in their operation, and for payment of administrative costs and 
appropriate reserves for cash balance. It is the understanding of the County that Duke Energy 
Florida, Inc. is to construct, or has constructed in accordance with standards approved by the Orange 
County Public Works Division, all necessary streetlighting equipment at no expense to the County, 
prior to or during construction of those portions of Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as shown in 
Exhibit "A" of this resolution and that Duke Energy Florida, Inc. will assume standard maintenance 
and operation of such equipment, subsequent to such construction, including computation of the 
annual and monthly charges for such standard maintenance and operation. Such equipment is to 
include 240 -100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative sebring (salem) fixtures at 
$11.82 per fixture, per month and 240 - 16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
at $8.99 per pole, per month for a yearly rate of $61,445.76, which includes energy costs and 
excludes the cost of administering the district as set out below, or at a rate or rates as may be set by 
the properly constituted legal authorities who control, govern and set the rates for Duke Energy 
Florida, Inc. for the services described herein. It is further understood by the County that Duke 
Energy Florida, Inc. may construct such streetlighting equipment only in those portions of the MSBU 
as may be necessary concurrent with the development of the Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as 
shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution and that the streetlighting district created herein will be operated 
only in such portions of the MSBU until such construction is completed in other portions of the MSBU; 
provided that if such construction is only to be in portions of such MSBU, a complete legal description 
of the portion or portions developed be filed with the Clerk of the Board. After presentation and 
approval by the Board, it is understood and agreed between the County and the Developers that (if 
applicable) as Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution expand 
the additional Additions, Phases, Sections, Units and/or etc., as the case may be permitted to join into 
this Resolution under the same terms and conditions as represented herein, by presenting an 
appropriate amendatory resolution to the Board for consideration. It is further understood that the 
revised contract between the County and Duke Energy Florida, Inc. for Windermere Trails Area 
subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" ofthis resolution will not be effective until November 1, 
2016. Streetlights installed prior to this date are the responsibility of the developers and not the 
County. It is further understood that only 240 - 100 watt 9500 lumen high pressure sodium decorative 
sebring (salem) fixtures at $11.82 per fixture, per month and 240 - 16 foot single standard decorative 
colonial concrete poles at $8.99 per pole, per month are approved for this MSBU. Any additional 
streetlighting will be the responsibility of the developers. 

3. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, the Board shall determine the estimated non-ad valorem assessment 
amount required to pay the standard expense of maintaining and operating the streetlighting 
equipment in the MSBU. This non-ad valorem assessment is levied for the first time as of November 
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1, 2016 and will be levied each and every year thereafter until discontinued by the Board. The Board 
may increase or decrease the amount of the assessment by twenty percent (20%) each and every 
year thereafter to any affected property based on the benefit, which the Board will provide or has 
provided to the property with the revenue generated by the assessment. The property owners within 
Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution shall pay any cost 
exceeding standard operating and maintenance expense as determined by the Board. It is the intent 
of the County that the Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem 
assessments, as Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, grants, shall be used for collecting the non-ad 
valorem assessments. One and one half dollars ($1.50) for each lot or parcel of land shall be added 
by the Board to cover the costs of administering the MSBU and the total amount so determined shall 
be specially assessed against the real property of the freeholders in the MSBU as provided hereafter. 
Additional amounts will be added to provide for reimbursement of necessary administrative costs 
incurred by the Property Appraiser and Tax Collector for the collection of non-ad valorem 
assessments subject to the provision of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and for the establishment 
and maintenance of a reserve for cash balance for the purpose of paying expenses from October 1 of 
the ensuing fiscal year until the time when the revenue for that year are expected to be available. 
Administrative costs shall include, but not be limited to, those costs associated with personnel, forms, 
supplies, data processing, computer equipment, postage, and programming. The County may spend 
from its general fund, such sums as may be necessary to operate, maintain, and administer the 
MSBU hereby created and the County will be reimbursed to such extent at such time as such 
assessments have been collected. The estimated annual cost of operating, maintaining, and 
administering such streetlighting equipment, including the establishment and maintenance of an 
appropriate reserve for cash balance, is $65,872.00 and the estimated annual charge to each 
individual freeholder is $92.00. Proceeds of collection of such assessments as provided hereinafter 
put into a special revenue fund of the County to the credit of the MSBU, and are to be used only by 
the district as provided herein. 

4. Upon completion of construction of such streetlighting equipment and the placement of such 
equipment into operation, and for each and every year thereafter, a non-ad valorem special 
assessment roll setting forth a description of each lot or parcel of land subject to the non-ad valorem 
special assessments in the MSBU as provided herein, including homesteads, shall be prepared by the 
Property Appraiser and delivered to the Board, which shall levy a non-ad valorem special assessment 
upon such lots or parcels as may be owned by individual freeholders, according to the recorded plats 
of Windermere Trails Area subdivisions as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, Plat Books and 
Pages as shown in Exhibit "A" of this resolution, such sums as shall be necessary to pay the 
estimated expense of the annual operation and maintenance of such streetlighting equipment and 
administration of the district and appropriate reserves for cash balance for paying expenses, provided 
that such sums shall be assessed against the real property of each individual freeholder on a pro rata 
basis, and not on an ad valorem basis, so that each freeholder shall, at all times, pay an equal 
amount towards such cost. After the adoption of the non-ad valorem special assessment by the 
Board, the Property Appraiser shall extend the assessment upon the non-ad valorem assessment roll, 
which roll shall be fully completed prior to the time said Board sits as the Board of Tax Adjustment, 
during which time such assessments may be protested, reviewed, equalized, and adjusted to conform 
to the provisions of Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, Florida Statutes. After adjournment as the 
Board of Tax Adjustment, said Board shall certify the non-ad valorem special assessment roll in the 
same manner and at the same time as the County Tax Roll is certified and delivered to the Tax 
Collector, and the said non-ad valorem special assessments shall be collected in the same manner 
and shall have the same priority rights, discounts for early payment, prepayment by installment 
method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates 
and tax deeds for non-payment, and be subject to the same delinquent interest and penalties, and be 
treated in all respects the same as County ad valorem taxes. Said non-ad valorem special 
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assessments, when collected by the Tax Collector shall be remitted to the Board, who shall deposit 
the same in such depository as shall be designated by the Board who shall apply the same to monthly 
bills rendered by Duke Energy Florida, Inc., related administrative costs, and to the establishment and 
maintenance of an appropriate reserve for cash balance. From the proceeds of said non-ad valorem 
special assessments, the Board shall pay the costs for having a non-ad valorem special assessment 
roll made and extended. The Tax Collector's office shall receive all fees and costs of sale as provided 
by law for the collection of ad valorem taxes, advertising, sale of lands, and issuance and sale of 
certificates. The Uniform Method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem 
assessments, Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, will be used. 

5. The Board intends that non-ad valorem special assessments authorized by this resolution be 
collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 
Florida Statutes. The Board authorizes utilization of this Uniform Method of collection for all affected 
parcels. The non-ad valorem special assessment will be listed on the assessment roll for all affected 
parcels and will be included in the notice of proposed property taxes and the tax notice for each 
affected parcel. These non-ad valorem special assessments will be subject to all collection provisions 
applicable to ad valorem taxes, including discount for early payment, prepayment by installment 
method, deferred payment, penalty for delinquent payment, issuance of and sale of tax certificates 
and tax deeds for non-payment, and commissions of the Property Appraiser and the Tax Collector as 
provided by Florida Law. 

6. In the event of division or splitting of any of the tax parcels or lots assessed herein, any such 
newly subdivided or split parcels shall be included in the MSBU assessments. 

7. Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the 
potential for loss of his or her title when the Uniform Method of collection is used and that all affected 
property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the Board. 
Each property owner affected by this resolution has been provided first class mail notice of the time 
and place of the public hearing at which this resolution was adopted. However, under Section 119.07, 
Florida Statutes, certain records may be noted as exempt and confidential. This public record 
exemption may cause certain property owners not to receive the above first class mail notice, 
however, a public hearing notice conforming to the provisions of Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, 
has been published in a newspaper of general circulation within Orange County. 

8. The Board of County Commissioners shall be the governing board of said Municipal Service 
Benefit Unit. 

9. This resolution which amends and restates the Resolutions recorded in Official Records Book 
10898, Pages 2502 through 2506, is controlling and supersedes the Resolutions recorded in Official 
Records Book 10898, Pages 2502 through 2506, Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 
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ADOPTED THIS ______ DAY OF ________ ,2016 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BY: 
---~O~R~A~N~G~E-C~O~U~N~T~Y~M~A~Y~O~R------------

DATE: _____________________ _ 

ATTEST: Martha O. Haynie, County Comptroller 
as Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

BY: 
---~D~E~P~U=T~Y~C~L~E~R~K---------------

Subdivisions 

Windermere Trails Phase 1 

Windermere Trails Phase 1A 
Windermere Trails Phase 1 B 
Windermere Trails Phase 1 C 
Windermere Trails Phase 5A 
Windermere Trails Phase 5B 
Windermere Trails Phase 3A 
Windermere Trails Parcel 3 

Windermere Trails Phase 3B 
Windermere Trails Phase 4A 
Clubhouse at Windermere Trails 

Windermere Trails Area 
Subdivisions 
Exhibit "A" 

Section 
Plat Books Township 

/ Pages Range 
Subcode 

76/76-89 36-23-27-9156 

77/97-99 36-23-27-9157 
78/70-71 36-23-27 -9158 
80/15-19 36-23-27-9159 --------, ~ , ... ~ .. -, .. ,'-
80/99-101 36-23-27-9160 
81/32-35 36-23-27-9161 
83/1-5 36-23-27-9162 
83/125-128 36-23-27-9164 

85/133-142 36-23-27 -9170 
84/70-71 36-23-27 -9169 
84/38-39 36-23-27 -1315 
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Lots / Blocks / Buildings / 
Tracts / Units 

Lots 109 through 115 
Lots 136 through 149 
Lots 177 through 202 
Lots 234 through 297 
Lots 378 through 525 
Lots 526 through 534 
Lots 421 through 453 
Lots 391 through 416 
Lots 1 through 154 
Lots 1 through 55 
Lots 56 through 106 
Lots 309 through 377 
Lots 1 through 120 

Total 
Lots 1 through 145 
Lots 107 through 160 
Lot 1 

Total 

Lot 
Count 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
9 

33 
26 

154 
55 
51 
69 

120 
517 
145 

54 
0 

716 
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Windermere Trails Phase 1 

Windermere Trails Phase 1A 
Windermere Trails Phase 18 
Windermere Trails Phase 1 C 
Windermere Trails Phase 5A 

Windermere Trails Phase 58 

Windermere Trails Parcel 3 

Windermere Trails Phase 3A 

2015 Totals 

Windermere Trails Phase 38 

Windermere Trails Phase 4A 

Clubhouse at Windermere Trails 

2016 Totals 

hps* - high pressure sodium 

Windermere Trails Area 
Streetlighting Inventory 

Exhibit "8" 
83-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
83-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
0 

0 
28-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
28-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
8-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
8-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
33-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
33-16 foot sinale standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
28-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
28-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
180-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
180-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
45-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
45-16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
15-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
15-16 foot single standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
0 
0 
240-100 watt 9500 lumen hps* decorative sebring (salem) fixtures 
240-16 foot sinqle standard decorative colonial concrete poles 
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FLO n r 

April 27, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

FROM: ~::~. :~i:~~~.~~::~:~;JY 
Community, Environmentai&nd Development 
Services Department 

CONTACT PERSON: Lori Cunniff, CEP, CHMM, Deputy Director 
Community, Environmental and Development 
Services Department 
(407) 836-1405 

SUBJECT: May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust After-the-Fact 
Conservation Area Impact Permit Application No. CAI-15-11-
039 

The applicant, Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust, is requesting after-the-fact approval 
for impacts to 0.33 acre of Class I wetlands as well as 0.08 acre of secondary wetland 
impacts in order to construct portions of the Moss Park Road and Innovation Way 
Intersection. 

The project site is located at 11001 Moss Park Road, The site is generally located at 
the northeast intersection of the Central Florida Greenway and Moss Park Road. The 
project site is within a small pOliion of Parcel ID No. 09-24-31-0000-00-003. The 
subject property is located in Ol'ange County Commission District 4. 

Notification of the public hearing was sent to the applicant's agent. Notification of the 
adjacent property owners is not required. 

Pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 15, Article X, the Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD) staff has evaluated the proposed CAl request and required documents. 

Within the limits of the project site, 0.33 acre of forested Class I wetlands were 
inadvertently cleared during road construction of portions of Innovation Way. The 
Class I wetland was associated with a large forested system that extends off-site. 
There is a stormwater pond that will also be impacted; however, the impacts to the 
stormwater pond are not subject to Chapter 15, Article X. 

• 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit 
Application No. CAI-15-11-039 

The removal, alteration or encroachment within a Class I conservation area shall only 
be allowed in cases where no other feasible or practical alternatives exist that will 
permit a reasonable use of the land or where there is an overriding public benefit. The 
applicant has demonstrated that the proposed site plan allows for reasonable use of 
the land and that there are no other feasible or practical alternatives available to 
further minimize the impacts to Class I wetlands. 

As mitigation for the impacts, the applicant has proposed to purchase 0.23 Uniform 
Mitigation Assessment Method (UMAM) mitigation credits from the Hatchineha Ranch 
Mitigation Bank. The mitigation, as proposed, offsets the impacts. 

There has been no enforcement action taken by EPD on the subject property. 

Staff Recommendation 

Approval of the After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit, subject to the 
following conditions: 

Specific Conditions: 

1. This permit shall become final and effective upon expiration of the thirty (30) 
calendar day period following the date of rendition of the BCC decision 
approving the permit, unless a petition for writ of certiorari or other legal 
challenge has been filed within this timeframe. Any timely filed petition or other 
challenge shall stay the effective date of this permit until the petition or other 
challenge is resolved in favor of the Board's decision. 

2. The operational phase of this permit is effective upon the completion of the 
construction phase and continues in perpetuity. 

3. The wetland impacts were completed in accordance with "Figure 5 - Wetland 
Impact Maps", prepared by Modica & Associates, Inc., as dated as received by 
EPD on April 7,2016. 

4. This permit will be valid for a period of one year from permit issuance. Requests 
for permit extension must be submitted to EPD prior to the expiration date. 

5. Within 6 months of the BCC Decision date, EPD shall receive a Certificate of 
Credit purchase from the Hatchineha Ranch Mitigation Bank stating that the 
transaction regarding the transfer of 0.23 mitigation credits has been completed. 

6. In the event that the permittee does not successfully obtain 0.23 credits from the 
Hatchineha Ranch Mitigation Bank, the permittee shall obtain a permit 
modification from the Environmental Protection Officer (EPO) to provide 
alternative mitigation for the wetland impacts prior to the commencement of any 
construction activities. 
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Page Three 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit 
Application No. CAI-15-11-039 

7. The Moss Park Road right-of-way, and adjacent parcels owned by the Orange 
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC), OUC, or any other third party, 
are not subject to this application. 

General Conditions: 

8. For one (1) acre or more of disturbed land, a National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Notice of Intent to use a Construction General Permit for 
stormwater discharges shall be completed and sent to EPD and copied to the 
EPD National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Administrator prior to start 
of construction. 

9. All excess lumber, scrap wood, trash, garbage and similar materials shall be 
removed from the adjacent conservation area/s immediately. 

10. Filling within the 1 OO-year flood zone may require a Flood Plain Permit from the 
Orange County Stormwater Management Division authorizing the fill. 

11. The permittee shall notify EPD, in writing, within thirty (30) days of any sale, 
conveyance, or other transfer of ownership or control of the real property subject 
to this permit. The permittee shall remain liable for all permit conditions and 
corrective actions that may be required as a result of any permit violations which 
occur prior to the transfer of the permit by Orange County to a subsequent 
owner. If applicable, no permit shall be transferred unless and until adequate 
financial assurance has been provided and approved by Orange County. 

12. Subject to the terms and conditions herein, the permittee is hereby authorized to 
perform or cause to be performed, the impacts shown on the application and 
approved drawings, plans, and other documents attached hereto or on file with 
EPD. The permittee binds itself and its successors to comply witl, the 
provisions and conditions of this permit. If EPD determines at any time that 
activities, including without limitation the performance of the required mitigation, 
are not in accordance with the conditions of the permit, work shall cease and the 
permit may be revoked immediately by the EPO. Notice of the revocation shall 
be provided to the permit holder promptly thereafter. 

13. Prior to further construction, the permittee shall clearly designate the limits of 
construction on-site. The permittee shall advise the contractor tllat any work 
outside the limits of construction, including clearing, may be a violation of this 
permit. 

14. The permittee shall require the contractor to maintain a copy of this permit, 
complete with all approved drawings, plans, conditions, attachments, exhibits, 
and modifications in good condition at the construction site. The permittee shall 
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Page Four 
May 10,2016 - Public Hearing 
Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit 
Application No. CAI-15-11-039 

require the contractor to review the permit prior to further activity associated with 
the project. The complete permit shall be available upon request by Orange 
County staff. 

15. Issuance of this permit does not warrant in any way that the permittee has 
riparian or property rights to construct any structure permitted herein and any 
such construction is done at the sole risk of the permittee. In the event that any 
part of the structure(s) permitted herein is determined by a final adjudication 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction to encroach on or interfere with 
adjacent property owner's riparian or other property rights, the permittee agrees 
to either obtain written consent or to remove the offending structure or 
encroachment within sixty (60) days from the date of the adjudication. Failure to 
comply shall constitute a material breach of this permit and shall be grounds for 
its immediate revocation. 

16. This permit does not release the permittee from complying with all other federal, 
state, and local laws, ordinances, rules and regulations. Specifically, this permit 
does not eliminate the necessity to obtain any required federal, state, local and 
special district authorizations prior to the start of any activity approved by this 
permit. This permit does not convey to the permittee or create in the permittee 
any property right, or any interest in real property, nor does it authorize any 
entrance upon or activities upon property which is not owned or controlled by 
the permittee, or convey any rights or privileges other than those specified in the 
permit and Chapter 15, Article X of the Orange County Code. If these permit 
conditions conflict with those of any other regulatory agency the permittee shall 
comply with the most stringent conditions. The permittee shall immediately 
notify EPD of any conflict between the conditions of this permit and any other 
permit or approval. 

17.The permittee is hereby advised that Section 253.77, Florida Statutes, states 
that a person may not commence any excavation, construction, or other activity 
involving the use of sovereign or other lands of the state, the title to which is 
vested in the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund without 
obtaining the required lease, license, easement or other form of consent 
authorizing the proposed use. Therefore, the permittee is responsible for 
obtaining any necessary authorizations from the Board of Trustees prior to 
commencing activity on sovereignty lands or other state-owned lands. 

18. Should any other regulatolY agency require changes to the property, permitted 
activities, or approved mitigation, the permittee shall provide written notification 
to EPD of the change prior to implementation so that a determination can be 
made whether a permit modification is required. 
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Page Five 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit 
Application No. CAI-15-11-039 

19. EPD shall have final construction plan approval to ensure that no modification 
has been made during the construction plan process. 

20. The permittee shall immediately notify EPD in writing of any previously 
submitted information that is later discovered to be inaccurate. 

21. EPD staff, with proper identification, shall have permission to enter the site at 
any reasonable time to either, at a minimum: inspect, sample, or test to ensure 
conformity with the plans and specifications approved by the permit. 

22. The permittee shall hold and save the County harmless from any and all 
damages, claims or liabilities, which may arise by reason of the activities 
authorized by the permit. 

23. All costs, including attorney's fees, incurred by the County in enforcing the terms 
and conditions of this permit shall be required to be paid by the permittee. 

24. The permittee agrees that any dispute arising from matters relating to this permit 
shall be governed by the laws of Florida, and initiated only in Orange County. 

25. Turbidity and sediments shall be controlled to prevent violations of water quality 
pursuant to Rule 62-302.500, 62-302.530(70) and 62-4.242 Florida 
Administrative Code (FAC). Best Management Practices, as specified in the 
Florida Stormwater, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Inspector's Manual, 
shall be installed and maintained at all locations where the possibility of 
transferring suspended solids into wetlands and/or surface waters exists due to 
the permitted activity. If site-specific conditions require additional measures, 
then the permittee shall implement them as necessary to prevent adverse 
impacts to wetlands and/or surface waters. 

26. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this permit by the 
County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability 
on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
the requisite approval or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal 
agency or undertakes actions that result in violation of state or federal law. 

27. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state 
or federal permits prior to further construction. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

JVW/LC: mg 

Attachments 

Approval of After-the-Fact Conservation Area 
impact Permit No. CA!-15-11-039 for Gary T. 
Randall Revocab!e Tmst, subject to the 
conditions listed ill the staff report. District 4 
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After-the-Fact Conservation Area Impact Permit Request 

After-tile-Fact Conservation Area Impact 
Permit Request 

District No.4 

Applicant: Gary T. Randall Revocable Trust 

Parcel iD: A portion of 09-24-31-0000-00-003 

Project Site 

Property location 0 

..__-+--+----1-1 

Moss Park Ro 

LAI{E WHIPPOORWILL LAKE HART 
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°rJE C~tx1Y 
GO\"ERX~IEXT 
tlllHII),\ 

April 15, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

AGENDA ITEM 

Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Directo~'N- • 
Community, Environmental d Development 
Services Department 

Lori Cunniff, CEP, CHMM, Deputy Director . ,J,v 
Community, Environmental and DevelopmeJt (1,\VrI 
Services Department 7' \lv!!1 

(407) 836-1405 , \ 

May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill Permit Application for 
Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-000) 

The applicant, Robert Renard, is requesting a Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill 
Permit to excavate uplands in order to create a boat basin and construct a seawall on 
his property located at 10416 Pocket Lane on the Fish-Pocket Canal. The ParcellD for 
the site is 09-24-28-5844-00-582. The subject property is located in Orange County 
Commission District 1. 

Notification of the public hearing was sent on April 18, 2016, to the property owners 
within 500 feet of the project site. 

The applicant is proposing to construct a boat basin that will begin at the existing canal 
bank and extend twenty-four (24) feet landward into the upland. The boat basin walls 
will be constructed out of vinyl sheet pile and will be anchored into the adjacent uplands. 
The basin will also be covered with a wooden roof structure and includes a wooden 
walkway, being permitted as a dock, under a separate permit (BD-16-01-003). Rip-rap 
or plantings are not being requested for this project due to navigational concerns. 

Pursuant to Orange County Code, Chapter 33, Article IV, Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD) staff has evaluated the proposed Shoreline Alteration application and 
required documents. 

There has not been enforcement action taken by EPD on the subject property. 

• 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Shoreline AlterationlDredge and Fill Permit Application for Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-
000) 

Staff Recommendation 

Approval of the Shoreline AlterationlDredge and Fill Permit, subject to the following 
conditions: 

Specific Conditions: 

1. This permit shall become final and effective upon expiration of the thirty (30) 
calendar day appeal period following the date of issuance, unless an appeal has 
been filed within this timeframe. Any appeal shall stay the effective date of this 
permit until any and all appeals are resolved. 

2. Construction activities shall be completed in accordance with the 'Construction 
Plan' submitted by Streamline Permitting, Inc., dated as received on March 21, 
2016, by the Environmental Protection Division (EPD). The permitted work must 
be commenced within six (6) months and completed within one year from the 
date of issuance of the permit. In the event that project has not commenced 
within six (6) months or completed within a year this permit is void. The 
operational phase of this permit is effective upon the completion of the 
construction and continues in perpetuity. 

3. Any permit extensions for the approved construction may be approved by way of 
Consent Agenda if there are no changes. 

4. All dredged debris material shall be removed to an approved upland location. 

5. A copy of this permit, along with EPD stamped and approved drawings should be 
taken to the Orange County (OC) Zoning Division at 201 South Rosalind Avenue 
for approval in order to obtain a building permit. For further information, please 
contact the OC Zoning Division at (407) 836-5525. 

6. After approved by OC Zoning, the certified site plans will need to be reviewed by 
the OC Building Division in order to obtain a building permit. For further 
information, please contact the OC Division of Building Safety at (407) 836-5550. 

7. No filling is approved with this permit. 

General Conditions: 

8. Subject to the terms and conditions herein, the permittee is hereby authorized to 
perform or cause to be performed, the impacts shown on the application and 
approved drawings, plans, and other documents attached hereto or on file with 
EPD. The permittee binds itself and its successors to comply with the provisions 
and conditions of this permit. If EPD determines at any time that activities, 
including without limitation the performance of the required mitigation, are not in 
accordance with the conditions of the permit, work shall cease and the permit 
may be revoked immediately by the Environmental Protection Officer. Notice of 
the revocation shall be provided to the permit holder promptly thereafter. 
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Page Three 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Shoreline AlterationlDredge and Fill Permit Application for Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-
000) 

9. Prior to construction, the permittee shall clearly designate the limits of 
construction on-site. The permittee shall advise the contractor that any work 
outside the limits of construction, including clearing, may be a violation of this 
permit. 

10. The permittee shall require the contractor to maintain a copy of this permit, 
complete with all approved drawings, plans, conditions, attachments, exhibits, 
and modifications in good condition at the construction site. The permittee shall 
require the contractor to review the permit prior to commencement of the activity 
authorized by this permit. The complete permit shall be available upon request by 
Orange County staff. 

11.lssuance of this permit does not warrant in any way that the permittee has 
riparian or property rights to construct any structure permitted herein and any 
such construction is done at the sole risk of the permittee. In the event that any 
part of the structure(s) permitted herein is determined by a final adjudication 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction to encroach on or interfere with 
adjacent property owner's riparian or other property rights, permittee agrees to 
either obtain written consent or to remove the offending structure or 
encroachment within sixty days from the date of the adjudication. Failure to 
comply shall constitute a material breach of this permit and shall be grounds for 
its immediate revocation. 

12. This permit does not release the permittee from complying with all other federal, 
state, and local laws, ordinances, rules and regulations. Specifically, this permit 
does not eliminate the necessity to obtain any required federal, state, local and 
special district authorizations prior to the start of any activity approved by this 
permit. This permit does not convey to the permittee or create in the permittee 
any property right, or any interest in real property, nor does it authorize any 
entrance upon or activities upon property which is not owned or controlled by the 
permittee, or convey any rights or privileges other than those specified in the 
permit and Chapter 15, Article VI of the Orange County Code. If these permit 
conditions conflict with those of any other regulatory agency the permittee shall 
comply with the most stringent conditions. Permittee shall immediately notify 
EPD of any conflict between the conditions of this Permit and any other permit or 
approval. 

13. The permittee is hereby advised that Section 253.77, Florida Statutes, states that 
a person may not commence any excavation, construction, or other activity 
involving the use of sovereign or other lands of the state, the title to which is 
vested in the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund without 
obtaining the required lease, license, easement or other form of consent 
authorizing the proposed use. Therefore, the permittee is responsible for 
obtaining any necessary authorizations from the Board of Trustees prior to 
commencing activity on sovereignty lands or other state-owned lands. 
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Page Four 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill Permit Application for Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-
000) 

14. Should any other regulatory agency require changes to the property, permitted 
activities, or approved mitigation, the permittee shall provide written notification to 
EPD of the change prior to implementation so that a determination can be made 
whether a permit modification is required. 

15. EPD shall have final construction plan approval to ensure that no modification 
has been made during the construction plan process. 

16. The permittee shall immediately notify EPD in writing of any previously submitted 
information that is later discovered to be inaccurate. EPD may revoke the permit 
upon discovery of information that was provided in the permit application that is 
later discovered to be inaccurate, or if the project may cause pollution to water 
bodies, cause an adverse impact to navigation, cause an adverse impact on the 
riparian rights of other waterfront property owners, or impede the use and 
enjoyment of the waterbody by the public. 

17. EPD staff, with proper identification, shall have permission to enter the site at any 
reasonable time to either, at a minimum: inspect, sample, or test to ensure 
conformity with the plans and specifications approved by the permit. 

18. The permittee shall hold and save the County harmless from any and all 
damages, claims or liabilities, which may arise by reason of the activities 
authorized by the permit. 

19.AII costs, including attorney's fees, incurred by the County in enforcing the terms 
and conditions of this permit shall be required to be paid by the permittee. 

20. Permittee agrees that any dispute arising from matters relating to this permit shall 
be governed by the laws of Florida, and initiated only in Orange County. 

21. Turbidity and sediments shall be controlled to prevent violations of water quality 
pursuant to Rule 62-302.500, 62-302.530(70) and 62-4.242 Florida 
Administrative Code (FAC). Best Management Practices, as specified in the 
Florida Stormwater, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Inspector's Manual, 
shall be installed and maintained at all locations where the possibility of 
transferring suspended solids into wetlands and/or surface waters due to the 
permitted activity. If site-specific conditions require additional measures, then the 
permittee shall implement them as necessary to prevent adverse impacts to 
wetlands and/or surface waters. 

22. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development 
permit by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the 
applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create 
any liability on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant 
fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or 
federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal 
law. 
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Page Five 
May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Shoreline AlterationlDredge and Fill Permit Application for Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-
000) 

23. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state 
or federal permits before commencement of development. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill Permit 
for Robert Renard (SADF-16-01-000) subject to the 
conditions listed in the staff report. District 1 

JWJ/LC: mg 

Attachments 
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Shoreline Alteration/Dredge and Fill Permit Request 

Shoreline Alteration/Dredge 
and Fill Permit Request 
District #1 

Applicant: Robert Renard 

Parcel IDs: 09-24-28-5844-00-582 

Project Site 

Property Location • 
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Z Inlerofflce Memomndum 

GOVERNMENT 
FLORIDA 

April 28, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Directo~~. 
Community, En mental Development 
Services Dep ent 

John Smo r, airman 
Develop nt Review Committee 
Plannin IVlslon 
(407) 836-5616 

May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Daryl M. Carter 
New Independence Planned Development (PD) 
Case # LUPA-16-01-005 I District 1 

The New Independence PD was originally approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners (BCC) on October 6, 2015, consists of 61.08 acres, and is generally 
located on the west side of SR 429, north of New Independence Parkway, and west of CR 
545 I Avalon Road. The existing PD development program allows for 285 single family 
residential dwelling units. 

Through this Land Use Plan Amendment (LUPA), the applicant is requesting to aggregate 
a 0.37-acre tract of an adjacent parcel into the New Independence PD, while rezoning the 
tract from A-1 (Citrus Rural District) to PD (Planned Development). As a result of the 
proposed aggregation I rezoning, the size of the existing PO would be increased to 61.45 
acres. No waivers from Orange County Code, or changes to the existing PD development 
program have been requested. 

The required Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Forms 
have also been completed in accordance with the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
and copies of these and the PD/LUP may be found in the Planning Division for further 
reference. A community meeting was not required for this request. 

Finally, the amended PD received a recommendation of approval by the Development 
Review Committee (DRC) on March 9, 2016. 

• 
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May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
New Independence PD - Case # LUPA-16-01-005/ District 1 
Page 2 of2 

ACTION REQUESTED: Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan (CP) and approve the New Independence Planned 
Development I Unified Neighborhood Plan (PD/UNP) dated 
"Received February 15, 2016", subject to the conditions 
listed under the DRC Recommendation in the Staff 
Report. District 1 

Attachments 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 

APPLICANT 

OWNERS 

PROJECT NAME 

HEARING TYPE 

REQUEST 

LOCATION 

PARCEL 10 NUMBERS 

TRACT SIZE 

PROPOSED USE 

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Land Use Compatibility 

Daryl M. Carter 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Case # LUPA-16-01-005 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10,2016 

DRC Recommendation Staff Report 
Commission District: # 1 

Carter-Orange 45 SR 429 Land Trust; Daryl M. Carter Tr.; 
and Avalon Woods Corp 

New Independence Planned Development 1 Unified 
Neighborhood Plan (PD 1 UNP) 

Planned Development 1 Land Use Plan Amendment 
(PD 1 LUPA) 

A-1 (Citrus Rural District) and PO (Planned Development 
District) to PO (Planned Development District) 

A request to aggregate and rezone a portion of one (1) 
adjacent parcel comprising 0.37 acre into the existing New 
Independence PD. No waivers from Orange County Code 
or changes to existing PO development entitlements have 
been requested. 

Generally located on the west side of SR 429; north of New 
Independence Parkway; and west of CR 5451 Avalon Road 

17-23-27-0000-00-013; 20-23-27-0000-00-001 *; 
20-23-27-0000-00-009; 20-23-27-0000-00-017; and 
20-23-27-0000-00-018 (*affected parcel) 

61.08 gross acres (existing PO) 
0.37 gross acre (proposed for aggregation) 

61.45 gross acres (resulting acreage) 

Two hundred eighty-five (285) residential dwelling units 

For this case, a notification area extending beyond 1,500 
feet was established [Chapter 30-40(c)(3a) of the Orange 
County Code requires 300 feet]. Twenty-two (22) notices 
were mailed to those property owners in the mailing area. 
A community meeting was not required. 

The New Independence PD 1 UNP was originally approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners (BCC) on October 6, 2015, consists of 61.08 acres, and is generally 
located on the west side of SR 429, north of New Independence Parkway, and west of 
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CR 545 / Avalon Road. The existing PD development program allows for 285 
residential dwelling units. 

Through this Land Use Plan Amendment (LUPA), the applicant is requesting to 
aggregate a 0.37-acre tract of an adjacent parcel into the New Independence PD, while 
rezoning the tract from A-1 (Citrus Rural District) to PD (Planned Development). As a 
result of the proposed aggregation / rezoning, the size of the existing PD would be 
increased to 61.45 acres. No waivers from Orange County Code, or changes to the 
existing PD development program have been requested. 

The affected property (the "access strip") lies between two portions of the New 
Independence PD and provides access to the remainder of the affected parcel from 
McKinney Road. The owner of the access strip has agreed to convey the strip to the 
owners of the New Independence PD in exchange for an ingress/egress easement and 
installation of utilities to serve the remainder of the affected parcel. The remaining 
portion of the affected parcel not being aggregated into the New Independence PD will 
retain its A-1 zoning. 

Prior to its original approval, the PD included the subject 0.37-acre subject tract, and 
received a recommendation of approval by the Planning and Zoning Commission (PZC) 
on May 21, 2015. As a result, the County Attorney's Office has determined that further 
action by the PZC, to again reflect the aggreation and rezoning of the subject-tract, was 
not required. 

In conclusion, the requested PD/LUPA would not adversely impact any surrounding 
properties. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Consistency 
The subject property has an underlying Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of 
Village (V) with a Town Center SAP designation of Urban Residential District (UR-3). 
The request is consistent with the FLUM designation and with all applicable CP 
provisions; including, but not limited to, the following: 

GOAL FLU4 (Horizon West) states that it is Orange County's goal to ensure 
sustainable, quality development in Southwest Orange County to allow a transition from 
rural to urban uses while protecting environmental quality. 

OBJ FLU4.1 states that Orange County shall use a Village Land Use Classification to 
realize the long range planning vision for West Orange County created through the 
Horizon West planning process. The Village land use classification has been designed 
to address the need to overcome the problems associated with and provide a 
meaningful alternative to the leap-frog pattern of sprawl now occurring in western 
Orange and eastern Lake County; create a better jobs/housing balance between the 
large concentration of employment in the tourism industry and the surrounding land 
uses; create a land use pattern that will reduce reliance on the automobile by allowing a 
greater variety of land uses closer to work and home; and, replace piecemeal planning 
that reacts to development on a project by project basis with a long range vision that 
uses the Village as the building block to allow the transition of this portion of Orange 
County from rural to urban use through a specific planning process that uses a creative 
design approach to address regional, environmental, transportation, and housing 
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FLU4.1.1 outlines the following general village principles in Horizon West: 

A. Planning for the Village shall be in the form of complete and integrated 
neighborhoods containing housing, shops, workplaces, schools, parks and civic 
facilities essential to the daily life of the Village residents. 

B. Village size shall be designed so that housing is generally within a 1.2 mile radius 
of the Village Center (shops, services and other activities). This radius may be 
relaxed where natural or community facilities and services interrupt the design. 

C. A Village shall contain a diversity of housing types to enable citizens from a wide 
range of economic levels and age groups to live within its boundaries. 

D. Wherever possible, as many activities as possible shall be located within an easy 
walking distance of an existing or designated transit stop. 

E. The Village and each neighborhood shall have a center focus that combines 
commercial, civic, cultural and recreational uses. Higher density residential 
development should be encouraged in proximity to these centers, with the highest 
density/attached housing encouraged in proximity to the Village Center. 

F. The Village shall contain an ample supply of specialized open space in the form of 
squares, greens and parks whose frequent use is encouraged through placement 
and design. 

G. Each Village shall have a well-defined edge, such as greenbelts or wildlife 
corridors permanently protected from development. 

H. Local and collector streets, pedestrian paths and bike paths shall contribute to a 
system of fully connected and interesting routes from individual neighborhoods to 
the Village Center and to other villages. Their design should encourage 
pedestrian and bicycie use by being spatially defined by buildings, trees, and 
lighting; and by discouraging high speed traffic. 

I. Wherever possible, the natural terrain, drainage and vegetation of the area shall 
be preserved with superior examples contained within parks or greenbelts. 

J. The Village Center shall be designed to encourage and accommodate linkage 
with the regional transit system. 

FLU4.1.8 states that until and unless an SAP is approved by the Orange County Board 
of County Commissioners, the property in the Village Land Use Classification shall 
maintain the future land use designation existing prior to the Village Land Use 
Classification Amendment (e.g. Rural: 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres, Conservation, Rural 
Settlement), except for those projects that are vested. All applications for development 
approvals (i.e. lot splits, special exceptions, variances, etc.) on any property within the 
Village Land Use Classification shall be reviewed on a case-by-case basis for the 
effects of such development approval on adopted or future SAPs. 
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Once an SAP is adopted by the Board of County Commissioners, all applications for 
development approval (i.e. lot splits, special exceptions, variances) under the existing 
zoning shall be evaluated for compatibility with the adopted SAP. 

OBJ FLU4.S states that the Town Center Specific Area Plan (SAP) shall be designed 
based on an urban development pattern, which encourages a mix of compatible uses 
within the Town Center neighborhoods and a well-defined, mixed-use Traditional Town 
Center Core Area. 

FLU4.S.2(A) states that any development within the boundary of Town Center shall 
comply with the purpose and intent of each district. The Corporate Campus Mixed-Use 
districts should have a mix of attached and detached housing, office, hotel, limited 
warehouse and associated light industrial uses, and civic, open space, and recreation 
uses. Limited support retail uses may be allowed as: ancillary uses within buildings 
where the primary use is office or residential; or as freestanding uses on one or more 
sites specifically identified as appropriate for such uses as part of the applicable Unified 
Neighborhood Plan/Planned Development. The Town Center Development Code shall 
inciude prOVisions to address the following aspects of support retail uses permitted by 
location: compatibility with adjoining uses; location of sites relative to Framework or 
Urban Collector streets; scale and types of uses; and, standards that would control the 
number of freestanding support retail uses that may be permitted by location. Within 
Corporate Campus Mixed-Use districts, office uses will dominate, and the residential 
development will be of a higher density than Urban Residential districts. 

FLU4.S.4 states that all development within the boundary of the Town Center shall 
comply with the provisions of the Town Center Planned Development Code, including 
the provisions for submittal and approval of Unified Neighborhood Plans (UNP). 

FLU4.S.7 (Residential Development and DenSity) states that the average minimum 
average net denSity for the Town Center area shall be four (4) dwelling units per net 
acre. 

FLU4.9.6 requires that specific development financing mechanisms be used within 
Town Center to address the need for Adequate Public Facilities (APF). This policy 
requires each property owner to make provisions to set aside a portion of their land for 
public facility use in exchange for APF credits, based upon the total public land area 
needs of Town Center. For Town Center, the ratio is one (1) acre of public land for 
every 5.1 acres of developable land. 

For properties that do not inciude public facilities lands or for which public facilities 
lands have been provided, a fee in lieu of donation shall be required. Such APF 
revenues shall be allocated first to re-payment to properties with excess approved APF 
credits, then for public facilities land acquisition, support, and maintenance within Town 
Center 

OBJ FLUS.2 states that compatibility will continue to be the fundamental consideration 
in all land use and zoning decisions. 

FLUS.2.1 states that land use changes shall be required to be compatible with the 
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existing development and development trend in the area. Performance restrictions 
and/or conditions may be placed on property through the appropriate development 
order to ensure compatibility. No restrictions or conditions shall be placed on a Future 
Land Use Map change. 

SITE DATA 

Existing Use 

Adjacent Zoning 

Adjacent Land Uses 

Undeveloped Land and Citrus Groves 

N: A-1 (Citrus Rural District) (1957) 

E: A-1 (Citrus Rural District) (1957) 
PO (Planned Development District) (Hamlin PO - 2014) 

W: A-1 (Citrus Rural District) (1957) 

S: PO (Planned Development District) 
(Hamlin West PO - 2015) 

N: Undeveloped Land / Water Conserve II 

E: State Road 429 / Undeveloped Land 

W: Undeveloped Land / Single Family Residential 

S: McKinney Road / New Independence Parkway / 
Undeveloped Land 

APPLICABLE PO DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Development shall comply with the Town Center Code Chapter 38-1390.56(b) 

Maximum building height: 

Minimum Building Setbacks: 

Detached Sing/e-Familv 
Front: 10 feet 
Side: 5 feet 
Street side: 10 feet 
Rear: 20 feet 

SPECIAL INFORMATION 

Subject Property Analysis 

3 stories / 45 feet 

Tawnhames 
Front: 
Side: 
Street side: 
Rear: 

10 feet 
o feet (5 feet far end units) 

10 feet 
14 feet 

Through this PO / Land Use Plan Amendment (LUPA), the applicant is requesting to 
aggregate and rezone a 0.37-acre portion of an adjacent parcel; thereby, increasing 
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the size of the PD from 61.08 to 61.45 acres. However, no change to the eXisting PD 
development program that provides for 285 residential dwelling units (single family 
detached and attached) is proposed. 

Comprehensive Plan (CP) Amendment 
The subject property has an underlying Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of 
Village (V) with a Town Center SAP designation of Urban Residential District (UR-3). 
The existing project development program is consistent with the UR-3 District; 
therefore, a CP amendment is not required. 

Adequate Public Facilities (APF) 
In order to satisfy the requirements of Chapter 30, Article XIV of the Orange County 
Code ("APFITDR Ordinance"), the New Independence PD is subject to an existing 
APF Agreement. The agreement was originally approved on October 6, 2015, and 
recognized that the project's proportionate share of required APF lands within the 
Town Center SAP was 10.18 acres. With only 6.51 acres of internal APF lands, the 
project had a resulting APF deficit of 3.67 acres, which was satisfied according to the 
terms expressed in the Agreement. 

With the proposed 0.37-acre increase to the PD, the project's proportionate share of 
required APF lands has increased to 10.24 acres, while the amount of provided APF 
acreage remains at 6.51 acres. Because the proposed PD 1 LUPA slightly increases 
the project's APF deficit from 3.67 to 3.73 acres, an amended APF Agreement which 
reflects these changes has been placed on the May 24, 2016 BCC consent agenda. 
Upon approval by the BCC, the amended Agreement will also be recorded in the 
Public Records of Orange County, Florida. 

Rural Settlement 
The subject property is not located within a Rural Settlement. 

Joint Planning Area (JPA) 
The subject property is not located within a JPA. 

Overlay District Ordinance 
The subject property is not located within an Overlay District. 

Environmental 
Environmental Protection Division Staff reviewed the request and had no new 
comments since the review of the initial rezoning. EPD notes that all prior comments 
apply. 

Transportation 1 Concurrency 
Based on the development density for this property, up to 285 residential units can be 
developed. Per the Road Network Agreement approved by the Road Agreement 
Committee on 10/28/2015, this development was assigned 285 pm peak hour trips. 

The Roadway Agreement Committee approved a Road Network Agreement for New 
Independence Parkway and C.R. 545/Avalon Road ("Agreement") between SLF 
IVIBoyd Horizon West JV, LLC and Orange County on 10/28/2015. Owner agrees to 
convey the necessary right-of-way for the northern extension of Hamlin Groves Trail 
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from the SLF IV/Boyd Horizon West JV, LLC property. Owner will receive $22,500 in 
road impact fee credits for the right-of-way conveyed. County shall cause to be 
dedicated the remainder of right-of-way needed to connect to Tiny Road. Owner shall 
design and construct the entire improvement from New Independence Parkway to Tiny 
Road. County shall reimburse Owner for the lesser of (a) 87% of the actual reasonable 
amounts incurred for design, permitting and construction, plus $22,500 per acre for 
right-of-way dedicated or (b) 60% of the countywide average total cost per lane mile 
for design, permitting and construction, multiplied by the number of lane miles. The 
total reimbursement shall not exceed 60% of the Countywide Average Cost. The road 
project shall be completed within three years after the Effective Date of the Agreement. 

Based on Policies FLU4.1.1 and FLU4.3.1 of the Comprehensive Plan, pedestrian and 
bike connectivity internal to the subdivision and from the subdivision to the future trail 
along the New Independence Parkway extension will be required. The applicant and 
the adjacent owners / developer of the Hamlin West PO have coordinated a Town 
Center West "Term Sheet" with the Road Agreement Committee (RAC). The term 
sheet outlines the framework for subsequent road agreement(s) to address road 
infrastructure needs and a transportation funding improvement plan for the area, and 
was approved by the Board of County Commissioners on August 25,2015. 

Water / Wastewater I Reclaim 

Water: 

Wastewater: 

Reclaimed: 

Schools 

Existing service or provider 
Orang e County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Capacity Enhancement Agreement (CEA) OC-14-028 applies to this project and has 
been fully executed. 

Code Enforcement 
No code enforcement, special magistrate or lot cleaning issues on the subject property 
have been identified. 

Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Forms 
The original Specific Project Expenditure Report and Relationship Disclosure Form are 
currently on file with the Planning Division. 
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Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and recommend 
APPROVAL of the New Independence Planned Development I Unified 
Neighborhood Plan (PD/UNP) dated "Received February 15, 2016", subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the New Independence Planned Development / 
Unified Neighborhood Plan (PD/UNP) dated "Received Februarv 15, 2016." and 
shall comply with all applicable federal. state. and county laws. ordinances. and 
regulations, except to the extent that any applicable county laws, ordinances, or 
regulations are expressly waived or modified by any of these conditions. 
Accordingly, the PO may be developed in accordance with the uses, densities. and 
intensities described in such Unified Neighborhood Plan, subject to those uses, 
densities, and intensities conforming with the restrictions and requirements found 
in the conditions of approval and complying with all applicable federal. state. and 
county laws. ordinances, and regulations, except to the extent that any applicable 
county laws. ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or modified by any of 
these conditions. If the development is unable to achieve or obtain desired uses, 
densities. or intensities, the County is not under any obligation to grant any waivers 
or modifications to enable the developer to achieve or obtain those desired uses. 
densities. or intensities. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a 
condition of approval and the UNP dated "Received Februarv 15, 2016," the 
condition of approval shall control to the extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to. and not deviate from or otherwise conflict 
with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the applicant (or 
authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners ("Board") at the public 
hearing where this development received final approval. where such promise or 
representation, whether oral or written. was relied upon by the Board in approving 
the development, could have reasonably been expected to have been relied upon 
by the Board in approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or 
otherwise influenced the Board to approve the development. In the event any such 
promise or representation is not complied with or adhered to, or the project 
deviates from or otherwise conflicts with such promise or representation, the 
County may withhold (or postpone issuance of) development permits and/or 
postpone the recording of (or refuse to record) the plat for the project. For 
purposes of this condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to have 
been made to the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly 
made to the Board at a public hearing where the development was considered and 
approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal aqency or 
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undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022. the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 

4. Developer I Applicant has a continuing obligation and responsibility from the date 
of approval of this Land Use Plan to promptly disclose to the County any changes 
in ownership, encumbrances, or other matters of record affecting the property that 
is subject to the plan. and to resolve any issues that may be identified by the 
County as a result of any such changes. Developer I Applicant acknowledges and 
understands that any such changes are solely the Developer'sl Applicant's 
obligation and responsibility to disclose and resolve, and that the Developer's I 
Applicant's failure to disclose and resolve any such changes to the satisfaction of 
the County may result in the County not issuing (or delaying issuance of) 
development permits, not recording (or delaying recording of) a plat for the 
property, or both. 

5. Property that is required to be dedicated or otherwise conveyed to Orange County 
(by plat or other means) shall be free and clear of all encumbrances, except as 
may be acceptable to County and consistent with the anticipated use. Owner I 
Developer shall provide, at no cost to County, any and all easements required for 
approval of a project or necessary for relocation of existing easements, including 
any existing facilities, and shall be responsible for the full costs of any such 
relocation prior to Orange County's acceptance of the conveyance. Any 
encumbrances that are discovered after approval of a PD/UNP shall be the 
responsibility of Owner I Developer to release and relocate, at no cost to County, 
prior to County's acceptance of conveyance. As part of the review process for 
construction plan approval(s), any required off-site easements identified by County 
must be conveyed to County prior to any such approval, or at a later date as 
determined by County. Any failure to comply with this condition may result in the 
withholding of development permits and plat approval(s). 

6. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of any 
Preliminarv SubdiviSion Plan (PSP) and lor Development Plan (DP) submittal. 

7. The following Education Condition of Approval shall apply: 

a. Developer shall comply with all proviSions of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement entered into with the Orange County School Board as of June 8, 
2015. 

b. Upon the County's receipt of written notice from Orange County Public Schools 
that the developer is in default or breach of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement, the County shall immediately cease issuing building permits for 
any residential units in excess of the 7 residential units allowed under the 
zoning existing prior to the approval of the PO zoning. The County may again 
begin issuing building permits upon Orange County Public Schools' written 
notice to the County that the developer is no longer in breach or default of the 
Capacity Enhancement Agreement. The developer and its successor(s) and/or 
assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. shall indemnify and 
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hold the County harmless from any third party claims. suits. or actions arising 
as a result of the act of ceasing the County's issuance of residential building 
permits. 

c. Developer, and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement. agrees that it shall not claim in any future litigation 
that the County's enforcement of any of these conditions are illegal. improper, 
unconstitutional, or a violation of developer's rights. 

d. Orange County shall be held harmless by the developer and its successor(s) 
and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. in any dispute 
between the developer and Orange County Public Schools over any 
interpretation or provision of the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

e. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat. documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

8. Prior to or concurrently with County's approval of the plat, a dedicated right of way/ 
public access will be provided to the Avalon Property (Parcel ID 20-23-27-0000-
OO-OOn. 

g. Except as amended, modified, and / or superseded. the following BCC Conditions 
of Approval, dated October 6. 2015, shall apply: 

a. Tree removal/earthwork shall not occur unless and until construction plans for 
the first Preliminary Subdivision Plan and/or Development Plan with a tree 
removal and mitigation plan have been approved by Orange County. 

b. Signage shall comply with the Horizon West Village Center standards. 

c. Based on the Concurrency Management System database dated 02-18-15. 
capacity is available to be encumbered for this project. This information is 
dated and is subject to change. 

d. Prior to mass grading. clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is 
hereby noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife 
Conservation Commission (FWC). 

e. No activity will be permitted on the site that may disturb, influence, or otherwise 
interfere with: areas of soil or groundwater contamination, or any remediation 
activities, or within the hydrological zone of influence of any contaminated area, 
unless prior approval has been obtained through the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) and such approval has been provided to the 
Environmental Protection Division of Orange County. An owner/operator who 
exacerbates any existing contamination or does not properly dispose of any 
excavated contaminated media may become liable for some portion of the 
contamination pursuant to the provisions in section 376.308, F.S. 
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f. The developer shall obtain water, wastewater and reclaimed water service from 
Orange County Utilities. 

g. The developer shall be responsible for building master utilities transmission 
and collection infrastructure adequate to serve the project to accommodate the 
ultimate flows for the entire Town Center Village (SAP). Utilities infrastructure 
shall be built connecting to the build-out points of connection approved in the 
Master Utilities Plan (MUP). 

h. At least thirty (30) days prior to construction plan submittal, the applicant shall 
submit a Master Utility Plan (MUP) for the PSP, including hydraulically 
dependent parcels outside the PSP boundaries; such MUP shall include 
supporting calculations showing that the PSP-Ievel MUP is consistent with the 
approved MUP for the Village, or shall include an update to the Village MUP to 
incorporate any revisions. The MUP(s) must be approved prior to construction 
plan approval. 

i. Prior to construction plan approval, all property owners within the Town Center 
Village, excluding public entities, shall be required to sign an agreement 
between the parties addressing their proportionate share of funds for the costs 
of the offsite and onsite master utilities sized to Village requirements. Property 
owners may elect to use alternate financing in lieu of the private proportionate 
cost share agreement provided master utilities sized for Village requirements 
are constructed. 

j. The following Education Condition of Approval shall apply: 

1) Developer shall comply with all provisions of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement entered into with the Orange County SchOOl Board on June 8, 
2015. 

2) Upon the County's receipt of written notice from Orange County Public 
Schools that the developer is in default or breach of the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, the County shall immediately cease issuing 
building permits for any residential units in excess of the seven (7) 
residential units allowed under the zoning existing prior to the approval of 
the PD zoning. The County may again begin issuing building permits upon 
Orange County Public Schools' written notice to the County that the 
developer is no longer in breach or default of the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement. The developer and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the 
Capacity Enhancement Agreement, shall indemnify and hold the County 
harmless from any third party claims, suits, or actions arising as a result of 
the act of ceasing the County's issuance of residential building permits. 

3) Developer, and its successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement, agrees that it shall not claim in any future 
litigation that the County's enforcement of any of these conditions are 
illegal, improper, unconstitutional, or a violation of developer's rights. 
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4) Orange County shall be held harmless by the developer and its 
successor(s) and/or assign(s) under the Capacity Enhancement 
Agreement, in any dispute between the developer and Orange County 
Public Schools over any interpretation or provision of the Capacity 
Enhancement Agreement. 

5) Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, 
documentation shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that 
this project is in compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. 

k. The proposed development is adjacent to an existing and permitted City of 
Orlando / Orange County Water Conserv II Rapid Infiltration Basin (RIB) site. 
The design and permitting (stormwater, etc.) for the proposed development 
shall take into account the groundwater mounding produced by the adjacent 
RIBs when loaded at full permitted capacity and during wet weather conditions. 
At the time of construction plan submittal, provide calculations and 
documentation certifying that the design complies with this condition. 

I. A level One (1) Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title opinion 
shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of any 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) and / or Development Plan (OP) submittal. 

m. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a Capacity Encumbrance letter (CEl) prior to construction plan 
submittal and must apply for and obtain a Capacity Reservation Certificate 
(CRG) prior to approval of the plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the 
decision to approve this PO/UNP, shall be construed as a guarantee that the 
applicant will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a CEl or a CRC. 

n. A Road Network Agreement shall be in place prior to PSP / OP approval for the 
New Independence PO pursuant to the BCC-approved Town Center West 
Term Sheet. 
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Zoning Map 
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APPLICANT: Daryl M. Carter 

LOCATION: Generally located on the west side of SR 
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0.37 gross acres (subject parcel) 

DISTRICT: # 1 
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1 inch = 583 feet 

14 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Case # LUPA·16·01·005 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

* Subject Property 

• 
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C Subject Property 
C PD Boundary 

15 

Rezoning Staff Report 
Case # LUPA-16-01-005 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10,2016 

1 inch = 417 feet 
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Case # LUPA·16·01·005 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10,2016 
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~ 
Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVElt'<MEl\'T 
FLORIDA 

April 28, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E.,Directo~\\!v'" . 
Community, Envir _j"lental a~~ Development 
Services Depart ot 'oJ 

John Smo t, Chairman 
Developm~t Review Committee 
Planning Division 
(407) 836-5616 

May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Applicant: John Prowell, VHB, Inc. 
Lake Avalon PO I Lake Avalon Preliminary Subdivision Plan 
Case # PSP-15-11-365 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve the Lake Avalon PO I Lake 
Avalon Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) to subdivide 66.20 acres in order to 
construct 46 detached single-family residential dwelling units. 

This request also includes the following waiver from Orange County Code: 

1. A waiver is requested from Section 34-171 (7) to allow the streets not fronting lots 
to be developed without sidewalks in lieu of requiring four (4) foot concrete 
sidewalks on both sides of all streets in a subdivision. 

The application for this request is subject to the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
which mandates the disclosure of expenditures related to the presentation of items or 
lobbying of items before the BCC. A copy will be available upon request in the DRC 
Office. 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda item and all 
supporting documentation, including an 11" x 17" plan, is in the top drawer of the BCC 
file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to District 4 Commissioner's office. 

• 
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May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
John Prowell, VHB, Inc. 
Lake Avalon PD / Lake Avalon PSP- Case # PSP-15-11-365/ District 1 
Page 2 of2 

ACTION REQUESTED: Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan (CP) and approve the Lake Avalon PD I Lake 
Avalon Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) dated 
"Received March 1, 2016", subject to the conditions 
listed under the DRC Recommendation in the Staff 
Report. District 1 

JVW/JS/lo 
Attachments 
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1. REQUEST 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

CASE # PSP-15-11-365 
Commission District # 1 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve the Lake Avalon PO I Lake 
Avalon Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) to subdivide 66.20 acres in order to 
construct 46 detached single-family residential dwelling units. 

2. PROJECT ANALYSIS 

A. Location: 

B. Parcel 10: 

C. Total Acres: 

D. Water Supply: 

E. Sewer System: 

F. Schools: 

G. School Population: 

H. Parks: 

I. Proposed Uses: 

J. Site Data: 

K. Fire Station: 

North of Avalon Road I West of State Road 429 

06-23-27-4284-03-510, 06-23-27-4284-03-610, 
06-23-27-4284-03-521, 06-23-27-4284-00-010 

66.20 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Whispering Oak ES Capacity: 767, Enrollment: 862 
Sunridge MS Capacity: 1,216, Enrollment: 1,257 
West Orange HS Capacity: 3,272, Enrollment: 4,161 

46 

Summerport - 3.7 Miles 

46 detached single-family residential dwelling units 

Maximum Building Height: 35' (2-Stories) 
Building Setbacks: 

20' Front 
20' Rear 
10' Side 
15' Side Street 

125' Lakefront (from NHWE) 
25' PO Boundary 
25' Wetlands 

125' Lake Avalon 
500' Avalon Road 

Station 34 - 4000 Winter Garden Vineland Road 
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L. Transportation: 

3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

A Transportation Impact Fee Agreement 
("Agreement") between Savi Investments, LLC 
("Owner") and Orange County for the dedication of 
right-of-way for Avalon Road (County Road 545) was 
approved by the BCC on February 9, 2016 and is 
recorded under document number 20160078549. 
Within 120 days of the effective date of this 
Agreement the Owner shall convey to Orange County 
a total of 0.38 acres of right-of-way for Avalon Road 
(County Road 545) by warranty deed or by plat. The 
value of the right-of-way has been established at 
$62,000 per acre and the Owner will receive $23,560 
in transportation impact fee credits for the 0.38 acres 
to be dedicated. 

The property's Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation is Rural Settlement 1/1 
(RS 1/1) which allows up to 1 dwelling unit per acre, and it is located within the Lake 
Avalon Rural Settlement. This request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

4. ZONING 

PO (Lake Avalon PO) 

5. REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approval subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Lake Avalon PO Land Use Plan; Orange 
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) approvals; Lake Avalon 
Preliminarv Subdivision Plan dated "Received March 1, 2016," and to the 
conditions of approval listed below. Development based upon this approval shall 
comply with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and 
regulations, which are incorporated herein by reference, except to the extent any 
applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or 
modified by these conditions, or by action approved by the BCC, or by action of 
the BCC. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a condition of 
approval of this preliminarv subdivision plan and the preliminarv subdivision plan 
dated "Received March 1, 2016," the condition of approval shall control to the 
extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise 
conflict with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners ("Board") 
at the public hearing where this development received final approval, where 
such promise or representation, whether oral or written, was relied upon by the 

2 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

Board in approving the development, could have reasonably been expected to 
have been relied upon by the Board in approving the development, or could have 
reasonably induced or otherwise influenced the Board to approve the 
development. In the event any such promise or representation is not complied 
with or adhered to, or the project deviates from or otherwise conflicts with such 
promise or representation, the County may withhold (or postpone issuance of) 
development permits and/or postpone the recording of (or refuse to record) the 
plat for the project. For purposes of this condition, a "promise" or 
"representation" shall be deemed to have been made to the Board by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the Board at a public 
hearing where the development was considered and approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development 
permit by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the 
applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create 
any liability on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant 
fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or 
federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal 
law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable 
state or federal permits before commencement of development. 

4. Developer/Applicant has a continuing obligation and responsibility from the date 
of approval of this preliminarv subdivision plan to promptly disclose to the County 
any changes in ownership, encumbrances, or other matters of record affecting 
the property that is subject to the plan, and to resolve any issues that may be 
identified by the County as a result of any such changes. Developer/applicant 
acknowledges and understands that any such changes are solely the 
developer's/applicant's obligation and responsibility to disclose and resolve, and 
that the developer's/applicant's failure to disclose and resolve any such changes 
to the satisfaction of the County may result in the County not issuing (or delaying 
issuance of) development permits. not recording (or delaying recording of) a plat 
for the property, or both. 

5. Property that is required to be dedicated or otherwise conveyed to Orange 
County (by plat or other means) shall be free and clear of all encumbrances, 
except as may be acceptable to County and consistent with the anticipated use. 
Owner / Developer shall provide, at no cost to County, any and all easements 
required for approval of a project or necessary for relocation of existing 
easements, including any existing facilities, and shall be responsible for the full 
costs of any such relocation prior to Orange County's acceptance of the 
conveyance. Any encumbrances that are discovered after approval of a PD 
Land Use Plan shall be the responsibility of Owner / Developer to release and 
relocate, at no cost to County, prior to County's acceptance of conveyance. As 
part of the review process for construction plan approval(s), any required off-site 
easements identified by County must be conveyed to County prior to any such 
approval, or at a later date as determined by County. Any failure to comply with 
this condition may result in the withholding of development permits and plat 
approval(s). 

3 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

6. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. Unless the property is 
otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant shall be subject to school concurrency 
and required to go through the review process prior to platting. 

7. Owner shall comply with the terms of the Transportation Impact Fee Agreement, 
Lake Avalon PO IAvalon Road (County Road 545), Document #20160078549, as 
approved by the Board of County Commissioners. 

8. Unless the property is otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant must apply for 
and obtain a capacity encumbrance letter prior to construction plan submittal and 
must apply for and obtain a capacity reservation certificate prior to approval of 
the plat. Nothing in this condition, and nothing in the decision to approve this 
land use plan I preliminarv subdivision plan, shall be construed as a guarantee 
that the applicant will be able to satisfy the requirements for obtaining a capacity 
encumbrance letter or a capacity reservation certificate. 

9. No activity will be permitted on the site that may disturb, influence, or otherwise 
interfere with: areas of soil or qroundwater contamination, or any remediation 
activities, or within the hydrological zone of influence of any contaminated area, 
unless prior approval has been obtained through the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) and such approval has been provided to the 
Environmental Protection Division (EPD) of Orange County. An ownerloperator 
who exacerbates any existing contamination or does not properly dispose of any 
excavated contaminated media may become liable for some portion of the 
contamination pursuant to the provisions in section 376.308, F.S. 

10. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearing, earth work, or mass 
grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate other approved 
Best Management Practices, on all disturbed areas if development does not 
begin within 7 days. Final stabilization shall achieve a minimum of seventy 
percent (70%) coverage of the disturbed land area and shall include a 
maintenance program to ensure minimum coverage survival and overall site 
stabilization until site development. Prior to clearing or grubbing, or approval of 
mass grading or constructions plans, a letter of credit or cash escrow acceptable 
to the County shall be submitted to guarantee the required site stabilization and 
maintenance of all disturbed areas. The County Engineer shall establish the 
amount of the letter of credit or cash escrow. 

11. Prior to commencement of any earthwork or construction, the developer shall 
provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) form for stormwater discharge from construction 
activities to the Orange County Environmental Protection Division, NPDES 
Administrator. The original NOI form shall be sent to the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection by the developer. 

4 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

12. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

13. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X, "Wetland 
Conservation Areas", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area 
or buffer encroachments shall be permitted. Approval of this plan does not 
authorize any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

14.A Master Utility Plan (MUP) shall be submitted to Orange County Utilities at least 
thirty (30) days prior to submittal of the first set of construction plans. The MUP 
must be approved prior to Construction Plan approval. 

15. Signage shall comply with Orange County Code Chapter 31.5-73. 

16.A mandatorv pre-application/sufficiency review meeting for the re-plat shall be 
required prior to re-plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction 
plans. The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction, all items identified 
in the pre-application/ sufficiency review meeting prior to formal submittal of the 
re-plat to the County. 

17.The stormwater management system shall be designed to retain the 100-
year/24-hour storm event onsite, unless documentation with supporting 
calculations is submitted which demonstrates that a positive outfall is available. 
If the applicant can show the existence of a positive outfall for the subject basin, 
then in lieu of designing for the 100-year/24-hour storm event, the developer 
shall comply with all applicable state and local stormwater requirements and 
regulations. An emergency high water relief outfall shall be provided to assure 
overflow does not cause flooding of surrounding areas. 

18. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of initial 
construction plan submittal. 

19. Roads and drainage system(s), including any retention pond(s), will be owned 
and maintained by Orange County with a Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) 
established for stormwater system functionality. Routine maintenance, including 
mowing, beyond that provided by the County, shall be the responsibility of the 
Homeowners' Association. 

20.A Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) shall be established for the standard 
operation and maintenance of street lighting inventory (meeting dark sky lighting 
requirement) including leasing, fuel, and energy costs for this project. Street 
lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used in this project shall be selected from 
the approved inventory list supplied by the Orange County Comptroller. Street 

5 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used in this project shall be supplied and 
installed by the utility company that services the area of the project. as 
authorized by law or agreement. and thereafter maintains the street lighting 
inventory. The developer shall obtain approval of the street lighting fixtures, 
poles, and luminaries from the Orange County Comptroller Special Assessments 
Department via a "Letter of Commitment" prior to the installation of the street 
lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries and prior to the plat being recorded by 
Orange County Comptroller Official Records section. All installation costs and 
street lighting operational costs prior to the effective date of the MSBU approval 
by the Orange County Board of County Commissioners shall be the sole 
responsibility of the developer. 

21.A waiver is granted from Section 34-171(7) to allow the streets not fronting lots to 
be developed without sidewalks in lieu of requiring four-foot concrete sidewalks 
on both sides of all streets in a subdivision. 

6 
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C Subject Property 

ZONING: 

Zoning 

PD (Planned Development District) 
(Lake Avalon PD) 

APPLICANT: John Prowell 
VHB, Inc. 

LOCATION: North of Avalon Road 1 
West State Road 429 

TRACT SIZE: 66.20 acres 

DISTRICT: #1 

S/T/R: 06123/27 

1 inch = 500 feet 

PSP-15-11-365 

* Subject Property 

nia! Orive 

Floridas - r 



479

SITE DATA: 

PROPO''"'''''''''' TO''''- PROJEcr A""", 
TO''''-"",''O&A""",, ""'","'.,,,,,"-='" 
.""",oROWTO ........... 

~ .. 

=r«~ "OW TOa,COI"" DEVil"''''''''' 
R"""TO"ECE"""TEO 

~=A","' 
=.,!lE~';':''''''''''''"''' 
tm"'-~ATER""""",,", 

""",""",00' .. '" 'PACE 

""""'SEC"""'"'"" 

(I ) MN~~ '-"'0"..... ~ OEF"<O;S IIEm'D NIO cO"-rn N!EAO> llOOS" "OT ."''-"O~ G OJ""""'" "" <>fI*" ,"'UOfl.""" 

t',,,,,,,-E.<;'OJliOllLO""U''''f'I,=mO.tlN<C'-'''YO''," 

PH"-STNG, 
",,,,.,.,,,CTWII.L,,,,,,,,,,,"I.OP!lU"''''''i')''''''''" 

l>t:1'lCElLAl'iEOUS; 
PO~""I£ WAlER'EIW.oe 
WA>TEWAlE11'ERvIGE 

"""--' ...... OWA .... 
Sr"""'WA"'R,",,",,'"'''''''' 

UGHTING: 

OO!JomE COl.MY lIIlJiIES 

""-"=ECOLffiYUI1mES 

O<W"£ COlmY VI'.-'''''S 

""""". =<IY?"'"OW","," 

"""""OCO<NTY 
(,.UNrTSJ 
(SJ""~'''''''I ""m •• .,,· " 
...... 0 <><"" me o',., ..... n"" "'" wnw, ","Il<P O""""""ON "",,,ao,,,, 

, UGI-ffi1<O SHALL COMPLYWrlH sEemON J8-1»5 0'_ <>WIG" coimrY "'''''"OP-M'''' W>E 

> ~~~ t~f,',:,~. S>W.1. M .. ' ."''''' SKY' S<Ar-cAA!lS AS ,~'""""'o"" S<cnoo 38-,,,,. <>WIGE cromy CG!>E. ,OR 1\-E IJ«c ,"VALO, ",",-,,-SErnL\!'''''' 

_~A!!-B~C._E E!S.!Q!!' (!IYP..!!-A!>i9E _COIJ!':l.IT.~Ol.ID WAS')T, IlIVISIONl: 
fROOTl.ClMXNG ""'GtE·eAMLY 11m, 'OOE P>eKEO '" ~T 'I>O>IT(RIWI 

WETLAN[}S: 

> "",ROVAl.OI' 1>ffi P...,. ",,"' "'" CONS= APPROVAl '" A PE""IT Fe","" """"TRUCnOIl O' A "OA' OOD<, <lCWD>-IG "lIT NO' U>.IITm TO "()AI'IO-.VAl"S 
Cfl ""><RVA~""P~", "'" "1",,"00 "',"R<% 10 COOSTRUCY A """TOOCKWmmU"CO,.,,,""'EO """'GoO C"",""" SHAlL .... T ""P,V 'Cfl" "'''''IT 
"'""" '0 ,.,. 'IS",U.';'1-'>I, "'c'"""""c. I'mH {W.e,.~ 1>,'= ,,&0Ci< """""'lJCTl"" 

, """ROVAl OF ..,.; Pl,.,. 00'" NOT CONST(fI.11'I; .... '''''VA' OF AP,,,,,rr ,"'" ""AT RAM" 'ACUTY HfY "'''''" .. '''' ..... '"'0 """""""" ABOATRAMP 
v'm'~ """NO!: CO\MY.,Wi 'iRST AP"'-YF'CflA PERI.IITP",,,, TO "';'''''-'''<>1, IN A(X;{)fC<""" WIll< Q<I.'''''ER 15, ...-n=".. "OAf "",,,p, 

., ~~;;.'!..~~J:;:'~:;;::;"'''"''':;;:'~OJ' Sl\IOV _A, M OS,"""'OBV_ WEKPJA PAAXWAY mo.RUrEmI-:)N "" •• ,,"""" "" "OF S ADOOX)Wo.L 

FllE: 
1 '''''' HYllAA>ITS """--'-"E NST/oilED .O-.......T lHE OE~"N Am C<LDJLl.TION5 ME.T "'. ""Q<JRi;~ ... m; IN T>Il"<-"GE COU'-ITY "'-"I>'V>S"," ""GU'"'",,"' 

2, ""'OEn M" 'cOW ",II .""'''' F.w~Y "'''"l"-"",S SHALL""'" ,O<l.OWS """' .. "COO S<WoRE fEET ORL£SS 1,000 OPA" H=. E><:EEO'", '"OOW""'" 
,,,"'"""'''- "~"V.,. ,,,., ,~OW IN ACCO~ wItH ,"""-" "<S.' '0' """A 1 «FPC 2010, REDUCTlON OF '''''' fLOw MAya" "ERt'"""O ~ owmlNG 1$ 
'"" ... ',0 \'1m< N< AU'fow.'" """""''''~ 5Y511'-'" OR"""","'-'o "''''' OTl-ER STRU<m>lES BY ATIEAST>D fEET. oun. NO """" .""'-L nE fLOW"" '--"SS 
TIIA.~ "" GPM PO" ,,~, "FPAI, "'" onm<>< «FPC "" .omOff) 

, '"'" COI.<M""Cl>C '"ruC".". 00 ""S",",,,,",cO""',," '" lH",,' "'t.<""" STORES '"",Y '"' RE",-"RffiTO HAVE ANAUlow.W"", smrll<lEl'l p"O"'enOl 
,,",P<=NG '"'0"1>£ 0lJ""'" COO5TR<X.TID" "'"'"". OCC,",AHCY CLl.SS"""~oo. ANO""""'''''''''.UUloo "" 'rfili """" ""rorfiliMEU'" 

" nlE 0"''''' 0' T>E F,", """"""'-"'COG"""" 51"'''''' AS ""Q"""O '''' ,.,"~""'.'" 'CUSS """ ... 0",,,,,",0' '",,,,6" S>V.u.." '''''",-,--"0 WAll 
~"OT""'",""lTIl,"p_NaAAl!A' 

lANDSCAPE' 
I, fWo, t.m>SCAI'o "'-'ffl ARE ""Q\J"'" lO"o S"'''''''O fOR ""~"W A""A"""OV"'-"""OR ''',-",",,'OAP'' CONS",,""""" ",,",,"OAPE PlNlS maE IN 

ACC""""""" WIll< 0"''''''' """"" ZO"'O. ""nct" v"' P-<) ,,-,,,.",00<"'''',..,,,,, ,,"'''':T, """,,:or. ~ vUJloe .....,.....OD<.vEU:..-MeNT 

OWNERSHII'IMAINTENANCE: 

SM~'"" S"""'~_""'A"F. WA"'~ "''''''''''''''"''\'IAl.R 

TO"" "",,"<0 "'" """,,'''.0", """'GE CO\J><,y 

TO"' """".0 "'" w-m""m BY "IWlGE coumv WITH <.I$E """"E""",TO AlleNl 'lOA 
"'~rrY)O Wlrm .... HI" AES"'''''' ",-",,05<'S 

TO BO "",""",,,0 fOOlW<G" CO..,.rrv. 

~':"'EO "'" """"'."'0 BYHOI.I"""",,, WITHEASEMW,n"""",O TO """'GE COI>Iffi" 

1'0.' OWNED"'" ''''>IT'''IEO BY OfW'GE coomv 
~, 

TO.' "'NNEO..., """''' .... 0 By "OI.I.OWI.""~ 
ASS0CL<1IOfl 

TO BE """NED"'" ."''''' .... 0 BVHOI.IoOW"R, ""oe«',,"WITH,,","ElOPMS'" F<""'" YO 
DR'.IIG' COl.ffiY~'" CO<',"RVATIO" ... ,""'''' G"-"IT!:O TO """""'. CO\.NTY 

{I) ""TEO,",' A em BE ""'-NTOO ,_ romKJ """N SFACIe CilEllrT 

~.;':::;'~"",.".I<> C w.y (MY ,C='"O""% 0" ''''' ~Q\J"'UO"''' 'PAt< ""'N"",",-,-Y, HlO. SHALl. "OTC",,"E TO ACCO<ffl '0" MORE T1Wl "'" OF "'" 

2, :~;~,O,~:I;:J~:" j ~ I Pw-""""'""l" 

"""'~""'F""""'~ 
NOTES: 

, ALl CO'>S"'UCTlO/lOET.,-" ARE COHCG'lUAI-A'" S",.ECT 10 ""V''"' NIO MOWlC.'ollON """"" "'" ,",,""(]'V" O""AI- CO/l.lRVCTIO" "'-'-''S 
2 ~:;:;:'':;;;~~~;';''';;:: ::,c:,~~~~""'ISfR<l"CO\MYC""""""'UMST""=''''''''''''''NTEO<><'><' P"""'''''''''''''"O,O",," 

J ,,",,"1'10 •• """55 eoNrS, 0" .em","5 ""S,,"l,,a .,,<CH'",,'. LEVElS m«:H AO\'ER$ElV '''oCT A.urrnG PROi'E!fTY SHALL "" PROH"'rlEO 

~ "'IS PRO.ECT ''''''-L'. 0"'0""0 Wm'P£R:!.I.",R fENCII"'. AAll<ER1W." """"oNW,,",",, O' A =. nw,se""''''' ...... AI"' ..... ,.>QJ. .. """" ... " WITH "'" LI."" AV"-OIl """"'- 5<'"'~"""'OVE'"-AV 0" .. ",,,,,," RIJ"-" ~J!. AS """'''''''," ><5EcnoN """". """''''' OW"'" cotE 

WETLAND BUFFER OPEN WATER TABLE: 

I'AA" 
"r'.>J.Wrn..<IIn I I ". 0," 



480

1 ..:J • • g ~ 
WO)'Q4A ~ "'= r< 

~~~~II -:."':.~> 

"J ,~). 

II-V;5utuOZ) 
II000~'~&~rl~1:~-W 

dJo,)"";»S·"'''I' 

.. .. $ 

~ 

! ~ q 
~ • < 

§ 0 

" " • 
! 

~ 

:'l 

II-v;"'-'!uOZ) 
ors'~(l-I1l~rV;'«:'~O 
9 "".'041!1}(OO''\'9 
V"40r·"·~oa 

i~ 

J 
t 
.3 
f . • , 
a , ! 

~ , , , 

I 
; 
B , < .. , ~ • ," < c: 

IVV;5u,uoZ) 
O~N(l-l1l<r.(M<;-'II) 

oe"'Iijp'''''S 
S'.'~PJ""9 

l M , I! U ~::l 

" 

"I 
, , , 



481

I 

E~\~ Lake Avalon PO N 

I 

~ I Lake Avalon PSP Wi, ,- E 

f p 

" -" 

~ Parcels Jurisdiction 
S 

0 150 300 

Subject Property Hydrology Feel 
~ 1 in::: 300 ft 



482

Z 'nteroffie. M.m.~ndum 

GOVER.WEIliT 
I' LOR I tl ,\ 

April 28, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Director~~.J 
Community, Envi '9~mental am Development 
Services Depa ~nt \~ ;t;, 
John Smo~ • C airman 
DeveloPI1J.9nt Review Committee 
Planning Division 
(407) 836-5616 

May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Applicant: Adam Smith, VHB, Inc. 
Waterleigh PD / Waterleigh Phases 2A & 2B Parcels 14 
(portion of), 20, 21 (portion of), 24 (portion of) & APF Road 
PSP; Case # PSP-15-11-360 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve the Waterleigh PD / 
Waterleigh Phases 2A & 2B Parcels 14 (portion of), 20, 21 (portion of), 24 (portion of) & 
APF Road PSP to subdivide 166.15 acres in order to construct 361 single-family 
residential dwelling units. 

This request also includes the following waiver from Orange County Code: 

1. A waiver is requested from Section 34-152(c) to allow lots to front a mew. Legal 
access to these lots shall be through a platted ingress/egress easement in lieu of 
20 feet fee simple as required by code. 

The application for this request is subject to the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
which mandates the disclosure of expenditures related to the presentation of items or 
lobbying of items before the BCC. A copy will be available upon request in the DRC 
Office. 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda item and all 
supporting documentation, including an 11" x 17" plan, is in the top drawer of the BCC 
file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to District 4 Commissioner's office. 

• 
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May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Adam Smith, VHB, Inc. 
Waterleigh PD I Waterleigh Phases 2A & 2B Parcels 14 (portion of), 20, 21 (portion of), 24 (portion of) 
& APF Road - Case # PSP-15-11-360 I District 1 
Page 2 of2 

ACTION REQUESTED: Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan (CP) and approve the Waterleigh PD I Waterleigh 
Phases 2A & 28 Parcels 14 (portion of), 20, 21 (portion 
of), 24 (portion of) & APF Road Preliminary 
Subdivision Plan (PSP) dated "Received February 15, 
2016", subject to the conditions listed under the DRC 
Recommendation in the Staff Report. District 1 

JVW/JS/lo 
Attachments 
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1. REQUEST 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

CASE # PSP-15-11-360 
Commission District # 1 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve the Waterleigh PD I 
Waterleigh Phases 2A & 2B Parcels 14 (portion of), 20, 21 (portion of), 24 (portion of) & 
APF Road Preliminary Subdivision Plan to subdivide 166.15 acres in order to construct 
361 single-family residential dwelling units. 

2. PROJECT ANALYSIS 

A. Location: 

B. Parcel ID: 

C. Total Acres: 

D. Water Supply: 

E. Sewer System: 

F. Schools: 

G. School Population: 

H. Parks: 

I. Proposed Uses: 

J. Site Data: 

South of Old YMCA Road I West of Avalon Road 
(C.R.545) 

07-24-27-0000-00-001 (a portion of); 
07-24-27-0000-00-003 (a portion of) 

166.15 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Keene's Crossing ES Capacity: 859, Enrollment: 893 
Bridgewater MS Capacity: 1,176, Enrollment: 1,559 
West Orange HS Capacity: 3,276, Enrollment: 4,161 

143 

West Beach Park - 10.1 Miles 

361 single-family residential dwelling units 

Townhome District: (Parcels 20 & 24) 

Single-Family: (181 Units) 
Maximum Building Height: 45' (3-stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,000 Square Feet 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
20' Rear 

5' Side 
10' Porch 
10' Corner I Side Street I APF Road 
50' NHWE 
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K. Fire Station: 

L. Transportation: 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 

BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

Townhome: (46 Units) 
Maximum Building Height: 55' (4-stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,000 Square Feet 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
14' Rear 
0' IT Side 

10' Porch 
10' Corner I Side Street I APF Road 
50' NHWE 

Garden Home Mixed Use District: (Parcel 21\ 

Single-Family: (108 Units) 
Maximum Building Height: 45' (3-stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,200 Square Feet 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
20' Rear 

5' Side 
10' Porch 
10' Corner I Side Street I APF Road 
50' NHWE 

Townhome: (26 Units) 
Maximum Building Height: 55' (4-stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,000 Square Feet 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
14' Rear 
0' IT Side 

10' Porch 
10' Corner I Side Street I APF Road 
50' NHWE 

Station 32 - 14932 E. Orange Lake Boulevard 

The Village H Horizon West Road Network 
Agreement was approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners on 2/12/2013 and recorded at OR 
Book/Page 10525/6172. This agreement provides for 
the dedication of right-of-way, design, engineering, 
permitting, mitigation and construction of C.R. 545 to 
four lanes in four phases according to specific trip 
allocations and performance thresholds. 
Concurrency Vesting shall be provided pursuant to 
Table 1 based on achieved thresholds of the road 
improvements. Conveyance shall be by general 

2 



486

3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

warranty deed at no cost to the County prior to each 
phase of roadway construction. The Signatory 
Owners will receive Road Impact Fee Credits in Road 
Impact Fee Zone 4 for the lesser of (a) 95% of the 
actual, reasonable unreimbursed sums incurred by 
Signatory Owners for permitting, design, mitigation, 
inspection and construction expense exclusive of 
enhanced landscaping and street lighting or (b) 60% 
of the countywide average total cost of road 
construction per lane mile. This agreement was 
negotiated based on the approved Horizon West 
Global Road Term Sheet. 

As proof of satisfaction of the project's transportation 
concurrency obligations, and in compliance with that 
certain Village H Road Network Agreement recorded 
at O.R. Book 10525, Page 6172, Public Records of 
Orange County, Florida, the developer must provide a 
valid Assignment of Vested Trips document together 
with the applicable Confirmation Letter issued by 
Orange County, concurrently with or prior to 
Preliminary Subdivision PlanlDevelopment Plan 
submittal. In addition, the Preliminary Subdivision 
Plan and each subsequent Development Plan must 
show a legend with trip allocations by parcel 
identification number and phase of the development. 

The property's Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation is Village (V) (Horizon 
West Village H - Garden Home Mixed Use District I Townhome District). This 
request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

4. ZONING 

PO (Waterleigh PO) 

5. REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approval subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Waterleigh PO Land Use Plan; Orange County 
Board of County Commissioners (BCG) approvals; Waterleigh Phases 2A & 2B 
Parcels 14 (Portion of), 20, 21 (Portion of), 24(Portion of) & APF Road 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan dated "Received February 15, 2016," and to the 
conditions of approval listed below. Development based upon this approval shall 
comply with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances, and 

3 



487

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

regulations, which are incorporated herein by reference, except to the extent any 
applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or 
modified by these conditions, or by action approved by the BCC, or by action of 
the BCC. In the event of a conflict or inconsistency between a condition of 
approval of this preliminarv subdivision plan and the preliminarv subdivision plan 
dated "Received Februarv 15, 2016," the condition of approval shall control to 
the extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise 
conflict with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners ("Board") 
at the public hearing where this development received final approval, where 
such promise or representation, whether oral or written, was relied upon by the 
Board in approving the development, could have reasonably been expected to 
have been relied upon by the Board in approving the development, or could have 
reasonably induced or otherwise influenced the Board to approve the 
development. In the event any such promise or representation is not complied 
with or adhered to, or the project deviates from or otherwise conflicts with such 
promise or representation, the County may withhold (or postpone issuance of) 
development permits and/or postpone the recording of (or refuse to record) the 
plat for the project. For purposes of this condition, a "promise" or 
"representation" shall be deemed to have been made to the Board by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the Board at a public 
hearing where the development was considered and approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development 
permit by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the 
applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create 
any liability on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant 
fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or 
federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal 
law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable 
state or federal permits before commencement of development. 

4. Developer/Applicant has a continuing obligation and responsibility from the date 
of approval of this preliminarv subdivision plan to promptly disclose to the County 
any changes in ownership, encumbrances, or other matters of record affecting 
the property that is subject to the plan, and to resolve any issues that may be 
identified by the County as a result of any such changes. Developer/applicant 
acknowledges and understands that any such changes are solely the 
developer's/applicant's obligation and responsibility to disclose and resolve, and 
that the developer's/applicant's failure to disclose and resolve any such changes 
to the satisfaction of the County may result in the County not issuing (or delaying 
issuance of) development permits, not recording (or delaying recording of) a plat 
for the property, or both. 

4 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

5. Property that is required to be dedicated or otherwise conveyed to Orange 
County (by plat or other means) shall be free and clear of all encumbrances. 
except as may be acceptable to County and consistent with the anticipated use. 
Owner / Developer shall provide. at no cost to County. any and all easements 
required for approval of a project or necessary for relocation of existing 
easements. including any existing facilities. and shall be responsible for the full 
costs of any such relocation prior to Orange County's acceptance of the 
conveyance. Any encumbrances that are discovered after approval of a PO 
Land Use Plan shall be the responsibility of Owner / Developer to release and 
relocate. at no cost to County. prior to County's acceptance of conveyance. As 
part of the review process for construction plan approval(s). any required off-site 
easements identified by County must be conveyed to County prior to any such 
approval, or at a later date as determined by County. Any failure to comply with 
this condition may result in the withholding of development permits and plat 
approval(s). 

6. Park Tract P-4 shall have DP approval and shall be constructed prior to issuance 
of a certificate of completion for that phase. 

7. Signage shall comply with Chapter 31.5 and with the approved PO Land Use 
Plan. 

8. All home designs/types proposed for this PSP shall be submitted to the County 
for setback & architectural review a minimum of 90 days prior to model home 
requests and/or permitting. 

9. Roads and drainage system(s). including any retention pond(s), will be owned 
and maintained by Orange County with a Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) 
established for stormwater system functionality. Routine maintenance, including 
mowing, beyond that provided by the County, shall be the responsibility of the 
Homeowners' Association. 

10. The stormwater management system shall be designed to retain the 100-
year/24-hour storm event onsite, unless documentation with supporting 
calculations is submitted which demonstrates that a positive outfall is available. 
If the applicant can show the existence of a positive outfall for the subject basin, 
then in lieu of designing for the 100-year/24-hour storm event, the developer 
shall comply with all applicable state and local stormwater requirements and 
regulations. An emergency high water relief outfall shall be provided to assure 
overflow does not cause flooding of surrounding areas. 

11.A mandatory pre-application/sufficiency review meeting for the plat shall be 
required prior to plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction plans. 
The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction. all items identified in the 
pre-application/ sufficiency review meeting prior to formal submittal of the plat to 
the County. 

5 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

12.A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of any 
construction plans submittal. 

13.A Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) shall be established for the standard 
operation and maintenance of street lighting inventory including leasing, fuel, and 
energy costs for this project. Street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used 
in this project shall be selected from the approved inventory list supplied by the 
Orange County Comptroller. Street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used 
in this project shall be supplied and installed by the utility company that services 
the area of the project. as authorized by law or agreement. and thereafter 
maintains the street lighting inventory. The developer shall obtain approval of 
the street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries from the Orange County 
Comptroller Special Assessments Department via a "Letter of Commitment" prior 
to the installation of the street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries and prior to 
the plat being recorded by Orange County Comptroller Official Records section. 
All installation costs and street lighting operational costs prior to the effective 
date of the MSBU approval by the Orange County Board of County 
Commissioners shall be the sole responsibility of the developer. 

14. The plat and the Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions (CC&Rs) for this 
project shall notify homeowners of the following: Homeowners own and maintain 
their individual water services which extend to their homes from public water 
meters located adjacent to public road right-of-way. Any privately-owned water 
services for affected lots shall extend to those units through the HOA-owned 
green space fronting those homes. Owners of such affected lots shall be 
granted access to the HOA tracts fronting their homes for the purpose of 
maintaining their water services. 

15. At least thirty (30) days prior to construction plan submittal, the applicant shall 
submit a Master Utility Plan (MUP) for the PSP, including hydraulically 
dependent parcels outside the PSP boundaries; such MUP shall include 
supporting calculations showing that the PSP-Ievel MUP is consistent with the 
approved MUP for the Village, or shall include an update to the Village MUP to 
incorporate any revisions. The MUP(s) must be approved prior to construction 
plan approval. 

16. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat. documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. Unless the property is 
otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant shall be subject to school concurrency 
and reguired to go through the review process prior to platting. 

6 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

17.As proof of satisfaction of the project's transportation concurrency obligations, 
and in compliance with that certain Village H Road Network Agreement recorded 
at OR Book 10525, Page 6172, Public Records of Orange County, Florida, the 
developer must provide a valid Assignment of Vested Trips document together 
with the applicable Confirmation Letter issued by Orange County, concurrently 
with or prior to Preliminarv Subdivision Plan/Development Plan submittal. In 
addition, the Preliminarv Subdivision Plan and each subsequent Development 
Plan must show a legend with trip allocations by parcel identification number and 
phase of the development. 

18. No activity will be permitted on the site that may disturb, influence, or otherwise 
interfere with: areas of soil or groundwater contamination, or any remediation 
activities, or within the hydrological zone of influence of any contaminated area, 
unless prior approval has been obtained through the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) and such approval has been provided to the 
Environmental Protection Division of Orange County. An owner/operator who 
exacerbates any existing contamination or does not properly dispose of any 
excavated contaminated media may become liable for some portion of the 
contamination pursuant to the provisions in section 376.308, F.S. 

19. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X, "Wetland 
Conservation Areas", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area 
or buffer encroachments shall be permitted. Approval of this plan does not 
authorize any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

20. Prior to commencement of any earth work or construction, if one acre or more of 
land will be disturbed, the developer shall provide a copy of the completed 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) 
form for stormwater discharge from construction activities to the Orange County 
Environmental Protection Division, NPDES Administrator. The original NOI form 
shall be sent to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection by the 
developer. 

21. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearing, earth work or mass 
grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate other approved 
Best Management Practices, on all disturbed areas if development does not 
begin within 7 days. Final stabilization shall achieve a minimum of seventy 
percent (70%) coverage of the disturbed land area and shall include a 
maintenance program to ensure minimum coverage survival and overall site 
stabilization until site development. Prior to clearing or grubbing, or approval of 
mass grading or constructions plans a letter of credit or cash escrow acceptable 
to the County shall be submitted to guarantee the required site stabilization and 
maintenance of all disturbed areas. The County Engineer shall establish the 
amount of the letter of credit or cash escrow. 

7 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

22. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

23.Approval of this plan does not constitute approval of a permit for the construction 
of a boat dock, boardwalk, observation pier, fishing pier, community pier or other 
similar permanently fixed or floating structures. Any person desiring to construct 
any of these structures shall apply for an Orange County Dock Construction 
Permit. Application shall be made to the Orange County Environmental 
Protection Division as specified in Orange County Code Chapter 15 
Environmental Control, Article IX Dock Construction prior to installation. 

24.A waiver from Sec.34-152 (c) is granted to allow lots to front a mew. Legal 
access to these lots shall be through a platted ingress/egress easement in lieu of 
20 feet fee simple as required by code. 

8 



492

C Subject Property 

Zoning 

ZONING: PD (Planned Development District) 
(Waterleigh PO) 

APPLICANT: Adam Smith 
VHB, Inc. 

LOCATION: South of Old YMCA Road 1 
West of Avalon Road (CR 545) 

TRACT SIZE: 166.15 acres 

DISTRICT: #1 

SITIR: 07124127 

1 inch = 1,250 feet 

PSP-15-11-360 

* Subject Property 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVElt'IMENT 

April 28, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County commiSSi~~n~~. 

FROM: Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Directo ,-
Community, Environmental a)11 Development 
Services Department " 

CONTACT PERSON: John Smogor, Chairman 
Development Review Committee 
Planning Division 
(407) 836-5616 

SUBJECT: May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Applicant: Adam Smith, VHB, Inc. 
Zanzibar Property PO / Zanzibar Property Phase 1 PSP 
Case # PSP-15-07-200 

This public hearing will need to be continued until June 28, 2016 to allow for the 
waiver requests to be re-advertised. 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of February 24,2016, to approve the Zanzibar Property PO 
/ Zanzibar Property Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) to subdivide 141.57 
acres in order to construct 213 single-family residential dwelling units. 

This request also includes the following waivers from Orange County Code: 

1. A waiver from Sec. 34-152(c) to allow lots to front open space. Legal access to 
these lots shall be through a platted ingress / egress easement in lieu of 20 foot 
fee simple as required by code. 

2. A waiver from Sec. 38-1384(g)(1) to allow townhome units on ends of buildings 
to utilize a three (3) foot setback from alley easements with an additional "on
street" parking space provided in lieu of an "off-street" space. 

The application for this request is subject to the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
which mandates the disclosure of expenditures related to the presentation of items or 
lobbying of items before the BCC. A copy will be available upon request in the DRC 
Office. 

• 
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May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Adam Smith, VHB, Inc. 
Zanzibar Property PD I Zanzibar Property Phase 1 PSP- Case # PSP-15-07-200 I District 1 
Page 2 of2 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda item and all 
supporting documentation, including an 11" x 17" plan, is in the top drawer of the BCC 
file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to District 4 Commissioner's office. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Continue DRC case #PSP-15-07-200 to June 28, 2016 at 
2:00 p.m. District 1 

JVW/JS/lo 
Attachments 
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1. REQUEST 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

CASE # PSP-15-07 -200 
Commission District # 1 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (ORC) meeting of February 24, 2016, to approve the Zanzibar Property 
PD I Zanzibar Property Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan (PSP) to subdivide 
141.57 acres in order to construct 213 single-family residential dwelling units. 

2. PROJECT ANALYSIS 

A. Location: 

B. Parcel 10: 

C. Total Acres: 

D. Water Supply: 

E. Sewer System: 

F. Schools: 

G. School Population: 

H. Parks: 

I. Proposed Uses: 

J. Site Data: 

North of Old YMCA Road / West of State Road 429 

31-23-27 -0000-00-004 

141.57 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Keene's Crossing ES Capacity: 859, Enrollment: 197 
Bridgewater MS Capacity: 1,176, Enrollment: 1,374 
West Orange HS Capacity: 3,276, Enrollment: 3,836 

78 

Summerport Park - 7.4 Miles 

213 single-family residential dwelling units 

Estate Rural District (Parcel 1 B) 
Maximum Building Height: 45' (3-Stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,500 Sq. Ft. 
Building Setbacks: 

20' Front 
25' Rear 
10' Side 
10' Porch 
10' Corner/Side Street /APF Road 
50' NHWE 



499

K. Fire Station: 

L. Transportation: 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

Garden Home Single Family District (Parcel1C) 
Maximum Building Height: 45' (3-Stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,200 Sq. Ft. 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
20' Rear 

5' Side 
10' Porch 
10' Corner/Side Street! APF Road 10' 
50' NHWE 

Townhome District (Parcel1D) 
Maximum Building Height: 55' (4-Stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,000 Sq. Ft. 
Building Setbacks: 

15' Front 
14'Rear 

0'/1' Side 
10' Porch 
10' Corner/Side Street!APF Road 50' NHWE 

32 - 14932 E. Orange Lake Boulevard 

The Village H Horizon West Road Network 
Agreement for C.R. 545 was approved by the Board 
of County Commissioners on 2/12/2013 and recorded 
at OR Book/Page 10525/6172. The Village H Horizon 
West Road Network Agreement provides for the 
dedication of right-of-way, design, engineering, 
permitting, mitigation and construction of C.R. 545 to 
four lanes in four phases according to specific trip 
allocations and performance thresholds. 
Concurrency Vesting shall be provided pursuant to 
Table 1 based on achieved thresholds of the road 
improvements. Conveyance shall be by general 
warranty deed at no cost to the County prior to each 
phase of roadway construction. The Signatory 
Owners will receive Road Impact Fee Credits in Road 
Impact Fee Zone 4 for the lesser of (a) 95% of the 
actual, reasonable unreimbursed sums incurred by 
Signatory Owners for permitting, design, mitigation, 
inspection and construction expense exclusive of 
enhanced landscaping and street lighting or (b) 60% 
of the countywide average total cost of road 
construction per lane mile. This agreement was 
negotiated based on the approved Horizon West 
Global Road Term Sheet. 

2 
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3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

As proof of satisfaction of the project's transportation 
concurrency obligations, and in compliance with that 
certain Village H Road Network Agreement recorded 
at O.R. Book 10525, Page 6172, Public Records of 
Orange County, Florida, the developer must provide a 
valid Assignment of Vested Trips document together 
with the applicable Confirmation Letter issued by 
Orange County, concurrently with or prior to 
Preliminary Subdivision Plan / Development Plan 
submittal. In addition, the Preliminary Subdivision 
Plan and each subsequent Development Plan must 
show a legend with trip allocations by parcel 
identification number and phase of the development. 

The property's Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation is Village (V) (Horizon 
West Village H - Estate Rural District / Garden Home Single Family District / 
Townhome District). This request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

4. ZONING 

PO (Zanzibar Property PO) 

5. REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approval subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Zanzibar Property PO Land Use Plan; Orange 
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) approvals; Zanzibar Property 
Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan dated "Received February 5,2016" and to 
the conditions of approval listed below. Development based upon this approval 
shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and county laws, ordinances. and 
regulations, which are incorporated herein by reference, except to the extent any 
applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations are expressly waived or 
modified by these conditions, or by action approved by the BCC, or by action of 
the BCC. In the event of a conflict or inconSistency between a condition of 
approval of this preliminary subdivision plan and the preliminary subdivision plan 
dated "Received February 5,2016," the condition of approval shall control to the 
extent of such conflict or inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise 
conflict with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners ("Board") 
at the public hearing where this development received final approval, where 
such promise or representation, whether oral or written. was relied upon by the 
Board in approving the development, could have reasonably been expected to 

3 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

have been relied upon by the Board in approving the development, or could have 
reasonably induced or otherwise influenced the Board to approve the 
development. In the event any such promise or representation is not complied 
with or adhered to, or the project deviates from or otherwise conflicts with such 
promise or representation, the County may withhold (or postpone issuance of) 
development permits and/or postpone the recording of (or refuse to record) the 
plat for the project. For purposes of this condition, a "promise" or 
"representation" shall be deemed to have been made to the Board by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) if it was expressly made to the Board at a public 
hearing where the development was considered and approved. 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development 
permit by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the 
applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create 
any liability on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant 
fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or 
federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal 
law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable 
state or federal permits before commencement of development. 

4. Developer/Applicant has a continuing obligation and responsibility from the date 
of approval of this development plan to promptly disclose to the County any 
changes in ownership, encumbrances, or other matters of record affecting the 
property that is subject to the plan, and to resolve any issues that may be 
identified by the County as a result of any such changes. Developer/applicant 
acknowledges and understands that any such changes are solely the 
developer's/applicant's obligation and responsibility to disclose and resolve, and 
that the developer's/applicant's failure to disclose and resolve any such changes 
to the satisfaction of the County may result in the County not issuing (or delaying 
issuance of) development permits, not recording (or delaying recording of) a plat 
for the property, or both. 

5. Property that is required to be dedicated or otherwise conveyed to Orange 
County (by plat or other means) shall be free and clear of all encumbrances, 
except as may be acceptable to County and consistent with the anticipated use. 
Owner / Developer shall provide, at no cost to County, any and all easements 
required for approval of a project or necessary for relocation of existing 
easements, including any existing facilities, and shall be responsible for the full 
costs of any such relocation prior to Orange County's acceptance of the 
conveyance. Any encumbrances that are discovered after approval of a PO 
Land Use Plan shall be the responsibility of Owner / Developer to release and 
relocate, at no cost to County, prior to County's acceptance of conveyance. As 
part of the review process for construction plan approval(s), any required off-site 
easements identified by County must be conveyed to County prior to any such 
approval, or at a later date as determined by County. Any failure to comply with 
this condition may result in the withholding of development permits and plat 
approval(s). 

4 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

6. The stormwater management system shall be designed to retain the 100-
year/24-hour storm event onsite, unless documentation with supporting 
calculations is submitted which demonstrates that a positive outfall is available. If 
the applicant can show the existence of a positive outfall for the subject basin, 
then in lieu of designing for the 100-year/24-hour storm event, the developer 
shall comply with all applicable state and local stormwater requirements and 
regulations. An emergency high water relief outfall shall be provided to assure 
overflow does not cause flooding of surrounding areas. 

7. A mandatory pre-application/sufficiency review meeting for the plat shall be 
reguired prior to plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction plans. 
The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction, all items identified in the 
pre-application/ sufficiency review meeting prior to formal submittal of the plat to 
the County. 

8. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of 
construction plans submittal. 

9. A Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) shall be established for the standard 
operation and maintenance of street lighting inventory including leasing, fuel, and 
energy costs for this project. Street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used 
in this project shall be selected from the approved inventory list supplied by the 
Orange County Comptroller. Street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries used 
in this project shall be supplied and installed by the utility company that services 
the area of the project, as authorized by law or agreement, and thereafter 
maintains the street lighting inventory. The developer shall obtain approval of the 
street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries from the Orange County 
Comptroller Special Assessments Department via a "Letter of Commitment" prior 
to the installation of the street lighting fixtures, poles, and luminaries and prior to 
the plat being recorded by Orange County Comptroller Official Records section. 
All installation costs and street lighting operational costs prior to the effective 
date of the MSBU approval by the Orange County Board of County 
Commissioners shall be the sole responsibility of the developer. 

10. Roads and drainage system(s), including any retention pond(s), will be owned 
and maintained by Orange County with a Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) 
established for stormwater system functionality. Routine maintenance, including 
mowing, beyond that provided by the County, shall be the responsibility of the 
Homeowners' Association. 

11. The developer must provide a valid Assignment of Vested Trips document 
together with the applicable Confirmation Letter issued by Orange County, 
concurrently with or prior to Preliminary Subdivision Plan/Development Plan 
submittal. In addition, the Preliminary Subdivision Plan and each subseguent 
Development Plan must show a legend with trip allocations by parcel 
identification number and phase of the development. 

5 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

12. Prior to or concurrently with the County's approval of the plat, documentation 
shall be provided from Orange County Public Schools that this project is in 
compliance with the Capacity Enhancement Agreement. Unless the property is 
otherwise vested or exempt, the applicant shall be subject to school concurrency 
and required to go through the review process prior to platting. 

13. Prior to Certificate of Completion for the first phase of the subdivision, 
reconstruction of Old YMCA Road shall be substantially complete and open to 
traffic. Full depth reconstruction of Old YMCA Road shall be required. 

14. The covenants, conditions, and restrictions (CC&Rs) shall contain notification to 
potential purchasers, builders or tenants of this development of the proximity of 
the 545 Landfill and West Orange Environmental solid waste management 
facilities located adjacent to the northeast of the project boundary. 

15. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange County 
consistent with Orange County Code Chapter 15, Article X, "Wetland 
Conservation Areas", prior to Construction Plan approval, no conservation area 
or buffer encroachments shall be permitted. Approval of this plan does not 
authorize any direct or indirect conservation area impacts. 

16. Prior to mass grading, clearing, grubbing or construction, the applicant is hereby 
noticed that this site must comply with habitat protection regulations of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC). 

17. Prior to commencement of any earthwork or construction, the developer shall 
provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOll form for stormwater discharge from construction 
activities to the Orange County Environmental Protection Division, NPDES 
Administrator. The original NOI form shall be sent to the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection by the developer. 

18. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearinq, earth work, or mass 
grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate other approved 
Best Management Practices, on all disturbed areas if development does not 
begin within 7 days. Final stabilization shall achieve a minimum of seventy 
percent (70%) coverage of the disturbed land area and shall include a 
maintenance program to ensure minimum coverage survival and overall site 
stabilization until site development. Prior to clearing or grubbing, or approval of 
mass grading or constructions plans, a letter of credit or cash escrow acceptable 
to the County shall be submitted to guarantee the required site stabilization and 
maintenance of all disturbed areas. The County Engineer shall establish the 
amount of the letter of credit or cash escrow. 

19. No activity will be permitted on the site that may disturb, influence, or otherwise 
interfere with: areas of soil or groundwater contamination, or any remediation 
activities, or within the hydrological zone of influence of any contaminated area, 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

unless prior approval has been obtained through the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) and such approval has been provided to the 
Environmental Protection Division (EPD) of Orange County. An owner/operator 
who exacerbates any existing contamination or does not properly dispose of any 
excavated contaminated media may become liable for some portion of the 
contamination pursuant to the provisions in section 376.308, F.S. 

20. At least thirty (30) days prior to construction plan submittal, the applicant shall 
submit a Master Utility Plan (MUP) for the PSP, including hydraulically 
dependent parcels outside the PSP boundaries; such MUP shall include 
supporting calculations showing that the PSP-Ievel MUP is consistent with the 
approved MUP for the Village, or shall include an update to the Village MUP to 
incorporate any revisions. The MUP(s) must be approved prior to construction 
plan approval. 

21.AII home designs/types proposed for this PSP shall be submitted to the County 
for setback & architectural review a minimum of 90 days prior to model home 
requests and/or permitting. 

22.A waiver from section 34-152(c) is granted to allow lots to front open space. 
Legal access to these lots shall be through a platted ingress/egress easement in 
lieu of 20 foot fee simple as required by code. 

23.A waiver from Sec. 38-1384(g)(1) is granted to allow townhome units on ends of 
buildings to utilize three (3) foot setback from alley easement with an additional 
"on-street" parking space provided in lieu of an "off-street" space. 

7 
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~ Subject Property 

Zoning 

ZONING: PO (Planned Development District) 
(Zanzibar Property PO) 

APPLICANT: Adam Smith 
VHB, Inc. 

LOCATION: North of Old YMCA Road 1 
West of State Road 429 

TRACT SIZE: 141.57 acres 

DISTRICT: #1 

S/T/R: 31123/27 

1 inch = 1,000 feet 

PSP-15-07 -200 

* Subject Property 
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~ 
Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVEItWENT 
fLORIDA 

April 28, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Direct~O" ~ 
Community, Envir·ental a Development 
Services Depart .. 

John Smog ... ,CIl irman 
Developmint Review Committee 
Planning Division 
(407) 836-5616 

May 10, 2016 - Public Hearing 
Applicant: Brian Kittle, Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc. 
Kerina Parkside PO I Parkside Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision 
Plan - Substantial Change - Case # CDR-15-12-385 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve the Kerina Parks ide PO I 
Parkside Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision Plan - Substantial Change to convert public 
infrastructure to private, create a gated private subdivision, and add entry and perimeter 
hardscape I landscape features. 

The application for this request is subject to the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
which mandates the disclosure of expenditures related to the presentation of items or 
lobbying of items before the BCC. A copy will be available upon request in the DRC 
Office. 

A file labeled "BCC Agenda Backup" containing a copy of this agenda item and all 
supporting documentation, including an 11" x 17" plan, is in the top drawer of the BCC 
file cabinet in the supply room adjacent to District 4 Commissioner'S office. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Make a finding of consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan (CP) and approve the Kerina Parks ide PO I 
Parkside Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision Plan -
Substantial Change dated "Received February 18, 
2016", subject to the conditions listed under the DRC 
Recommendation in the Staff Report. District 1 

JVW/JS/lo 
Attachments 

• 
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1. REQUEST 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

CASE # CDR-15-12-385 
Commission District # 1 

This public hearing is to consider a recommendation from the Development Review 
Committee's (DRC) meeting of March 23, 2016, to approve a substantial change to the 
Kerina Parkside PO / Parkside Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision Plan to convert public 
infrastructure to private, create a gated private subdivision, and add entry and perimeter 
hardscape / landscape features. 

2. PROJECT ANALYSIS 

A. Location: 

B. Parcel IDs: 

C. Total Acres: 

D. Water Supply: 

E. Sewer System: 

F. Schools: 

South of Buenavista Woods Boulevard / East of South 
Apopka Vineland Road 

10-24-28-0000-00-052; 0-24-28-0000-00-053 (a portion of) 

36.28 

Orange County Utilities 

Orange County Utilities 

Sand Lake ES Capacity: 828, Enrollment: 591 
Southwest MS Capacity: 1,209, Enrollment: 1,341 
Dr. Phillips HS Capacity: 2,866, Enrollment: 3,593 

G. School Population: 48 

H. Parks: 

I. Proposed Uses: 

J. Site Data: 

K. Fire Station: 

L. Transportation: 

Dr. Phillips - 0.1 Mile 

111 Single-Family Residential Dwelling Units 

Maximum Building Height: 35' (2-Stories) 
Minimum Living Area: 1,800 Square Feet 
Building Setbacks: 

25' Front 
20' Rear 
5' Side 
15' Side Street 
25' PO Boundary 

36 - 12252 Winter Garden Vineland Road 

This request does not include an increase in residential 
dwelling units. Additionally, there is an approved Capacity 
Encumbrance Letter (CEL-03-134) on file for this project. 
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3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

The subject property has an underlying Future Land Use Map (FLUM) of Low 
Density Residential (LDR). The proposed use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

4. ZONING 

PD (Kerina Parkside PD) 

5. REQUESTED ACTION: 

Approval subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development shall conform to the Kerina Parkside PD Land Use Plan; 
Orange County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) approvals; Parks ide 
Tract 2 Preliminary Subdivision Plan dated "Received February 18, 2016," 
and to the conditions of approval listed below. Development based upon this 
approval shall comply with all applicable federal. state, and county laws, 
ordinances, and regulations, which are incorporated herein by reference, 
except to the extent any applicable county laws, ordinances, or regulations 
are expressly waived or modified by these conditions, or by action approved 
by the BCC, or by action of the BCC. In the event of a conflict or 
inconsistency between a condition of approval of this preliminary subdivision 
plan and the preliminary subdivision plan dated "Received February 18, 
2016," the condition of approval shall control to the extent of such conflict or 
inconsistency. 

2. This project shall comply with, adhere to, and not deviate from or otherwise 
conflict with any verbal or written promise or representation made by the 
applicant (or authorized agent) to the Board of County Commissioners 
("Board") at the public hearing where this development received final 
approval. where such promise or representation, whether oral or written, was 
relied upon by the Board in approving the development. could have 
reasonably been expected to have been relied upon by the Board in 
approving the development, or could have reasonably induced or otherwise 
influenced the Board to approve the development. In the event any such 
promise or representation is not complied with or adhered to, or the project 
deviates from or otherwise conflicts with such promise or representation, the 
County may withhold (or postpone issuance oD development permits and/or 
postpone the recording of (or refuse to record) the plat for the project. For 
purposes of this condition, a "promise" or "representation" shall be deemed to 
have been made to the Board by the applicant (or authorized agent) if it was 
expressly made to the Board at a public hearing where the development was 
considered and approved. 

2 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

3. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development 
permit by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the 
applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not 
create any liability on the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the 
applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed 
by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a violation of 
state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain 
all other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of 
development. 

4. Developer/Applicant has a continuing obligation and responsibility from the 
date of approval of this Preliminary Subdivision plan to promptly disclose to 
the County any changes in ownership, encumbrances, or other matters of 
record affecting the property that is subject to the plan, and to resolve any 
issues that may be identified by the County as a result of any such changes. 
Developer/applicant acknowledges and understands that any such changes 
are solely the developer's/applicant's obligation and responsibility to disclose 
and resolve, and that the developer's/applicant's failure to disclose and 
resolve any such changes to the satisfaction of the County may result in the 
County not issuing (or delaying issuance of) development permits, not 
recording (or delaying recording of) a plat for the property, or both. 

5. Property that is required to be dedicated or otherwise conveyed to Orange 
County (by plat or other means) shall be free and clear of all encumbrances, 
except as may be acceptable to County and consistent with the anticipated 
use. Owner / Developer shall provide, at no cost to County, any and all 
easements required for approval of a project or necessary for relocation of 
existing easements, including any existing facilities, and shall be responsible 
for the full costs of any such relocation prior to Orange County's acceptance 
of the conveyance. Any encumbrances that are discovered after approval of 
a PD Land Use Plan shall be the responsibility of Owner / Developer to 
release and relocate, at no cost to County, prior to County's acceptance of 
conveyance. As part of the review process for construction plan approval(s), 
any required off-site easements identified by County must be conveyed to 
County prior to any such approval, or at a later date as determined by 
County. Any failure to comply with this condition may result in the withholding 
of development permits and plat approval(s). 

6. This project shall be a gated community and shall comply with the minimum 
requirements of the Gated Community Ordinance, Orange County Code 
Sections 34-280, 34-290, and 34-291, as they may be amended from time to 
time. 

7. A mandatory pre-application/sufficiency review meeting for the plat shall be 
required prior to plat submittal, but after approval of the site construction 
plans. The applicant shall resolve, to the County's satisfaction, all items 
identified in the pre-application/ sufficiency review meeting prior to formal 
submittal of the plat to the County. 

3 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

8. A current Level One Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and current title 
opinion shall be submitted to the County for review and approval as part of 
the initial construction plans submittal. 

9. Except as amended, modified, and ! or superseded, the following BCC 
Conditions of Approval, dated June 3, 2014, shall apply: 

a. A waiver from Section 34-171(2) is granted to allow the use of FOOT Type 
F or Type 0 curb on medians, in lieu of median curb as required by the 
code. 

b. Roads and drainage system, including the retention ponds, will be owned 
and maintained by Orange County with an MSBU established for 
stormwater system functionality. Routine maintenance, including 
mowing above and beyond the frequency provided by the County, shall be 
the responsibility of the Home Owners' Association. 

c. Prior to construction plan approval, a master stormwater 
management plan including a drainage study to establish the 100-year 
flood elevation, if none exists, shall be submitted to the Development 
Engineering Division for review and approval. 

d. The stormwater management system shall be designed to retain the 100-
year!24-hour storm event onsite, unless documentation with supporting 
calculations is submitted, which demonstrates that a positive outfall is 
available. If the applicant can show the existence of a positive outfall 
for the subject basin, then the developer shall comply with all 
applicable state and local stormwater requirements and regulations. An 
emergency high water relief outfall shall be provided to assure overflow 
does not cause flooding of surrounding areas. 

e. At the time of platting, documentation shall be provided from Orange 
County Public Schools that this project is in compliance with the 
Capacity Enhancement Agreement. Unless the property is vested and! 
or exempt, the applicant shall be subject to school concurrency and 
required to go through the review process prior to platting. 

f. The applicant must apply for and obtain a capacity encumbrance letter 
prior to construction plan submittal and must apply for and obtain a 
capacity reservation certificate prior to platting. Nothing in this condition 
and nothing in the decision to approve this preliminary subdivision plan. 
shall be construed as a guarantee that the applicant will be able to 
satisfy the requirements for obtaining a capacity encumbrance letter or 
a capacity reservation certificate. 

4 
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DRC Staff Report 
Orange County Planning Division 
BCC Hearing Date: May 10, 2016 

g. Unless a Conservation Area Impact (CAl) permit is approved by Orange 
County consistent with Chapter 15 prior to Construction Plan approval, 
no conservation area or buffer encroachments shall be permitted. 

h. Prior to performance of any earth work or construction, the developer 
shall provide a copy of the completed National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System ( NPDES) Notice of Intent (NOI) form for stormwater 
discharge from construction activities to the Orange County 
Environmental Protection Division, NPDES Administrator. The original 
NOI form shall be sent to the Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection. 

i. The site shall be stabilized following grubbing, clearing, earth work 
or mass grading to establish a dense stand of grass, or shall incorporate 
other approved Best Management Practices on all disturbed areas if 
development does not begin within 7 days. Final stabilization shall 
achieve a minimum of 70% coverage of the disturbed land area and 
shall include a maintenance program to ensure minimum coverage 
survival and overall site stabilization until site development. Prior to 
clearing or grubbing, approval of mass grading or construction plans, a 
letter of credit or cash escrow shall be submitted to the County to 
guarantee the required site stabilization and maintenance of all 
disturbed areas. The County Engineer shall establish the amount of the 
lette r of cred it. 

j. Prior to construction plan submittal, provide an addendum to the Master 
Utility Plan (MUP) for the Parkside PD including hydraulic calculations for 
the mains to be constructed within this PSP. The update shall be 
consistent with the Parkside MUP; otherwise an update to the MUP shall 
be included in the submittal. 

k. Signage shall comply with Ch. 31.5. 

I. The entire pond shall be conveyed to Orange County in fee simple 
prior to or concurrent with the plat. 

m. A six (6) foot high PVC fence shall be provided 5' from the rear 
property lines of lots 24 through 38 and provided within a fence and 
landscape easement with landscaping plans submitted with 
construction plans. The landscaping shall preserve as much natural 
plantings as possible. 

5 
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~ Subject Property 

Zoning 

ZONING: PO (Planned Development District) 
(Kerina Parkside PO) 

APPLICANT: Brian Kittle 
Meritage Homes of Florida, Inc. 

LOCATION: South of Buenavista Woods Boulevard 1 
East of South Apopka Vineland Road 

TRACT SIZE: 36.28 acres 

DISTRICT: #1 

SITlR: 10/24/28 

1 inch = 750 feet 

CDR-15-12-385 

R-CE R-CE 

* Subject Property 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

April 25, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

FROM: ~:::. ::i:~~:. :.~:~~::~o~ne~. 
Community Environmental a~ Development 
Services Department 

CONTACT PERSON: Dean Stites, Manager "\) q4.Af--
Fiscal and Operational Support Division 
(407) 836-5301 

SUBJECT: May 10, 2016 - Adoption Public Hearing 
An Ordinance Affecting the Use of Land in Orange County, 
Florida Relating to School Impact Fees and Associated 
Student Generation Rates; Amending the Orange County 
School Impact Fee Ordinance Codified at Article V, Chapter 
23 of the Orange County Code; Amending Section 34-155 of 
the Orange County Subdivision Regulations to Reflect 
Updated Student Generation Rates; and Providing for an 
Effective Date 

The Planning and Zoning Commission/Local Planning Agency (PZC/LPA) held a public 
hearing on March 17,2016, where they recommended a finding of consistency with the 
Comprehensive Plan and approval of the 2016 School Impact Fee Ordinance 
(Ordinance). As part of their recommendation, the PZC/LPA requested that staff and 
the School Impact Fee Advisory Group (Advisory Group) work on a plan to 
incrementally implement the fee increase. 

On April 7, 2016, the Advisory Group held their final meeting where they reviewed the 
Ordinance. At that meeting the Advisory Group recommended approval of the 
proposed fee increase; however they suggested that the entire impact fee increase be 
deferred until January 1, 2017. The deferment was not supported by Christine 
Bramuchi or Derrick Cox; both of whom were appointed to the Advisory Group by the 
School Board. The Advisory Group also suggested that townhouses should be allowed 
to defer payment of the school impact fees to the certificate of occupancy, upon 
request, rather than requiring payment at building permit issuance. Additionally, the 

• 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - Adoption Public Hearing 
School Impact Fee Ordinance 

Advisory Group recommended certain changes to the alternative impact fee language in 
section 23-144 of Chapter 23. 

The Orange County School Board (School Board) held a public hearing on April 12, 
2016, where they endorsed and recommended transmittal of the Draft School Impact 
Fee Study Update dated February 5, 2016 and Ordinance. The School Board did not 
endorse the Advisory Group's recommendation to defer the impact fee increase until 
January 1, 2017. They also did not endorse the deferment of the payment of impact 
fees for townhouses until certificate of occupancy. 

The Ordinance has been placed on the agenda for the meeting of May 10, 2016 to be 
heard at a public hearing. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Approval of an Ordinance Affecting the Use of Land in 
Orange County, Florida Relating to School Impact Fees 
and Associated Student Generation Rates; Amending the 
Orange County School Impact Fee Ordinance Codified at 
Article V, Chapter 23 of the Orange County Code; 
Amending Section 34-155 of the Orange County 
Subdivision Regulations to Reflect Updated Student 
Generation Rates; and Providing for an Effective Date. All 
Districts 

JVW/DS/BD:rep 

Attachments: Planning and Zoning Commission/Local Planning Agency (PZC/LPA) 
Recommendation Memorandum 
School Impact Fee Advisory Group Recommendation Memorandum 
Orange County Public Schools Letter and Resolution 
2016 School Impact Fee Ordinance 

c: Ajit Lalchandani, County Administrator 
Christopher R. Testerman, AICP, Assistant County Administrator 
Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Director, CEDS Department 
Joel Prinsell, Deputy County Attorney 
Whitney Evers, Assistant County Attorney 
Scott Howat, Senior Executive Director, OCPS 
Rick Collins, Chief Financial Officer, OCPS 
Dale Kelly, Senior Director, OCPS 
Woody Rodriguez, Office of the General Counsel, OCPS 
Eileen Fernandez, Office of the General Counsel, OCPS 
Julie Salvo, AICP Senior Administrator, OCPS 
Steve Tindale, P.E., AICP, Chief Executive Officer, Tindale-Oliver & Associates 
Nilgun Kamp, AICP, Principal, Tindale-Oliver & Associates 
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DRAFT 4/21/16 

2 ORDINANCE NO. 2016-

4 AN ORDINANCE AFFECTING THE USE OF LAND IN 
ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA RELATING TO SCHOOL 

6 IMPACT FEES AND ASSOCIATED STUDENT 
GENERATION RA TES; AMENDING THE ORANGE 

8 COUNTY SCHOOL IMPACT FEE ORDINANCE 
CODIFIED AT ARTICLE V, CHAPTER 23, OF THE 

10 ORANGE COUNTY CODE; AMENDING SECTION 34-155 
OF THE ORANGE COUNTY SUBDIVISION 

12 REGULATIONS TO REFLECT UPDATED STUDENT 
GENERATION RATES; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 

14 EFFECTIVE DATE. 

16 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF ORANGE 

COUNTY: 

18 Section I. The Orange County Code, Chapter 23, AIiicIe V, School Impact Fees, is 

hereby amended in part as set forth in Section 2 below with the new language indicated by 

20 underlining and the deleted language being struck through. 

Section 2. Orange County Code, Chapter 23, Article V, School Impact Fees, IS 

22 hereby amended as follows: 

24 

26 

28 

30 

32 

34 

36 

ARTICLE V. SCHOOL IMPACT FEES 
DIVISION 1. GENERALLY 

Sec.23-121. Definitions. 

When used in this aiticIe, the following terms shall have 
the following meanings, nnless the context otherwise clearly 
reqUIres: 

Affordable hO/lsing shall mean housing as described in 
Section 73-163 hereof and detined 111 Orange Countv 
Administrative Regulation 4.08. 
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72 

74 

76 

78 

80 

82 

* * * 

Duplex shall mean a building with two (2) dwelling units 
which has two (2) kitchens and is designed for or occupied 
exclusively by two (2) families. The units of a duplex must be 
connected by a common wall. 

* * * 

Multi(al11i!v ,ill"ellillg uilit shall mean a dwelling unit 
located in a building or a portion of a building (including, but not 
limited to accessory dwelling units, apmiments, :ownhouses 
duplexes, triplexes, guadraplexes, and condominiums), regardless 
of form of ownership, which building contains more than one (1) 
dwelling unit designed for occupancy by a single family, and such 
dwelling units are customarily offered for rent on a monthly basis, 
generally for a minimum six-month lease period. 

* *;': 

Ouadruple" shall mean a building with four (4) dwelling 
units which has four (4) kitchens and is designed for or occupied 
exclusively by four (4) families. Each unit of a guadraplex must be 
connected by a common wall. 

Rcsidcl1Iial means multifamily dwelling units, mobile 
homes, townhouses, or single-family detached houses. 

*** 

Stlldent hOllsing shall mean any multi-family development 
or portion thereof where the dwelling units are designed and 
constructed as three (3) or more bedrooms with three (3) or more 
bathro0111S which is 111arketed and/or rented to students attending a 
local college, university, communitv coile"e, or privnte school. or 
mw multi-familv development or portion thereof comprised of 
dwelling units consisting of three (3) or more bedrooms and less 
than three (3) bathrooms where the bedrooms are leased separatelv. 

T01l"l1/lOllse shall mean a selt~contaiJJcd dwelling which is 
desic!I1ed and constructed so that the unit and the lot on which it is 
located may be individuallv owned. Townhouse units arc separated 
bv fireproof and soundproof walls and nrc designed to provide 
pnVHCY. 

2 
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84 

86 
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90 

92 

94 
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98 
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110 
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114 

116 

118 

120 

122 

124 

126 

128 

Triplex shall mean a building with three (3) dwelling units 
which has three (3) kitchens and is designed for or occupied 
exclusively by three (3) families. Each unit of a triplex must be 
COlU1ected by a common wall. 

Workfilrce h01lsing shall mean multifamily housil1g, which 
may inelude the residen:ial component only ofa milled use project, 
located withill the unineoll'lorated area of Orange Count)'. Fort)' 
(40) percent of ",bch is reseR'ed fur individuals or families v;hose 
annual household income, as adjusted fur household size, does not 
exceed eighty (80) flercent of tHe area median il:come. Vierkfurce 
housing shall not include other t)'jJes of meltifamily hOllsing, sU€lt 
as student heusi-ng, nursing homes, senior living facilities, or 
assisted living faciliti-e;; as described in Section 23-163 hereof and 
defined in Orange County Administrative Regulation 4.08. 

Sec. 23- J 22. Findings. 

It is hereby ascertained, determined and declared that: 

(1) In ~ 2011, at the request of the school board, the 
board enacted amended a school impact fee ordinance which, prior 
to the W++ 2016 revisions, W'B" reflected school impact fees in the 
amounts of !;11,Wlf),OO $6.575.00 for single-family houses, 
£;6,617.00 $'1,921.00 for multifamily units (which included 
townhouses at the time), and $6,341.00 $4,345.00 for mobile 
homes. ill-roce gni+ien-tl7frt-l-and acqei&iti-en-ees\s and censtmc:ien 
cos:s were increasing ae the 61ne the srdinance ',':a;;.-enacteEl, the 
ordinance pl'ffi'ffied for 31l-tlllllUal automatic 5% increase fur onch 
impact fee, he"", eyer, the 5% iflel'Oase scheduled fur--J-anuary 28, 
"01 I was s'dsflonded by ordinanc-e-+lumber JOII 01 at :he req,,-e&t 
of the school board. 

* ~: * 

(5) Section 163.3177, Florida Statutes. requires the 
county to adopt a comprehensive plan containing a capital 
improvements element which considers the need and location of 
public C1cilities within its areas of jurisdictjon and the projected 
revenue source which will be utilized to femel these f'lcilities. 
Furthermore. pursuant to section 163.3177. Florida Stnlutes, in 
1997, the board adopted a "public school facilities element" as pan 
of the county's comprehensive j361i-E-)' plan. and goal no. 4 of the 
elell1ent eomains policies calling for review and upda1ing of the 
school impact fee. 

3 
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~: * * 
(9) The projected capital improvements to the school 

system and the allocation of projected costs between those 
necessary to serve existing development and those required to 
accommodate the educational needs of future residential 
construction as presented in the study entitled "Orange County 
Public Schools School Impact Fee Study Update ~ Final 
RepOli" dated MaJ' 10,2011 February 5,2016, is hereby approved 
and adopted by the county, and such study is found to be based on 
the most recent and localized data and to be consistent with the 
comprehensive plan of the county and with the requirements of 
section 163.3180 I, Florida Statutes, 

* * * 

(12) The establishment of a school impact fce is 
consistent with the comprehensive ~ plan and is specifically 
found to serve a county purpose, 

*** 

(14) Within a four-year period fi'om the effective date of 
the ~ 2016 revisions to this miicle, this article will be subject to 
review pursuant to section 23- I 67, Orange County Code, 

(I g) The board enacced ordinanee I1HlBBer "gil 01 on 
May 10, 2011 ('I,ic1l an effeetiyc date "fMay P, 2011), providing 
for a cemporary cwenty fiye percent (15%) reduet-ien of coun:y 
impact fue&-ether thGn scl:ool ilBpae: fees, an4---j3royiEling for a 
tel'nperar), reducciol1 of school impact fees to the amom::s in the 
scl'l€C+ule:d feTlh-hei't'Ht-i-l'l-seettel1 22 IiI (c), 

Sec. 23-124, Adoption of impact fce study. 

The board hereby adopts and incorporates by reference the 
study entitled ··Orange County Public Schools School Impact Fcc 
Studv Update &R~ Final Report" dated May 10, "O-l-I-Febmarv 5, 
2016, 

4 
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DIVISION 2. SCHOOL IMPACT FEES 

Sec. 23-141. Imposition. 

(a) Except to the extent exempted by general or special 
law, all residential construction occurring within the county, both 
within the unincorporated area and within the municipal 
boundaries of the cities, for which a building permit is issued 
subsequent to the effective date of this article, shall pay the school 
impact fee. 

(b) Effective from May J6. 70J6. until August 14. 
2016, A-all residential construction occurring within the county, 
for which building permits are issued eB aBEl 13efere May 11 ,1011 , 
BetIT within the unincorporated area and w-i#l-ifi the llll:nicipal 
boundaries of the eit-ies-various municipalities, shall pay the 
following school impact fee: 

(I) Single-family detached house (per dwelling 
unit) ... $13.041.00 6.525.00 

(2) Multifamily dwelling unit and townhouse 
(per dwelling unit) ... $7,328.003.921.00 

(3) Mobile home (per dwelling unit) . . . 
$0,994.004,345.00 

(c) Effective August 15. 7016. A Slll residential 
construction occurring within the county, for which building 
permits are issued en aBEl after-May 13, 101 1, beth within the 
unincorporated area and wit-hin the HHmicil'sl boundaries of the 
ei-t±e& various municiJ}alities, shall pay the following school impact 
fee: 

School Impact Fee Schedule 

Land Use Tvpe Impact Fee 
Single Family 
Detached $~8,784.00 

!\Illlti-f llmily 3,921,5.919.00 
Towtlh ouse 6.930.00 
I\Iobilc Home ~6,088.00 

5 
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(The sehool iffipae! fee sehee,lle set fer:h in this sHBseetion (e) v. as 
originally teffiporarily aeopted pm-sHant to See:ion 5 of ordinanee 
HHmeer 2011 04, effeetive May J 3, 2011, anE! eeeame permaneHt 
j'lHrsHaBt to Seetion 2 of ordinanee Bilineer 2011 04, effeetive JHne 
J 0, 20 J 1.) 

Sec. 23-142. Payment. 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this article, prior to 
the issuance of a building pe1111it for multi-family residential 
eonstrue:ion (with the exception of duplexes) or townhouse 
construction, an applicant shall pay the school impact fee as set 
fOlih in section 23-141, Orange County Code. However, for single
family detached homes or duplexes, the applicant may elect to pay 
the applicable fee no later than immediately prior to the issuance of 
the celtificate of occupancy. 

Sec. 23-143. Use ofmollies. 

* * * 

(f) In the event that a building pennit, issued for 
residential constlUction, expires or otherwise becomes invalid prior 
to completion of the residential conslluction for which it was issued 
and for which a school impact fee was paid, the applicant may, 
within one hundred twenty (120) days of the expiration or invalidity 
of the building pemlit, apply for a refund of the school impact fee. 
Failme to timely apply for a refund of the school impact fee shall 
waive any right to a refund. 

(1) The application for refund shall be 
filed with the local govemment that issued the subj ect building 
permit, with a copy to the superintendent, and contain the 
following: 

a. The name and address of the applicant; 

b. The location of the propelty which was the 
subject of the building pennit; 

c. The date the school impact fee was paid; 

d. A copy of the receipt of payment for the 
school impact fee; and 

e. The dale the building pennit was issued 
and the date of expiration or that it was declared invalid. 

6 
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(2) After verifying that the building 
pernlit has expired or become invalid and that the residential 
construction has not been completed, the governing entity holding 
such fee shall refund it. The School Board and one or more 
municipalities may, by separate agreement, modify the process for 
issuance of impact fee refunds. 

(3) A building permit which is 
subsequently issued for residential construction on the same 
property which was the subject of a refund shall pay the school 
impact fee based on the rate effective as of the date of the 
subsequently pulled building pennit as required herein. 

Sec, 23-144. Alternative school impact fee calculation. 

(a) In the evcnt an applicant believes that the impact to 
the school system necessitated by residential construction is less 
than established in the ::Orange County Public Schools School 
Impact Fee Study Update &ffit!.y Final Report:.: dated May 10,2011 
February 5, 2016, Bl'l4-adojltod bY .... 'rofel'once in sootioR 23 111, 
GraHge-C--ffllfl'ly--C-ode, such applicant may, prior to issuance of a 
building permit for such residential construction, submit a 
calculation of an altemative school impact fee. Consistent with the 
Florida case law requircments for a valid school impact fee and the 
mandate for the provision of a uniform system of free public 
schools in Atiicle IX, section I, Florida Constitution, any 
determination of a lesser impact to the school system created by 
residential construction under the alternative school impact fee 
calculation process provided in this subsection shall not be based 
on the projected or current use of the residemial project but shall 
be based on a consideration that the permanent physical 
characteristics or limitations of the residential construction will 
generate fewer students initially and during their useful life than 
the student gencration assumptions utilized in the impact fee study. 

DIVISION 3. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

Sec. 23-161. Exemptions. 

The following shall be exempted (l"om payment of the 
impact fees: 

7 
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344 

(7) Student housing. 

(8) The construction of an accessory dwelling ullit as 
defined in section 38-1, Orange County Code, provided, however, 
that the living area of the accessory dwelling unit does not exceed 
500 square feet. 

i..2l County facilities constructed for nonproprietary 
governmental purposes. 

* * * 

Sec. 23-163. Workforce and affordable honsing. 

Any single family residential unit, multi-family dwelling 
unit, townhouse, or mobile home within a project that has been 
certified as a workforce or affordable housing development e!'--\ftffi 
lTa,s--reeeived a certificate of aifordability fi'OB'> 2Y-the Orange 
County Housing and Community Development Division may be 
eligible for financial incentives pursuant to Orange County 
Administrative Regulation 4.08 to help oifset school impact fees. 

The terms "workforce housing development," "affordable," 
"low income," and "velY low income" shall be as defined in 
Orange County Administrative Regulation 4.08, as it may be 
amended or replaced ii'om time to time. 

The board shall adopt administrative regulations and 
guidelines to implement this section and to ensure that a housing 
unit that is granted incentives to help offset school impact fees 
remains affordable. 

:;: * :;: 

Sec. 23-167, Review requirement, 

(a) This article and the impact fce study shall be 
reviewed by the board, in consultation with the school board and 
eities municipalities, at least Ollce every four (4) years. The initial 
and each subsequent review shall consider, but not be limited to. 
all c0111ponents of the impact fee study accepted in section 23-124. 
Orange County Code. Such review shall also include iLdetaikd 
Bl'ltl~al1alysis of the economic impact of this article suHicie11l to 
complv with the requirements of Section 16'.31 SO I. Florida 
Statutes. The purpose of this review is to demonstrate that this 
impact fee does not exceed reasonably anticipated costs associated 

8 
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386 

with growth-necessitated capital improvements. In the event the 
review of the article and impact fee study required by this section 
alters or changes the assumptions, conclusions and findings of the 
ill1j3aet fee study accepted by refereBee ill seetien 23 J 24 "Orange 
County Public Schools School Impact Fee Study Update Final 
RepOlt" dated February 5, 20 16, then such study shall be amended 
and updated to reflect the assumptions, conclusions and findings of 
such reviews and the impact fee shall be amended in accordance 
therewith. 

(b) The board hereby establishes a School Impact Fee 
Advisory GreupCommittee, the purpose of which will be to 
recommend a methodology for performing the school impact fee 
study. Where practicable, such methodology should be consistent 
with the prior school impact fee. The advisory ~committee 
shall review the school impact fee study, update methodology 
where necessary to utilize the most accurate and recent local data, 
and may review the school impact fee ordinance and recommend 
revisions to it. The advisory ~committee will be comprised of 
seven (7) members: three (3) members selected by the school 
board and four (4) members selected by the county, one (1) of 
which will represent the interests· of the Henoe Builders 
AssB8atiol1 of Mjti-Rffi~reater Orlando Builders Association. 
Meetings will be coordina1ed and suppOlted by county staff 

*** 
See. 23 179. Pilat jll'agrom fer defelTol sf imjloet fees fal' 

wal'l(fel'ee Hausing. 

(a) Gcncrfll. In lieu of the llaj'll1e&, of sehool imllaet 
fees at the ,ime of the issuance of b1±ilding j3ernlits, as set ferth in 
8ection 2, 142, OI'EH'lge Geunty Gose, EH'l allllJieant fer a 
Werkferee Rensing 13reject Inaj' 1l1'0j3ose te enter in,e an 
agreement \Vi:h the Gounty to defer tho j3G)'l110I1't of school impact 
fees as set ferth below. The eounty sball only defer scheel impaot 
fees if the Seheol Board has agreed, in 'Nl'itiHg, to tile sefenal ef 
soheel impaet fees after cOl1sideratien of ,he j3ropesed Werkferee 
Ronsing j3rej eet. This seetieH is Het intended in any v<,ay to relieve 
an aj3j31ieant ef any eel1eulTOfley l'eEj:1±il'eJoneats tllat rnay be 
aplllieable to their llrej eet, or tlle reEj:tlil'ement Ibat ,'he alllllieant 
enter into a Gaj3aeity EnhaneeJo11el1t Agl'eemeJolt with the 8011001 
Board, as alllllicable. 

9 
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410 

412 

414 

416 

418 

420 

422 

424 

(\3) Criteria, To EJ:ualifY fer the Eleferral of sellool 
inrllaet fees as set feltll lIerein, tlle Workferee Housiug proj eet 
shall uleet the fellowing eriteria: 

(1) The llrej eet Blust 13 e fr]3llrO'l'eEi as a 
Viorkferee Housing llrejeet 13y the Orange CoUftty Housing anEi 
COBlffiUnity Deve±ollBlem Division, 

(2) The Sellool "Boffi'EI nlust allllrove the llrojeet 
anEi agree to the Eleferral of seaeel illl!laet fees, Iu aElElitien to the 
agreOHlem: with the Ceumy, as Eles6rilleElherein, the Sehool "BoarEl, 
at its aiseretiofl, shEIn 13ass a resolution Sf elT1:er mto as agreem:eFlt 
with the Alllllieaat (whiea Blay iaeluEle an ffiueaEiBlelT: to au 
ellistiflg Cfr]3aeity Bahaaeeulem Agreement) uleulorializing any 
aElElitional terms relating to the Eleferral of seaool ial]3aet fees; Iu 
the e'{em: the terms of an agreemeat the Sehool "BoarEi enters Imo 
WM the Alllllieffilt eonfliet wi:b :he tenus of tlle agreOHleat that the 
AllPlieant eaters iuto with tlle County, the terBlS of the Couuly's 
agreOHlent shall eOIT:rol. 

(3) The owner 01' Eleveloper (refelTeEi to herein 
as "A]3plieant") of the jlrejeet shall effier into an agreeilleffi.',,:i:b 
the Cowlty, in a ferm aeeej3table to tbe COURty, mem8nalizmg 
terms eonsistem with tbe followiug requirealeffis: 

a, TlIe agreeuleffi nlUst 13e preseffieEl to 
anEi fr]3preveEl13y tbe "BOffi'EI of Cowlty Commissiouers prior to tbe 
issuauee of a 13uilEling llemli!. TIle "BOffi'EI of Cowlty 
COlllmissioners shall fr]3prove sueh au agreealem only if it finEis 
that :be agree111ellt will fr]3portion the 13mElea of ellpellElitw'e for 
new faeilities in a just ffilEi eEjuita13le mffilllel', eonsisteffi ,<yith ilie 
llfineiples set fordl in Ce"tracler& &: Builders Assecialiefl ... , Cit:t' 
e} Dtlf1cdi", 329 So, 2E1 311 (Fla, 1976), HellYH'eed ]"e, ... , 
Bre1fard Cell"I)" 432 So, 2E1 808 (Fla, 4th DCA 1983), eer!, 
EleaieEl, 440 So, 2E1 352 (Fla, 1983); ffilEi Heme Buikier& ami 
Ce"tmcters Asseeialie" ef Pfflln Bette" CelOlly, ]"e, v, Beffrd ef 
Cebmtl' Cemmissie"crs sf Fall" Beach Ce ll" I)', 4 4 8 So, 2E1 140 
(Fla, 4th DCA 1984), eel'!, EleuieEl, 451 So, 2d 848 (Fla, 1984), 
Whell eonsidel'ing a prejeet fer fr]3proval, the "Board of COWlt)' 
Commissionel's may eonsiEler feetors iueluEling, 13ut not limiteEi to, 
the prollimity of the jlrejeet to: a major emjlloYel', a ,Illaj~r 
ealjlloynleat eelltel', 01' n:aBB transit; 01' whetller tbe jlroj ee! IS 
10eateEi in an idelltifieElreElevelopmeat area; 

10 
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428 
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432 

434 

436 

438 

440 

442 

444 

446 

448 

450 

452 

454 

456 

458 

460 

462 

ll. The agreemeltt R*lSt lle reconiea iR 
the official recoras of Orange COURty, Floriaa at the Applicant's 
ellpeRse; 

e, The agreefH:8f11: sHall semaia a HR8efl 
(15) ),ear restrictive COVeRallt rur.niRg with the lana imposiRg the 
Woricforee HousiRg limitatioRS (i.e. 40% of the uRits shall lle 
reservsa fer resiEieHts at gg~G Of less sftes ai.sa BlesiBE: ineoHlo); 

a. The agreemeltt shall sufficielttly 
aescrille the real propOliy to whieh the pilot pregranl aj3plies aRa 
shall proyiae that the aeferml of impact fees shall Rot lle 
traRsfei·allle to othOl· real propOliy; aRa 

e. The agreOiReItt shall have a 
termiRatioR aate fifty feur (54) mORths froRl ,he aate ofissuaRce of 
the first lluilaiRg pern;it fer a Workferce HousiRg prej ect; 
proviaes, however, that any ollligations OR the PlRi of the 
Applicant that may lle outstaFlSiRg at the eRs of the 54 11l0Rth term 
shall survive the e)[piratioR of the agreemOilt. 

(4) TIle AppliCaFlt must previse sectH·it)' fer the 
repaJ'HleRt of the EleferreEi iffii3act fees as reEj:UireEi hereiR. 

(5) All ElefelTes impact fees shalille pais iR full 
ll)' the e)[piration of the agreemeltt, reglR·Elless of when the euilEling 
pOiRlit(s) was issuea. 

(e) At least one lluilsiRg pOl·mit R1USt ee aj3pliea 
fer ana issesa, aRe eenstluetion eOllHTl9B:sea, l;vitHin F.yslv9 (12) 
mORths from the effective Elate of the agreOiReRt. 

(7) All sefeiTeEi ifnpact fees shall ee payallie at 
the rate iR effect when the euilai,ng pel'Hlit is issuea ana shall 
aea'tle-lnt-erest-{i3flyahl-e-t,,-!he--Geunt-Y;iJi'evffieE!,.oowevOl,;-+htlHhe 
School BOIR·EI shall ee elttitleEi to receive the pro rata sllare of the 
interest that accrues OR the aefeiTea school impact fees) franl the 
Elate the al±ilEiing ¥lenna is isstlea at a rate GEttisl to td19 138i14( fJri11l9 
rate less one quarter (1/4) point (i.e. 25 easis pOiRtS) (the "Base 
Rate"). TIle rate saall lle reset 011 a calellaar quarterly llasis ana 
shall ae ea13fJeEi at a 111ffidn1tH:H rate of tlle Base Rffie 1311::9 Fear (4) 
points (i.e. 400 llasis poillts) (the "M8)cinm11l Rate"). 

(8) The prej eet shall hfrve a mini11lunl of 100 
EPNelling units aRa a ma)[inlBRl of 400 av:elliRg BRits. 

11 
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(9) The preieet shall lle leeatea withffi the 
Dreaft Service ,\i'ea, 

(1(:)) Werkfuree Heusiftg pilet preiects shall lle 
limitea te efte per GeURty Gemmissieft Distl1et aRa shall lle 
ceftsiaerea aRa aj3preved eft a "first ceme, first servea" llasis. 

(II) Applieatiefts fur deferral ef iffiJ3act fues fur 
Werkfuree Heusffig Pl*suaRt te this pilet pregram shall lle 
sullmitted te the Geuftt)' ftet later than July I, 2011. 

(e) See,wi(v. 1ft erder ,e seeure the pa)'llHll1t ef the 
eeful:rea impact fues, ,ohe ApplieaRt shall, at the sele a,scretlen ef 
the Beard ef GeuRty Gemmissieners previae secul1ty fer the 
aefu_ent. SecUl1ty shall lle ift aR ameunt sufHcieflt te ee'ter all 
eeful-rea iftl]3aet fues (ifteluaiftg seheel m.,paet fues, if aj3plieallle) 
auE! all aefurred utilities eaj3ital eoharges, The seem'ity shall ffieluae 
aft anleURt ef estimatea interest, calculeted llasea U]3en the 
Mallinlum Rate, te lle accruea eyer the lifu eHhe aefu!',.al [rent the 
aate ef the issnance ef the first lluilaing permit Ufltil the 
te1'fnffiatieft aa,e ef the agreemeflt, In aaaitien te the security, a 
lien ift ffryer ef Oraage GeUflty eft the sulliect prepel1)', whieoh shall 
lle sullerdiftate te any ceftstl'Uctieft finaftciftg fur the preieet, shall 
lle placea en ,ohe preper:y. The seeurity previaea may censist ef 
efte er mere efthe fullewiftg: 

(I) Aft ilTe'<'eeallle, aemand araw, standlly lettel' 
ef creait, ift funn acceptallie to the GeUflty, 

a. The leeler ef eredit shalllle d,.awft eft 
''- . f"A" L..tt a llank aeceptallie te the GellRty Wltti a ratmg 0 n er ue er as 

aetelmiftea lly ,we of the top ti1f'ee ftatieftally reeegnli3ea credit 
ratiftg ageflcies, If the ratiHg efthe let,er ef credit llaftk falls ll,olew 
all "A", the Applicant shall replaee the letter ef credit '.'<'fth a 
een[erming le.:ter ef credit U]3eft thirty (30) aa)'s netice fImE the 
Geooty; 

ll, The letter sf creait llank shall lle a 
Flerida Qualifiea Pulllic Depssitery, pursuaftt te Ghaj3ter 280, 
fleriaa Statutes, If the letter of eredit llank loses its status as a 
fleriaa Qualified Pulllie DepssitoFj, :he ApplicaRt shall replace 
the le,:er ef credit with a confunning leeer of credit U]3eH thirty 
(30) aays ftetiee fro111 the GeuRt)'; 
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522 

524 

526 

528 

530 

532 
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e. The letter of ereElit Bank }ffilst luwe 
an offiee or Branei, ':.'itltin the tri e01mty area (Orange, Oseeola, 
Seminole) where the letter of ereElit ean Be Elrawn Hj3on; anEl 

e. The let1:ef sf ereElit H1l.iSt sefltaiH 

ElefauitiElraw llrovisions aeeOfltaBle to the Connty. 

(2) US Treasury seeurities aeeOfltaBle in t)'fle 
anEl term cO the County to Be transferreEl to !lie County as eollateral 
for the EleferreEl iRfllaet fees. 

(El) Ollinion letters. In ooElfiion to !lie seeurfiy to ae 
llroviEleEl as olttliaeEl aBO'le, the County shall reeeh'e an ollinion 
from a qualifieEl aaniu'Hj3tey attorney iaElieetiag !liat !lie County 
woulEl ae llroteeteEl unEler vA,atever seem'ity is llroviEleEl in tI,e 
event !lie Alllllieant files for aaulEHlfltey. The olliaion shall e8me 
R'om an attorney or la':.' filln seleeteEl ay !lie County anEl llaiEl for 
ay!lie Alllllieent. Following ,he first allllroveEl'Norkfuree l.J:ousing 
llrojeet, !lie County may ehoose to reeeive a ae", olliaioa or hEwe 
!lie original ollinion ullElateEl. 

(e) &bmset. E1Eeellt for EI!llllieations for llroj eets 
suBmitteElBefo!'e July I, 2911 this llilet llrogranl shall SlHlSet ea 
July 1, 2911 wi!liout fuMe!' aetion ay the BoaraofCounty 
Commissioners. 

Sectiol1 3. Public school sites, Orange County Code, Chapter 34, Article y, 

Section 34-155, Design Standards, Public Sites and Open Spaces is hereby amended as follows: 

ARTICLE V, DESIGN STANDARDS 

DIVISION I. GENERAL 

Sec, 34-155. Public sites and open spaces 

(b) Plfblic schoo/ ,\;Ies. In proposed subdivisions as 
defined in subparagraph (I) below, public school sites shall be 
designated on the preliminary subdivision plan prior (0 acceptance 
of such plan. Where reservation of school sites is determined, an 
executed deed or the required reservation and maintenance 
agreemcnt, as noted in subparagraph (2) shall be approved by the 
board of county commissioners. 
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540 

542 

544 

546 

548 

(1) Multiplier of students per dwelling unit. 
The school age population shall be determined based on the 
following rate: 

Single-Family 
Multi-family 
Townhouse 
Mobile Home 

G-4*0.417 
~0.281 

0.329 

* * * 
550 In all other respects, section 34-155 shall remain unchanged. 

552 

554 

556 

558 

560 

562 

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect on May 16, 2016. 

ENACTED THIS 10'10 DAY OF MAY, 2016. 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
By: Board of County Commissioners 

By: 
Teresa .T acobs 
Orange County Mayor 

564 ATTEST: J\.1arlha O. Haynie. County Comptroller 
As Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 

566 

568 

570 

By:cc------ccc-c:----------
Deputy Clerk 

S:\WEvcrs\Ordinal1ces_Resolutions\School IF\2016 School Impact Fee Ord vS 4-21-16BCC.docx 
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Orange County Public Schools 

April IS, 2016 

The Honorable Teresa Jacobs 
Mayor of Orange County 

445 West Amelia Street· Orlando, FL 32801~1129· Phone 407.317.3200· www.ocps.net 

20 I S. Rosalind Avenue, 5th Floor 
Orlando, Florida 32801 

Re: School Impact Fee Study Update 

Deal' Mayor Jacobs: 

Enclosed for consideration by the Board of County Commissioners is the School Board of Orange County's 
("School Board") resolution endorsing and transmitting the School Impact Fee Study Update, dated February 
5,2016 ("Impact Fee Study"). 

The Impact Fee Study incorporates the recommendations by the School Impact Fee Advisory Group 
("Advisory Group"), which met six times between August and April to review the components of the impact 
fee methodology. 

The School Board believes the Impact Fee Study provides a conservative estimate of the cost to construct new 
school capacity to address residential growth in Orange County. 

The resolution was unanimously approved by the School Board on April 12, 2016. However, the School Board 
did not SUppOlt two of the Advisory Group's additional suggestions. The first suggestion, to change the 
anticipated implementation date of August 2016 to January I, 2017, would reduce revenue to Orange County 
Public Schools by $7·$10 million, and could delay critical projects that would provide much needed student 
stations for the children of Orange County. The second suggestion, allowing townhomes to defer paymenls 
from building permit issuance to certificate of occupancy, would cause logistical and budgetary issues. 

The School Board would like to thank the Advisory Group members for their service and Orange County staff 
for coordinating the Advisory Group meetings, 

On behalf of the School Board, I'd like to thank you for your continued support of Orange County Public 
Schools. 

Barbara M. Jenkins, Ed.D. 
Superintendent 

Cc: The Schoo! Board of Orange County 
Diego "Woody" Rodriguez, OCPS General Counsel 
Richard L. Collins, Chief Financial Officer, OCPS 
John T. Morris, Chief Facilities Officer, OCPS 
SCDtt D. Howat, Senior Executive Director, OCPS 

Attachments 

"ThE: Ot-ange (ouny School Board is an equal opportunity agency:' 
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ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
445 West Amelia Street, Orlando, FL 32801 
407-317-3200 
OCPS Means Success! 

Agenda Item Details 

Meeting Apr 12, 2016 - Public Hearing & School Board Meeting 5:30 PM 

16. Non ConsentlNon Consent Emergency Items 

Page 1 on 

Category 

Subject 16.03 Request Endorsement and Transmittal of the Draft School Impact Fee Study 
Update dated Dated February 5, 2016 and Ordinance as Recommended by the School 
Impact Fee Advisory Committee Group to the Orange County Board of County 
Commission for Adoption, With the Exception of Their Recommended Implementation 
Date for the New Fee Schedule and the Recommended Delay of Payment for 
Townhomes. 

Type Action 

Recommended 
Action 

Endorsement and Transmittal of the Draft School Impact Fee Study Update dated Dated 
February 5, 2016 and Ordinance as Recommended by the School Impact Fee Advisory 
Committee Group to the Orange County Board of County Commission for Adoption, With 
the Exception of Their Recommended Implementation Date for the I,ew Fee Schedule 
and the Recommended Delay of Payment for Townhomes. 

Endorsement and Transmittal ofthe ['co." School Impact Fee Study Update :!:.:::' Dated February 5, 2016 and 
Ordinance as Recommended by the School Impact Fee Advisory C',:,~,:-;:::t:g Group to the Orange County Board of 
County Commission for Adoption. With the Exception of Their Recommended Implementation Date for the New Fee 
Schedule and the Recommended Delay of Payment for Townhomes. 

BACKGROUND: 

To comply with the technical study requirements of the school impacl fee ordinance and given the recent changes in 
variables affecting the school impact fee. Orange County Public Schools ("OCPS") retained the consulting firm Tindale 
Oliverto update the school impact fee schedule. The current adopted impact fee schedule is based on a 2011 study. 

An impact fee is a one-time capital charge levied against new development to fund infrastructure capacity consumed by new 
growth. Impact fee revenues can only be used for capacity expansion projects and not for expenses related to replacement, 
maintenance, or operations. 

Beginning in August 2015, the draft study (Attachment A) was developed in partnership wilh Orange County and the School 
Impact Fee Advisory Group ("Advisory Group"), which comprised seven (7) members - three (3) appOinted by the SCll001 
Board, three (3) appointed by the Orange County Board of County Commission ("BCC"), and one (1) appointed by the 
Greater Orlando Builders Association ("GOBA"), The draft study was presented and discussed at a board workshop on 
January 19. 2016. 

Key study findings include: 

The cost per student station increased by 34% since the 2011 study. 
The revenue credit increased by 5% since the 2011 study. 
The student generation rate remained stable. 
Townhouses were identified as a new category due to a student generation rate that was higher than multi-family, but 

lower than single family. 
The study recommends an overall increase in fees to reflect the market changes since 2011, 

4/18/2016 
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Two neighboring school districls recently completed school impact fee studies and subsequently increased their rates. Lake 
County School District now charges $9,324.00 for a single family dwelling unit, and Osceola County School District now 
charges $10,187.00 for a single family dwelling unit. 

Attachment 2 contains the draft ordinance that will be adopted by the BCC to implement the new impact fee. T'e: :::I'··c'e:: 
'.";l! :2~~2 = •• ::: '::0 ,.-1:,~,,,, :::-:':"'" DeC :''.:~'"'j:;:''n. Other proposed changes to the ordinance include the addition of student 
housing to the list of land uses that are exempt from paying school impact fees, adding a definition for "townhouse," an 
update of the student generation rates, and removal of obsolete sections. The ordinance will take effect 90 days after BCC 
adoption (August 8, 2016). 

The Advisory Group met on April 7, 2016 and recommended adoption of the proposed ordinance but also voted 4·2 to 
request the BCC implement the fee schedule portion of the ordinance on January 1. 2017 and also voted to delay payments 
of impact fees for townhomes. upon request bv the developer. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

This action will result in an increase in school impact fee revenue to OCPS, as follows: 

I::vi::~;:~g Pre~ 
Current Rate Proposed 

Housing Type RecessionRate 
(From 2011 Study} New Rate 

{From 2007 Study} 

Single Family $13,041.00 $6,525.00 $8,784.00 

Townhouse $7,328.00 $3,921.00 $6,930.00 
Multi·Family $7,328.00 $3,921.00 $5,919.00 
Mobile Home $6,994.00 $4,345.00 $6,088.00 

If the implementation date of this fee schedule is January 1, 2017, per the recommendation of the Advisory Group, the 
projected fiscal impact to OCPS is a loss of between $7.000,000.00 and $10,000,000.00 in impact fee revenue. 

RECOMMENDED RESOLUTION: 

Endorsement and Transmittal of the ,,:','j School Impact Fee Study Update :'0'::' Dated February 5, 2016 and Ordinance as 
Recommended by the School Impact Fee AdvisOIY Committee to the Orange County Board of County Commission for 
Adoption, With the Exception of Their Recommended Implementation Date for the New Fee Schedule and the 
Recommended Delay of Payment for Townhomes. 

SUBMITTED AND PREPARED BY: 

Scott D. Howat, Senior Executive Director of Planning, Governmental & Labor Relations 
Carol A. McGowin, Ed.D, Director, Planning, Governmental Relations & Student Enrollment 
Eileen D. Fernandez, Esq., Associate General Counsel, Legal Services 
Julie C. Salvo, AICP, Senior Administrator, Planning & Governmental Relations 

1- Attachment 1 -lmoact Fee Study Update - DRAFT 2-5-16.Ddf /18,851 KG) 

~ttachment 3 - Recommendations Reoort3,odf (441 KB) 

Attachment 2 -.pdf /3,416 I<B) 

Motion & Voting 

Endorsement and Transmittal of the Draft School Impact Fee Study Update dated Dated February 5, 2016 
and Ordinance as Recommended by the School Impact Fee Advisory Committee Group to the Orange County 
Board of County Commission for Adoption, With the Exception of Their Recommended Implementation Date 
for the New Fee Schedule and the Recommended Delay of Payment for Townhomes. 

Motion by Joie W Cadle, second by Pamela Gould. 
Final Resolution: ~10tion Carries 

411 8/2016 
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Yea: Kathleen B Gordon, Joie W Cadle, M Daryl Flynn, Linda Kobert, Pamela Gould, Nancy W Robbinson, 
Christine Moore 
Not Present at Vote: William E Sublette 

OCPS EEO Non-Discrimination Statement 
The School Board of Orange County, Florida, does not discriminate in admission or access to, or 
treatment or employment in its programs and activities, on the basis of race, color, religion, age, 
sex, national origin, marital status, disability, genetiC information, sexual orientation, gender 
identity or expression, or any other reason prohibited by law. The following individuals at the 
Ronald Blocker Educational Leadership Center, 44S W. Amelia Street, Orlando, Florida 32801, 
attend to compliance matters: ADA Coordinator & Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) 
Supervisor: Carianne Reggio; Section 504 Coordinator: Latonia Green; Acting Title IX Coordinator: 
Jennifer Gramzinski (407.317.3200) 

4118/2016 
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Introduction 

To comply with the technical study update requirements of the impact fee ordinance and 

given the recent changes in variables affecting the school impact fee, Orange County Public 

Schools (OCPS) retained Tindale Oliver to update the school impact fee schedule. The current 

adopted impact fee schedule is based upon a 2011 study, adopted at 100 percent. 

An impact fee is a one-time capital charge levied against new development to fund 

infrastructure capacity consumed by new growth. Impact fee revenues can only be used for 

capacity expansion projects and not for expenses related to replacement, maintenance or 

operations. In Florida, legal requirements related to impact fees have primarily been 

established through case law since the 1980's. Generally speaking, impact fees must comply 

with the "dual rational nexus" test, which requires that they: 

• Be supported by a study demonstrating that the fees are proportionate in amount to 

the need created by new development paying the fee; and 

• Be spent in a manner that directs a proportionate benefit to new development, 

typically accomplished through a list of capacity-adding projects included in the 

School District's Capital Improvement Plan, or another planning document/Master 

Plan. 

In 2006, the Florida legislature passed the "Florida Impact Fee Act," which recognized impact 

fees as "an outgrowth of home rule power of a local government to provide certain services 

within its jurisdiction." § 163.31801(2), Fla. Stat. The statute - concerned with mostly 

procedural and methodological limitations - did not expressly allow or disallow any particular 

public facility type from being funded with impact fees. The Act did specify procedural and 

methodological prerequisites, such as the requirement of the fee being based on most recent 

and localized data, a gO-day requirement for fee changes, and other similar requirements, 

most of which were common to the practice already. In 2009, the Act was amended to clarify 

that in any action challenging an impact fee, the government has the burden of proving by a 

preponderance of the evidence that the imposition or amount of the fee meets the 

requirements of state legal precedent or the Impact Fee Act and that the court may not use 

a deferential standard. 

This technical report has been prepared to support legal compliance with existing case law 

and statutory requirements. In addition, impact fee calculations were reviewed by the 

lindale Oliver 
February 2016 1 

Orange County Public Schools 
School Impact Fee Study Update 
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School Impact Fee Advisory Group, which was originally formed in 2005 by the Orange County 

Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) in coordination with OCPS. The purpose of the 

Advisory Group is to recommed a methodology for performing updates to the school impact 

fee. The Advisory Group is to review the school impact fee study, update methodology where 

necessary to utilize the most accurate and recent local data, and may review the school 

impact fee ordinance and recommend revisions to it. Throughout this study, six scheduled 

meetings were scheduled with the Advisory Group to complete this review process. 

The study methodology is documented in the following 10 sections of this technical report: 

• Methodology 

• Inventory 

• Service Area and Enrollment 

• Facility Service Delivery 

• Cost Component 

• Credit Component 

• Net Impact Cost per Student 

• Student Generation Rates 

• Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule 

• School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison 

Information utilized in this analysis was obtained from OCPS, as well as, other sources, as 

indicated. 
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Methodology 

The methodology used to update the school impact fee is a consumption-based impact fee 

methodology, which has also been used to calculate the current adopted school impact fee 

for Orange County as well as several school impact fees throughout Florida, including, but not 

limited to fees in Collier, Lake, Osceola, Citrus, Highlands, Palm Beach and Brevard Counties. 

A consumption-based impact fee charges new development based upon the student 

generation rate (demand), or the number of students a dwelling 

unit is expected to generate over the life of the home. A 

consumption-based impact fee is intended to charge new growth 

the proportionate share of the cost of providing a new student 

station available for use by new growth. 

A consu111ptioll
based methodology 
has been used for 

th is stu dy. 

The impact fee calculations contained in this report are based on the most current and 

localized data available, consistent with the 2006 Florida Impact Fee Act. Should one or more 

variables affecting the impact fee change significantly, a recalculation of the impact fee would 

be necessary prior to the scheduled update of the study. Changes that could potentially 

trigger a recalculation of the impact fee include, but are not limited to, significant changes in 

the student generation rate, a considerable change in the cost per student, a change in 

amount or source of revenue available for capital expansion, or a decision to incur additional 

debt to fund new capacity. 
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Inventory 

OCPS's current inventory includes 185 traditional schools, which are included in the impact 

fee calculations along with three additional schools that are under construction and slated to 

open in 2016. The breakdown of school types follows: 

• 127 elementary schools 

• 4 schools housing kindergarten through eighth grade 

• 35 middle schools 

• 3 ninth grade centers 

• 19 senior high schools 

A list of these schools is provided in Appendix A, Table A-i. In addition, OCPS also operates 

several alternative learning facilities, including vocational centers, community education 

centers, and technical schools. These schools are not funded with impact fee revenue and 

are not included in the impact fee calculations. 

Service Area and Enrollment 

OCPS provides public education facilities for all school-age residents of Orange County. As 

such, this analysis includes all traditional public schools located throughout Orange County 

and operated by OCPS. Attendance boundaries can be redrawn to balance school enrollment 

with available school capacity and, therefore, can serve different geographic areas over time. 

As such, the appropriate impact fee district for public schools is countywide. 

Table 1 presents historical student enrollment for the past eleven years, current enrollment 

for the 2015/16 school year, and projected enrollment for the next ten years. To be 

consistent with the inventory used in the impact fee analysis, the enrollment figures 

presented in this table only include those students attending (or projected to attend) the 

schools listed in Appendix A, Table A-l. The annual percent change for enrollment is 

presented in Table 1, as is a three-year average to account for any random fluctuations. 
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Table 1 
Orange County Public Schools Enrollment Summary 

School 
Annual 

Three-Year 

Year 
limeframe(l) Enrollment!l) Percent 

Average(~) 
Change(2) .. 

2004-05 Historical 166,797 - -
2005-06 Historical 168,969 1.3% -
2006-07 Historical 169,533 0.3% -
2007-08 Historical 169,045 -0.3% 0.4% 

2008-09 Historical 167,969 -0.6% -0.2% 

2009-10 Historical 166,680 -0.8% -0.6% 

2010-11 Historical 167,987 0.8% -0.2% 

2011-12 Historical 170,650 1.6% 0.5% 

2012-13 Historical 172,611 1.1% 1.2% 

2013-14 Historical 174,651 1.2% 1.3% 

2014-15 Historical 178,106 2.0% 1.4% 

2015-16 Current 181,995 2.2% 1.8% 

2016-17 Projected 186,276 2.4% 2.2% 

2017-18 Projected 187,887 0.9% 1.8% 

2018-19 Projected 190,382 1.3% 1.5% 

2019·20 Projected 193,105 1.4% 1.2% 

2020-21 Projected 196,922 2.0% 1.6% 

2021-22 Projected 200,428 1.8% 1.7% 

2022-23 Projected 204,129 1.8% 1.9% 

2023-24 Projected 208,394 2.1% 1.9% 

2024-25 Projected 212,542 2.0% 2.0% 

2025-26 Projected 216,981 2.1% 2.1% 

(1) Source: Orange County PubliC Schools; Includes only the students attending 
traditional schools as shown in Appendix A, Table A-l 

(2) Percent change from one year to the next 
(3) Average change over the past three years 
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Facility Service Delivery 

OCPS uses a prototypical design standard for most of its future schools. These "prototype" 

schools will be constructed more efficiently than the older existing schools, requiring less 

space per station. These more efficient, planned prototype facilities 
More efficient 

prototype facilities are used to measure the service delivery levels. 

Table 2 illustrates the facility service delivery in Orange County. As 

shown, the facility service delivery for elementary schools is 110.0 

are used to 
measure the service 

delivery levels. 

gross square per permanent student station, 129.4 gross square feet 

per permanent student station for middle schools, and 133.1 gross square feet per 

permanent student station for sen ior high schools. 

Table 2 
Facility Service Delivery 

Description 
School Type 

Elementary Middle Senior High 

Gross Permanent Square Footage(l) 92,075 170,066 385,173 

Permanent Student Stations(l) 837 1,314 2,894 

Gross Square Feet per Student Station (2) 110.0 129.4 133.1 
(1) Source: Orange County Public Schools. Figures are based upon schools planned to be built over the 

next five years. 
(2) Gross permanent square footage divided by permanent student stations 
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Cost Component 

The capital costs of providing educational facilities includes several components, such as the 

schools facility cost, transportation cost, and ancillary facility costs. This section addresses 

each of these components. 

Facilitv Cost per Student Station 

The first step in determining the cost of providing public schools 

in Orange County is to calculate the facility cost per student 

station. Several cost components must be considered when 

calculating the total cost of constructing a school, including 

planning and site preparation costs; construction costs; 

furniture, fixtures, and equipment (FF&E) costs; and the cost of 

land. The facility cost per student station for each type of school 

The cost of a school 
includes various 

components, such as 
facility cost (buildings 

and land), 
transportation costs, and 

ancillary facility costs. 

is developed based on these cost components, which are described in more detail in the 

following subsections. 

Construction, Non-Construction, and FF&E 

To determine the construction, non-contruction, and FF&E costs associated with building a 

new school in Orange County, the following information was evaluated: 

• Schools built in Orange County between 2009 and 2015: 

• Cost estimates/bids for upcoming schools; 

• Insurance values of the existing schools; 

o School cost information for over 100 schools in other Florida counties; and 

• Discussions with representatives from Orange County Public Schools. 

Detailed information on cost estimates is included in Appendix B. 
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Table 3 presents the cost per gross square foot figures for the non-construction, construction, 

and FF&E cost components for each school type. For illustration purposes, Table 3 also 

presents the weighted average figure for each cost component, based on all three school 

types that are planned to be built over the next five years. 

Land Cost 

For each school type, the land cost per gross square foot is based on a value of $100,000 per 

acre. This cost per acre is based on primarily on a review of the following: 

• Land purchases by OCPS between 2008 and 2016, as well as estimates for future 

proposed purchases; 

• A review of current market value of land from the Property Appraiser database where 

the existing schools are located; 

• An analysis of vacant residential land sales in Orange County over the past three years 

for parcels of similar size (non-OCPS purchases); 

• An analysis of market value of vacant residential land from the Property Appraiser 

database for parcels of similar size and location to the current inventory; and 

• Discussions with OCPS staff. 

Appendix B documents the results of land value analysis in further detail. The land cost per 

gross square foot by school type was developed based on acres per 1,000 gross square feet 

for the development of future prototype schools. The resulting land cost figures for each 

school type are also presented in Table 3. 

lindale Oliver 
February 2016 8 

Orange County Public Schools 
School Impact Fee Study Update 



549

Table 3 
School Facility Cost per Student Station 

Elementary Middle High Weighted 
Cost Component 

School School School Average 

Square Feet per Student Station (LOS)· Future Schoois(l) 110.0 129.4 133.1 123.4 

Additional PI anned Permanent Student 5tations(21 5,022 6,569 2,894 14,485 

School Facility Cost Components: 

Non-Construction Cost per Gross 5q Ft(3j $25.65 $29.45 $33.25 $29.09 

Construction Cost per Gross Sq Ft(4) $135.00 $155.00 $175.00 $153.13 

FF&E Cost per Gross Sq Ft{S) $12.15 $13.95 $15.75 $13.78 

Land Cost per Gross Sq Ft(6) $16.30 $14.70 $16.90 $15.70 

Total Facility Cost per Gross Sq Ft(7) $189.10 $213.10 $240.90 $211.70 

Total Facility Cost per Student 5tatlon(8) $20,801 $27,575 $32,064 $26,123 
(1) Source: Table 2 
(2) Source: Orange Count" Public Schools. Figures are based upon schools planned to be built over the next five years. 
(3) Estimated at 19% of construction cost based on estimates obtained from OCPS and recent costs obtained from other Florida School 

Districts. See Appendix B for further detail. 
(4) Construction cost is estimated to range from $135 per gross square foot to $175 per gross square foot, based upon information on recently 

built schools, insurance values of existing schools, and recently constructed schools in other Florida jurisdictions. Detailed information 
on cost estimates is included in Appendix B. 

(5) Estimated at 9% of construction cost based on recently built schools in Orange County and recently constructed schools in other Florida 
jurisdictions. Detailed information on cost estimates is included in Appendix B. 

(6) The land cost per square foot for each school type is based on the acreage per 1,000 gross squal-e feet for future schools at a cost of 
$100,000 per acre. See Appendix B for further detail. 

(7) Sum of the school facility cost per gross square foot (ltems 3 thru 6) 
(8) The gross square feet per student station (Item 1) multiplied by the total school facility cost per gross square foot (Item 7) for each 

respective school type. Weighted average is based on the distribution of planned stations for each school type (ltem 2). 
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Net Interest Carrying Cost 

A cost component for the interest expense or lost opportunity on funds that OCPS uses 

during construction of a new school facility could be considered based on the extent that 

OCPS uses Certificates of Participation (COPs), or debt service, to fund new schools. 

Although OCPS has previously used COPs to partially fund capacity addition projects, 

based on discussions with OCPS and to provide a more conservative estimate, interest 

carrying cost is not included in this study. 

Weighted Average Total Facility Cost per Student by School Type 

The total facility impact cost per student for each school type is based on the facility cost 

per student station figures derived in Table 3, and is typically calculated by multiplying 

the cost per student station by the number of total permanent stations and dividing by 

current student enrollment. This adjustment of dividing the cost per student station by 

the ratio of current student enrollment to available capacity converts the cost per student 

station to a cost per student. In addition, this calculation accounts for the current surplus 

or shortage in permanent capacity and adjusts the costs accordingly. If there is available 

capacity (e.g., currently more permanent student stations than expected students), then 

the total facility cost per student increases to reflect that more than one station is being 

built for each student to allow for operational capacity. Similarly, if there are currently 

more students enrolled than available capacity, the cost per student is adjusted 

downward. 

In the case of Orange County, on a districtwide basis, there is currently five percent 

surplus of available capacity in elementary schools and a shortage of one and two percent 

for middle and high schools. 

The District's current adopted LOS standard calls for an enrollment to permanent capacity 

of 110 percent for elementary schools, 100 percent for middle schools, and 100 percent 

for high schools. While achieved LOS reflects the community's investment into 

educational facilities infrastructure, the adopted LOS standard reflects OCPS' intended 

service level in the future. As such, impact fee calculations use the higher of these two 

figures, which results in more conservative impact fee levels. In the case of OCPS, the 

adopted LOS standards result in more conservative impact fee levels. As shown in Table 

4, utilizing the achieved LOS results in an weighted average total facility impact cost per 

student of $26,300 versus $25,500 utilizing the adopted standard. 
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Table 4 
Weighted Facility Impact Cost per Student 

Calculation Step 

Facility Impact Cost per Student 

Faci lity Cost per Permanent Student Station(l) 

Projected (2016) Student Enrollment(l) 

Projected (2016) Permanent capacity(3) 

Achieved lOS Standard (Ratio of Enrollment to Permanent Capacity) (4) 

Adopted lOS Standard (Enroll ment to Permanent Capacity)(5) 

Additional Planned Permanent Student Stations (2016-2020)(6) 

Total Facil ity Impact Cost per Student· Using Achieved lOS Standard(7) 

Total Fadl Ity Impact Cost per Student - Using Adopted LOS Standard(8) 
(i) Source. Table 3 
(2) Source: Orange County Public Schools 
(3) Source: Appendix A, Table A-l 

Elementary 
School 

$20,801 

90,595 

95,070 

95% 

110% 

5,022 

$21,896 

$18,910 

(4) Projected student enrollment (Item 2) divided by projected permanent capacity (Item 3) 
(5) Source: Orange County Public Schools 
(6) Source: Table 3 
(7) Facility cost per student station (Item 1) divided by the achieved LOS standard (Item 4) 
(8) Facility cost per student station (Item 1) divided by the adopted LOS standard (Item 5) 
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Middle 
School 

$27,575 

40,864 

40,454 

101% 

100% 

6,569 

$27,302 

$27,575 

High 
Weighted 

School 
Average I 

Total 

$32,064 $26,123 

54,817 186,276 

53,914 189,438 

102% 98% 

100"/0 N/A 

2,894 14,485 

$31,435 $26,253 

$32,064 $25,468 
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Total Cost per Student 

In addition to the facility cost per student calculated in Table 4, the total facility cost per 

student includes two additional cost components: the capital costs associated with providing 

transportation services and ancillary facilities. Both of these cost components are calculated 

on a per-student basis and are not dependent on school type. Each of these additional cost 

components is discussed in further detail below. 

Transportation Costs 

The first additional cost component is the cost of providing transportation to students. OCPS 

currently owns 1,085 buses used for student transportation and is programmed to purchase 

an additional 108 buses in 2016. Based on information provided by the OCPS staff, the 

current cost of a bus averages $116,000, which is within the range of school bus cost observed 

in other jurisdictions. In addition to buses, OCPS has 571 vehicles that are part of the "white 

fleet," which includes other vehicles such as vans, trucks, and trailers. The average cost of 

the white fleet was estimated by the OCPS staff at approximately $25,000 per vehicle. The 

result is a total fleet value of $153.2 million; $14.4 million of which is for the white fleet and 

$138.8 million is for buses. The total replacement value of the transportation fleet was then 

divided by the current 2016/17 student enrollment to calculate the transportation cost per 

student. As shown in Table 5, the total transportation services cost per student amounts to 

$820. 

Ancillary and Administrative Facilities Costs 

The other capital cost component is for the anCillary facilities that are necessary for the 

District to provide support services for students, schools, transportation services, and 

administrative personnel. The District currently has approximately 700,000 square feet of 

ancillary facilities for transportation, maintenance, warehouse, and administrative functions. 

Based upon a review of the insurance values and the costs observed in other jurisdictions, an 

estimated value of $180 per square foot is used, which resulted in total building value of $124 

million. 

The cost of land for ancillary facilities also is included in the ancillary facility values. The land 

value for ancillary facilities is the same as the used for schools ($100,000 per acre), which 

resulted in total land value of $18 million. 
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As presented in Table 5, the total ancillary facility cost per student totals $760, which is 

calculated by dividing the total ancillary facility by the 2016/2017 enrollment. 

Table 5 
Transportation and Ancillary Facility Cost per Student 

Description 

Transportation Services Cost per Student 

Total Current Val ue of Transportation Services l1) 

2016/2017 Enrollment 12) 

Total Transportation Services Cost per Student(3
) 

Ancillary Facility Cost per Student 

Building Value for Ancillary Facilities (4) 

Land Value for Ancillary Facilities lS) 

Total Current Value for Ancillary Facilities l6) 

Total Ancillary Facility Cost per Student(7
) 

(1) Source: Orange County Public Schools 
(2) Source: Table 1 

I Figure 

.. 

$153,246,946 

186,276 

$823 

$124,015,320 

$17,900,000 

$141,915,320 

$762 

(3) Total current value of transportation services (Item 1) divided by 
enrollment (Item 2) 

(4) Square footage inventory obtained from Orange County Public Schools 
multiplied by $180 per net square foot 

Tindale OiivEr 
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(5) Acreage obtained from Orange County Public Schools multiplied by 
$100,000 per acre (please see Appendix B for further explanation on this 
unit cost) 

(6) Sum of the building value (Item 4) and land value (Item 5) olthe District's 
current inventory of ancillary facilities 

(7) Total value for ancillary facilities (Item 6) divided by enrollment (Item 2) 
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Credit Component 

To ensure that new residential development is not being overcharged for the capital costs 

associated with new public schools, and that each new residential development pays the 

appropriately calculated impact fee, a credit for non-impact fee revenue generated by new 

development that is used towards capital expansion of school facilities must be considered 

in the credit component of the school impact fee. A credit for school impact fees is not given 

for revenue generated by new development that is used for capital renovation of existing 

education facilities or for maintenance and operational costs, as this is not consistent with 

the purpose of impact fees. 

Based upon a review of the capacity addition expenditures over the past five years and 

planned expenditures over the next five years, it has been determined that, in addition to 

impact fees, OCPS uses primarily capital millage and sales tax revenues to fund the capital 

expansion of school facilities. Because the District has previously utilized Certificates of 

Participation (COPs) for capacity expanding projects, a credit for the remaining debt service 

payments is also given. 

Capita/Improvement "Cash" Credit 

The Orange County School Board has the authority to levy up to 1.5 mills of the countywide 

ad valorem tax to generate revenue for education. In Orange County, the current millage 

rate is equal to the 1.5 mill maximum. In addition to the capital improvement tax, the Orange 

County School Board has been utilizing sales tax revenues, classroom addition revenues, class 

size revenues, and other local revenues to fund the capital expansion of public schools in 

Orange County. 

As shown in Table 6, the average annual expenditure over this ten-year period amounts to 

approximately $49 million. To calculate the revenue credit per student, the average annual 

expenditure is divided by the average annual enrollment for the same time period. As shown, 

this figure amounts to $268 per student per year. 

Once the revenue credit per student is calculated, a credit adjustment is needed for the 

portion of the revenue credit funded with ad valorem tax revenues, which is approximately 

13 percent of the cash funding. The adjustment accounts for the fact that new homes tend 

to pay higher property taxes per dwelling unit than older homes. This adjustment factor was 
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estimated based on a comparison of the average taxable value of newer homes to that of all 

homes. As presented, the adjusted revenue credit per student amounts to $282. 

Finally, the total credit over a 25-year period, which is considered to be the time frame when 

major repairs or replacement is needed for structures built, is calculated at $4,284 per 

student. 

Table 6 
Capital Improvement Credit per Student 

FundingSource 2011-2015 2016-2020 

Orange County Schools Capital Expansion Projects ('i 

CapitallmprovementTax (Ad Valorem) $984,254 $63,074,130 

Class Size $15,983,673 -

Classroom Addition $1,088,962 -

Other Local Sources - $11,552,044 

Sales Tax $145,736,177 $251,933,377 

Total Expenditures $163,793,066 $326,559,551 

Average Annual Expenditures(2
) 

Average Annual Enrollment(3
) 

Revenue Credit per Studentl') 

- Portion Funded with Ad Valorem Tax Revenues lS) 

- Portion Funded with Other Revenues l') 

Credit Adjustment Factor(7
) 

Adjusted Revenue Credit per Student (Ad Valorem Portion Only) (8) 

Total Adjusted Revenue Credit per Studentl') 

Capitalization Rate llO) 

Capitalization Period, Years(11) 

Present Value of Capital Improvement Revenue Credit per Student ll2) 

(1) Source: Orange County PubliC Schools 
(2) Total expenditures divided by 10 to calculate the average annual expenditure 
(3) Source: Table 1. Average enrollment over the IO-year time span 
(4) Average annual expenditures (Item 2) divided by the average annual enrollment (Item 3) 
(5) Portion of the revenue credit per student funded with ad valorem tax revenues only 

Total 

$64,058,384 

$15,983,673 

$1,088,962 

$11,552,044 

$397,669,554 

$490,352,617 

$49,035,262 

183,259 

$267.57 

$34.95 

$232.62 

1.40 

$48.93 

$281.55 

4.25% 

25 

$4,284 

(6) Revenue credit per student (Item 4) less the portion funded with ad valorem tax revenues (Item 5) 
(7) Adjustment factor to reflect higher ad valorem taxes paid by new homes 
(8) Revenue credit per student funded with ad valorem tax revenues (Item 5) multiplied by the credit 

adjustment factor (Item 7) 
(9) Sum of the revenue credit per student funded with other revenues (Item 6) and the adjusted revenue credit 

per student (Item 8) 
(10) Interest rate the District is likely to pay for future bonds, estimated by Orange County Public Schools 
(11) Time period after which major repairs are needed 
(12) Present value of the total adjusted revenue credit per student (Item 9) at 4.25% interest rate (Item 10) over 

a 25-year capitalization period (Item 11) 
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Debt Service Credit per Student 

As mentioned previously, OCPS has utilized COPs to pay for a portion of the capacity 

expansion projects, and given that there is still an outstanding debt service, a credit is 

calculated for the future payments related to capacity expansion projects. The District uses 

ad valorem and sales tax revenues to pay the debt service. 

To calculate the debt service credit per student, the remaining payments were brought back 

to present value, based on the number of years and annual interest rate of each COP issue. 

Once the present value of remaining payments is calculated, each debt issue is divided by the 

average annual enrollment for the time period remaining. 

Similar to the capital improvement credit, the portion of the debt service credit per student 

paid back with ad valorem tax revenues is adjusted to account for the fact that newer homes 

tend to pay higher property taxes than older homes. As presented in Table 7, the adjusted 

total debt service credit per student amounts to $1,704. 
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Table 7 
Debt Service Credit per Student 

Numberof 
Remaining 

Present Value 
Average Debt Service 

Years of of Total 
Description Funding Source(l) 

Remaining 
Payments Due 

Remaining 
Annual Credit per 

Payments(1) 
for Expanslon(l) 

Payments(2) 
Enrollment(3) Student(4) 

Certificates of Participation 
COPS 2005B Issue Ad Valorem Tax 10 $75,908,547 $55,585,799 196,206 $283 

COPS 2007A Issue Ad Valorem Tax 3 $11,090,757 $10,391,058 185,386 $56 

COPS 20088 Issue Ad Valorem Tax 18 $129,276,691 $74,563,547 212,467 $351 

COPS 2008C Issue Ad Valorem Tax 11 $50,464,323 $37,719,138 198,095 $190 

COPS 20080 Issue Ad Valorem Tax 13 $6,0'14,167 $4,045,686 202,008 $20 

CO PS 2008E Issue Ad Valorem Tax 8 $55,485,270 $47,450,852 192,641 $246 

COPS 2009B - QSCB Issue Sales Tax 10 $4,169,000 $3,581,613 196,206 $18 

COPS 2010A - QSCB Issue Sales Tax 15 $27,359,126 $16,906,436 206,083 $82 

Total Debt Service Credit per Student $1,246 

- Portion Funded with Ad Valorem Tax Revenues lS ) $1,146 

- Portion Funded with Sales Tax Revenues(Gj $100 

Credit Adjustment Factor(71 1.40 

Adjusted Credit per Student (Ad Valorem Portion Only)(8) $1,604 

Adjusted Total Debt Service Credit per Student(9) $1,704 

(1) Source. Orange County PubliC Schools 
(2) Present value of the total remaining payments due, based on the interest rate of each payment and the number of years of rema ining payments. 
(3) Source: Table 1. Represents the estimated average annual enrollment over the life of remaining payments 
(4) Present value oftotal remaining payments (Item 2) divided by the average annual enrollment overthe life of the remaining payments (Item 3) 

(5) Portion of the total debt service credit per student fu nded with ad valorem tax revenues 
(6) Portion ofthe total debt service credit per student funded with sa les tax revenues 
(7) Adjustment factor to reflect higher ad valorem taxes paid by new homes 
(8) Portion of the total debt service credit per student funded with ad valorem tax revenues (Item 5) multiplied by the credit adjustment factor (Item 7) 

(9) Adjusted credit per student (Item 8) plus the portion of the total debt service funded with sales tax revenues (Item 6) 
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Net Impact Cost per Student 

The net impact fee per student is the difference between the cost component and the credit 

component. Table 8 summarizes the three-step process used to calculate the net impact cost 

per student for public schools in Orange County. 

First, the total impact cost per student is determined, which is the sum of the weighted 

average facility impact cost per student from Table 4 and the transportation and ancillary 

facility cost components per student from Table 5. As previously mentioned, the 

transportation and ancillary cost components are calculated on a per-student basis and do 

not differ by type of school or by type of residential land use. 

Second, the total revenue credit per student is determined. This is the sum of the capital 

improvement credit per student and the debt service credit per student found in Tables 6 and 

7. 

Third, the net impact cost per student is determined, which is the difference between the 

total impact cost per student and total revenue credit per student and is calculated at $21,100 

per student. 
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Table 8 
Net Cost per Student 

Total Impact Cost 

Facility Impact Cost(l) 

Transportation Impact Cost(2) 

Ancillary Facility Cost(3) 

Total Impact Cost(4) 

Revenue Credit 

Capital Improvement Credit(5) 

Debt Service Credit(6) 

Total Revenue Credit(7) 

Net Impact Cost 

Net Impact Cost(8) 

(1) Source: Table 4 
(2) Source: Table 5 
(3) Source: Table 5 

Per Student 

$25,468 

$823 

$762 

$27,053 

Per Student 

$4,284 

$1,704 

$5,988 

Per Student 

$21,065 

(4) Sum of the total facility impact cost per student (!tem 1), 
transportation impact cost per student (Item 2), and 
ancillary facility cost per student (Item 3) 

(5) Source: Table 6 
(6) Source: Table 7 
(7) Sum of the capital improvement credit per student (Item 

5) and the debt service credit per student (Item 6) 
(8) The net impact cost per student is the total impact cost 

per student (Item 4) less the total revenue credit per 
student (Item 7) 

19 
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Student Generation Rates 

The number of students living in a household varies, as does the number of students living in 

a particular type of residential unit. Therefore, school impact fees are typically assessed 

based on specific student generation rates (SGR), or students per housing unit, for each type 

of residential land use, including single family, townhouse, multi family, and mobile home. 

To determine SGR by land use, Geographic Information Systems (GIS) is used to link each 

student address to its respective parcel in the Orange County Property Appraiser's database 

in order to generate the number of students per unit by land use type for the current school 

year. This analysis was conducted by OCPS and reviewed by Tindale Oliver and included the 

following: 

• OCPS geocoded student addresses for students attending those schools listed in Appendix 

A, Table A-1 as of February 2015. The students excluded Volunteer Pre-K students. 

• Orange County Property Appraiser 2015 tax year parcel data. 

The development of the SGR analysis is a two-step process; as mentioned previously, the 

analysis was completed by OCPS staff, and the procedures and results were reviewed by 

Tindale Oliver. First, using the 2015 Tax Year parcel file provided by the Orange County 

Property Appraiser's Office, parcels were selected by land uses in the following categories: 

Single Family, Townhouse, Multi Family, and Mobile Home. This provided the total number 

of parcels in each category. 

Second, student addresses geocoded to the parcel were selected using the above mentioned 

subsets of parcel data. Geocoded data were selected by the land use category and summed. 

Finally, the number of students were divided by the total number of parcels in each selected 

land use category. 

Based on the analysis, it was determined that approximately 98 percent of the student 

addresses could be matched to a respective residential parcel in the Property Appraiser's 

database. Of the remaining, a portion of the addresses indicated a non-residential or vacant 

property, land uses that are not included in the impact fee schedule. These students were 

not included in this analysis. 
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As part of this update study, SGR for townhouses is separated from the other multifamily 

units. Upon review of this rate, the Advisory Group recommended establishing a separate 

category for townhouses. 

Table 9 presents the total number of students and total number of units by each residential 

land use type that were used to determine the SGR. The resulting SGR by land use category 

represents the number of students anticipated to occupy a dwelling unit over the life cycle of 

the home. 

Table 9 

Student Generation Rates 

Total 

Residential Land Use Housing 

Units(l) 

Traditional Schools 

Single Family (detached) 274,694 

Townhouse 17,561 

Multi-Family 171,794 

Mobile Home 20.228 

Total/Weighted Average 484,277 
(1) Source: Orange County Public Schools 
(2) Source: Orange County Public Schools 

Total 
Students 

Number of 
per Unitt') 

Students(2) 

114,633 0.417 

5,779 0.329 

48,294 0.281 

5.849 0.289 

174,555 0.360 

(3) Number of Students (Item 2) divided by the number of housing units (Item 
1) for each residential type 
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Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule 

To determine the proposed school impact fee for each residential land use, the net impact 

cost per student from Table 8 was multiplied by the SGR from Table 9 for each residential 

land use. The resulting net impact fees are presented in the calculated impact fee schedule 

in Table 10. In addition to the calculated fee, the current adopted fee is also shown for 

comparison purposes. 

Table 10 
Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule 

Land Use 

Single Family (detached) 

Townhouse 

MUlti-Family 

Mobile Home 
(1) Source: Table 9 
(2) Source: Table 8 

Unit 

du 

du 

du 

du 

Students 
Net Impact 

per Unitl1) 
Cost per 

Studentl2) 

0.417 $21,065 

0.329 $21,065 

0.281 $21,065 

0.289 $21,065 

Total 

Impact 

Fee l3) 

$8,7$4 

$6,930 

$5,919 

$6,088 

(3) Students per unit (Item 1) multiplied by the net impact cost per student (Item 2) 
(4) Source: Orange County Concurrency Management Office 

School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison 

Current 
Adopted 

Feel4) 

$6,525 

$3,921 

$3,921 

$4,345 

As part of the work effort in updating Orange County's schools impact fee 

program, a comparison of the adopted and calculated single family school 

impact fee for Orange County to the single family school impact fees 

adopted by other counties throughout Florida has been prepared. Table 

11 presents this comparison. For those where information was available, 

the impact fee adoption percentage and the full rate are also shown. 

Approximately 
40% of Florida 

counties 
implemented a 
school impact 

fee. 

~""""""""""""""""""~ 
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Table 11 

School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison 

County(1) 
Date of last 

Adoption %(2) 
Adopted Single Single Family 

Update(2
) Family Fee(2

) Fee @ 100"/0(3) 

Citrus County* 2014 50'10 $1,261 $2,522 

Indian River County 2014 28% $1,702 $6,077 

Palm Beach County(4) 2015 N/A $1,866 $15,305 

Sarasota County 2015 26% $2,032 $7,835 

Hernando County 2013 30'10 $2,133 $7,103 

Highlands County' 2006 50'10 $2,901 $5,801 

Vol usi a Cau nty 2013 67% $3,000 $4,483 

Manatee County 2016 50'10 $3,238 $6,476 

Nassau County 2011 100% $3,268 $3,268 

Flagler County 2004 76% $3,600 $4,756 

Hillsborough County 2004 100% $4,000 $4,000 

Mari on Cau nty* 2006 55% $4,068 $7,375 

Polk County 2015 42% $4,403 $10,483 

Brevard County(4) 2015 N/A $4,445 $10,193 

Lee County 2015 100% $4,540 $4,540 

Pasco County 2005 100% $4,876 $4,313 

Seminole County 2007 99% $5,000 $5,068 

Martin County 2006 100% $5,567 $4,555 

St. Lucie County 2009 100% $6,182 $5,447 

St. Johns County 2011 100% $6,396 $5,779 

Collier County 2015 58% $6,424 $11,164 

Orange County CUrrent Adopted 2011 100% $6,525 $6,525 

Clay County 2009 77% $7,034 $9,096 

Broward County 2007 75% $7,351 $9,755 

,Lake Cou nty 2015 100% $9,324 $9,324 
-~~, 

Osceol a Cou nty 2014 100% $10,187 $10,187 

Orange County Calculated 2015 100% N/A $8,784 

(l) County's tagged With an astensk (*) have fees that are currently suspended 
(2) Source: Published impact fee schedules and discussions with representatives from each County 
(3) Represents the full calculated fee from each respective technical study 
(4) Rates shown under Single Family Impact Fee at 100% (Item 3) reflect most recent on'going technical study 
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Appendix A - Inventory 

This Appendix includes an inventory of traditional schools that are owned and operated by 
OCPS and included in the impact fee calculations. The inventory includes all existing 
traditional schools as well as three new schools that are under construction and scheduled to 
open in 2016. 

Table A-l 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

Count School Name 

Elementary Schools: 

1 117-E-Sw-4{Summerlake Area)' 

2 81-E-Sw-5 Millennia Relief' 

3 Aloma Elementary 

4 Andover Elementary School 

5 Apopka Elementary 

6 Arbor Ridge School 

7 Audubon Park Elementary School Relief 

8 Avalon Elementary 

9 Azalea Park Elementary 

10 Baymeadows Elementary 

11 Blankner K-8 School 

12 Bonneville Elementary 

13 Brookshi re Elementary 

14 Camelot Elementary 

15 Castle Creek Elementary 

16 Catalina Elementary School (New) 

17 Cheney Elementary 

18 Chickasaw Elementary 

19 Citrus Elementary 

20 Clarcona Elementary 

21 Clay Springs Elementary 

22 Columbia Elementary School (New) 

23 Conway Elementary 

24 Cypress Park Elementary 

25 Cypress Spri ngs Elementary 

26 Deerwood Elementary 

27 Dillard Street Elementary 

28 Dommerich Elementary 

29 Dover Shores Elementary 

30 Dr Phillips Elementary 

31 Dream Lake Elementary 

32 Durrance Elementary 

Tindale Oliver 

February 2016 A-I 

low/ 

High Grade 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 08 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K08 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

YearAcq 
Permanent 

Capacity 

2015 837 

2014 837 

1968 644 

1999 774 

1968 830 

1989 812 

2006 842 

1999 754 

1953 696 

1990 848 

1999 602 

1960 938 

1954 680 

1999 754 

1999 828 

1964 824 

1958 754 

1960 870 

1999 758 

1985 885 

1991 832 

2005 842 

1918 627 

1959 374 

1993 832 

1984 470 

1951/2002 750 

1964 585 

1959 608 

1979 660 

1954 832 

1959 540 

Orange County Public Schools 

School Impact Fee Study Update 



566

Table A-I (continued) 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

Count School Name 

Elementary Schools: 

33 Eagle Creek Elementary 

34 Eagle'S Nest Elementary 

35 East Lake Elementary School 

36 Eccleston Elementary 

37 Endeavor Elementary 

38 Engelwood Elementary 

39 Fern Creek Elementary 

40 Forsyth Woods Elementary 

41 Grand Avenue Primary Learning Center 

42 Hiawassee Elementary 

43 Hidden Oaks Elementary 

44 Hillcrest Elementary 

45 Hungerford Elementary 

46 Hunters Creek Elementary 

47 Independence Elementary 

48 Ivey Lane Elementary 

49 John Young Elementary 

50 Kaley Elementary 

51 Keene's Crossing Elementary School 

52 Killarney Elementary 

53 Lake Como Elementary 

54 Lake Gem Elementary 

55 Lake George Elementary 

56 Lake Silver Elementary 

57 Lake Sybelia Elementary 

58 Lake Weston Elementary 

59 Lake Whitney Elementary 

60 Lakemont Elementary 

61 Lakeville Elementary 

62 Lancaster Elementary 

63 Lawton Chiles Elementary 

64 Little River Elementary 

65 Lockhart Elementary 

66 Lovell Elementary 

67 Maxey Elementary 

68 Mccoy Elementary 

69 Meadow Woods Elementary 

70 Metro West Elementary 

71 Millennia Elementary 
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Low/ 
High Grade 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K02 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

YearAcq 
Permanent 

Capacity 

2014 832 

2001 758 

2002 756 

1956 684 

1999 758 

1958 504 

1938 504 

2009 862 

1925 290 

1958 758 

1991 650 

1924 424 

1950 420 

1993 620 

2005 832 

1963 496 

1990 832 

1926 380 

2000 859 

1947 520 

1950 474 

1995 622 

1997 679 

1951 750 

1967 645 

1957 790 

1996 629 

1953 766 

1997 607 

1959 819 

1990 758 

1991 500 

1885 651 

1959 840 

1965 308 

1963 824 

1989 830 

1988 1,327 

2005 828 
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Table A-I (continued) 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

Count Schpol Name 

Elementary Schools: 
72 Mollie Ray Elementary 

73 Moss Park Elementary School 

74 Northlake Park Elementary 

75 Oak Hill Elementary 

76 Oakshire Elementary 

77 Ocoee Elementary 

78 Orange Center Elementary 

79 Orlo Vista Elementary 

80 Palm Lake Elementary 

81 Palmetto Elementary 

82 Pershing Elementary 

83 Pinar Elementary 

84 Pine Castle Elementary 

85 Pine Hills Elementary 

86 Pine loch Elementary 

87 Pinewood Elementary 

88 Princeton Elementary 

89 Ridgewood Park Elementary 

90 Riverdale Elementary 

91 Riverside Elementary 

92 Rock Lake Elementary 

93 Rock Springs Elementary 

94 Rolling Hills Elementary 

95 Rosemont Elementary 

96 Sadler Elementary 

97 Sand Lake Elementary 

98 Shenandoah Elementary 

99 Shingle Creek Elementary 

100 Southwood Elementary 

101 Spring Lake Elementary 

102 Stone Lakes Elementary 

103 Sun Blaze Elementary 

104 Sunridge Elementary 

105 Sunrise Elementary 

106 Sunset Park Elementary School 

107 Tangelo Park Elementary 

108 Thornebrooke Elementary 

109 Three Points Elementary 

110 Tildenville Elementary 

Tindale Oliver 
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Low/ 
High Grade 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

KOS 

K05 

KOS 

K 05 

KOS 

KOS 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

KOS 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

YearAcq 
Permanent 

Capacity 

1959 698 

2001 842 

1998 878 

1973 370 

1998 752 

1977 830 

1966 483 

1930 735 

1986 750 

1973 1,163 

1960 529 

1973 673 

1882 457 

1955 830 

1950 830 

1996 655 

1919 545 

1969 896 

1997 607 

1967 832 

1955 377 

1988 832 

1960 810 

1991 860 

1966 885 

2004 828 

1969 720 

1990 832 

1996 643 

1960 627 

1999 828 

2012 832 

2004 859 

1996 663 

2005 838 

1959 650 

2001 744 ._-----
2000 758 

1963 792 
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Table A-I (continued) 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

Count School Name 

Elementary Schools: 

111 Timber Lakes Elementary 

112 Union Park Elementary 

113 Ventura Elementary 

114 Vista Lakes Elementary 

115 Washington Shores Elementary 

116 Waterbridge Elementary 

117 Waterford Elementary 

118 Wedgefield K-8School* 

119 West Creek Elementary 

120 West Oaks Elementary 

121 Westbrooke Elementary School 

122 Wetherbee Elementary School 

123 Wheatley Elementary 

124 Whispering Oak Elementary School 

125 William Frangus Elementary 

126 Windermere Elementary 

127 Windy Ridge School 

128 Winegard Elementary 

129 Wolflake Elementary 

130 Wyndham Lakes Elementary 

131 Zellwood Elementary 

Subtotal - Elementary Schools 

Middle Schools: 

1 Apopka Middle 

2 Avalon Middle School 

3 Blankner K-8 School 

4 Bridgewater Middle School 

5 Carver Middle 

6 Chain Of Lakes Middle 

7 Conway Middle 

8 Corner Lake Middle 

9 Discovery Middle 

10 Freedom Middle School 

11 Glenridge Middle 

12 Gotha Middle 

13 Howard Middle 

14 Hunters Creek Middle 

15 Jackson Middle 

16 Lake Nona Middle School 

Tindale Oliver 
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Low/ 

High Grade 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K08 

I( 05 

K 05 

K05 

K05 

K 05 

K05 

K 05 

K 05 

K08 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

K 05 

0608 

0608 

K 08 

0608 
0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

Permanent 
YearAcq 

Capacity 

1998 838 

1876 650 

1986 580 

2001 828 

1948 694 

1991 760 

1991 800 

2008 704 

2003 758 

2003 754 

2004 842 

2010 817 

1935 570 

2000 767 

1992 750 

19G9 842 

1990 1,229 

1964 770 

2003 828 

2003 828 

1892 623 

95,070 

1950 1,076 

2005 1,150 

1999 376 

2005 1,176 

1962 986 

1998 1,135 

1968 962 

1996 1,157 

1993 1,031 

2004 1,114 

2001 1,251 

1991 820 

1925 1,213 

1993 969 

1963 1,403 

2007 1,235 
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Table A-I (continued) 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

Count School Name 

Middle Schools: 

17 Lakeview Middle 

18 Lee Middle 

19 Legacy Middle 

20 Liberty Middle 

21 Lockhart Middle 

22 Maitland Middle 

23 Meadow Woods Middle 

24 Meadowbrook Middle School 

25 Memorial Middle School 

26 Ocoee Middle 

27 Odyssey Middle 

28 Piedmont Lakes Middle 

29 Robinswood Middle 

30 South Creek Middle 

31 Southwest Middle 

32 Sunridge Middle 

33 Union Park Mi ddle 

34 Walker Middle 

35 Wedgefield K-8 School * 
36 Westridge Middle 

37 Wolf Lake Middle 

Subtotal- Middle Schools 

High Schools: 

1 Apopka Senior High 

2 Boone Senior High 

3 Colonial 9th Grade Center & Senior High 

4 Cypress Creek Senior High 

5 Dr Phillips Senior High 

6 East River High School 

7 EdgeWater Senior High 

8 Evans Senior High 

9 Freedom Senior High 

10 Jones Senior High 

11 Lake Nona High School 

12 Oak Ridge Senior High 

13 Ocoee High School 

14 Olympia Senior High 

15 Timber Creek Senior High 

16 University Senior High 
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. 

Low/ 

High Grade 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

0608 

K08 

0608 

0608 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

0912 

YearAcq 
Permanent 

Capacity 

1926 1,168 

1955 783 

2003 1,137 

1974 1,498 

1958 804 

1958 1,021 

1996 1,040 

1968 1,244 

1964 1,191 

1885 1,424 

2000 1,134 

1990 1,113 

1962 1,003 

2001 1,125 

1991 1,209 

2004 1,237 

1961 1,478 

1964 1,163 

2008 440 

1962 1,079 

2003 1,109 

40,454 

1974 3,020 

1949 2,986 

1958/1986 3,733 

1990 2,850 

1985 2,866 

1969 3,002 

1949 2,318 

1957 2,469 

2001 2,671 

1925 1,608 

2008 2,807 

1958 2,242 

2003 2,777 

1998 3,368 

1998 2,727 

1990/1991 2,674 
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Table A-I (continued) 
Orange County Public Schools Inventory 

· wwl 
Count School Name 

High Grade 
YearAcq 

High Schools: 
17 Wekiva High School 0912 2005 

18 West Orange 9th Grade Center & Senior High 0912 1974/1991 

19 Winter Park 9th Grade Center & Senior High 0912 1903/1968 

Subtotal- High Schools 

Grand Total - All School 
Source: Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH) and Orange County Public Schools 
Note: * indicates schools that are scheduled to open in the 2016/17 school year 
Permanent capacity refers to adjusted FISH capacity used for the adopted LOS standard. 

Permanent 
Capacity 

2,797 

3,276 

3,723 

53,914 

I 189,438 
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This Appendix provides additional information on the data and analysis used to estimate 

building and land values for the Orange County school impact fee. 

Building Construction Costs 

To determine the architect/site improvement, construction, FF&E, and other costs associated 

with building a new school in Orange County, the following information was evaluated: 

• Recently built schools (2009-15) in Orange County: 

• Cost estimates/bids for upcoming schools; 

• Insurance values of the existing schools; 

• School cost information for over 100 schools in other Florida counties; and 

• Discussions with representatives from Orange County Public Schools. 

The following paragraphs provide further detail on this research and analysis. 

Construction Cost 

Between 2011 and 2015, OCPS built six new elementary schools and two new middle schools. 

In addition, the District built two high schools in 2009. Construction cost averaged $108 per 

gross square foot for elementary schools, with a range of $102 per square foot to $119 per 

square foot. OCPS recently received a bid for a new elementary school at $160 per gross 

square foot for the construction component. The following chart presents the cost trend for 

elementary school, which has the largest sample of projects of all school levels. 

As shown in Figure B-1, construction costs for OCPS' schools decreased between 2007 and 

2012, and then started to increase again. Although there is a current bid at $160 per gross 

square foot for a new elementary school, for impact fee calculation purposes the mid-point 

of this new bid and the cost of last two schools that were completed in 2015 was used, which 

resulted in an estimate of $135 per gross square foot. 
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Elementary School Construction Cost Analysis - Orange County 

(New Schools) 
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The two new middle schools were completed in 2012 and the average construction cost was 

$115 per gross square foot with a range of $101 per square foot to $128 per square foot. The 

level of increase in elementary school costs observed in Orange County between 2012 and 

2015 was applied to middle school costs, which resulted in an estimate of $155 per gross 

square foot. 

Finally, construction cost for high schools that were built in 2009 averaged $153 per gross 

square foot with a range of $148 per square foot to $158 per square foot. Based on the level 

of increase observed in elementary and middle schools in Orange County, construction cost 

is estimated at $175 per gross square foot for high schools. 

The insurance values of the existing elementary schools average approximately $140 per 

gross square foot for buildings only, $166 per square foot for middle schools, and $177 for 

high schools. It is important to note insurance values typically do not include the full cost of 

constructing a school since certain components of a building, such as the foundation, are 

excluded from these values. As such, insurance values are considered to be a conservative 

estimate. 

Based on data obtained from the Florida Department of Education for schools built in 2011 

through 2013, the construction cost for other Florida jurisdictions ranged from $109 per gross 

square foot to $229 per gross square foot. 

Tables B-1 through B-3 provides the summary and detail of this information. 
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Table B-1 
Construction Cost Analysis - Orange County 

Year Built(1
) School level 

Construction Cost per Gross Sq Ft(2
) 

. Average I Range 
New School Construction: 

2011- 2015 Elementary $108 $102 $119 
2012 Middle $115 $101 $128 
2009 High $153 $148 $158 

Bids: 
2015 Elementary $161 

c/P Estimates: 
2015 Elementary $181 
2015 Middle $211 
2015 High $227 

Insurance Values of Existing School Buildings (Buildings Only): 
- Elementary Schools $140 
- Middle Schools $166 
- High Schools $177 

School Construction Cost in Other Florida Jurisdictions (3) : 

2011- 2013 Elementary $140 
2011- 2013 Middle $148 
2011- 2013 High $136 

Estimates Used in the Study: 
- Elementary Schools 

- Middle Schools 

- High Schools 
(1), (2) Table B-2 
(3) Source: Florida Department of Education (see Table B~3) 
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Table B·3 
Construction Cost analysis - Other Florida Jurisdictions 

Year Built County Facility Name/Type 

Elementary Schools 

2011 Charlotte Meadow Park Elementary 

2011 Duval Waterleaf Elementary 

2011 Escambia Global LearningAcademy 

2011 Orange Weth'erbe'e Elementarv 
2011 Osceola Highlands Elementary 

2011 Pasco Connerton Elementary "R" 

2012 Alachua Meadowbrook Elementary 

2012 Indian River Vero Beach Elementary 

2012 lee Tortuga Preserve 

2012 Orange 5unRidge Eleme'ntary 

2012 St. Johns Palencia Elementary 

2012 Vol usia Citrus Grove Elementary 

2013 Marion Legacy Elementary 

2013 Orange Sun Blaze Elementary 

2013 Orange Hackney Prairies Ro'ad Area Elementary 

2013 Palm Beach Galaxy Elementary 

2013 Palm Beach Gave Elementary 

Total/Weighted Average-- Elementary Schools 
Total/Weighted Average -- Elementary Schools (excluding Orange County Schools) 

MiddleSchoofs 
2011 Dade North Dade Middle 

2011 Polk Boone Middle 

2011 Walton Emerald Coast Middle 

2012 Collier Bethune Education Center 

2012 Dade North Dade Middle and North Dade Center for Modern Languages 

2012 lee Hams Marsh Middle 

2012 Orange Lake Nona Middle 

2012 Orange Sunridge Middle 

2013 Monroe Horace O'Bry_ant 

Total/Weighted Average·· MiddleSchaols 

Total/Weighted Average -- Middle Schools (excluding Orange County Schools) 

~h Schools 
2011 Broward Lanier James Education Center 

2011 Calhoun Blountstown High 

2011 Charlotte Charlotte High 

2011 Lake Lake Minneola High 

2011 Okeechobee Okeechobee AchievementAcademy 

2011 Polk Auburndale Senior 

2011 Polk Davenport School of the !:,~_~_ 

2011 Polk Kathleen Senior 

2011 Polk \'\Iinter Haven Senior 

2012 Dade International Studies SHS 

2012 Dade Medical Academy or Science and Technology 

2012 St. Lucie Lincoln Park Academy 

2013 Martin Martin County High 

Total/Weighted Average -- High Schools 

Total/Weighted Average·· High Schools (excluding Orange County Schools) 
Total/Weighted Averaae (AI/Schools) 

Source: FlOrida Department of Education 
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Construction 
Construction 

Gross Sq. Ft. Cost per 
Cost 

Gross SF 
.. 

$12,696,116 116,251 $109 

$14,882,021 106,269 $140 

$17,019,155 127,600 $133 

$11,795,on 113,073 $104 

$14,534,309 102,338 $142 

$11,598,590 92,842 $125 

$12,388,973 104,887 $118 

$17,243,103 121,037 $142 

$16,021,554 141,643 $113 

$10,031;097 98,176 $102 

$12,677,682 115,811 $109 

$13,854,183 106,177 $130 

$14,047,310 121,490 $116 

$10;269,207 86,619 $119 

$11,261,094 103,818 $108 

$22,515,045 108,674 $207 

528528459 124,543 $229 

$251,362,970 1,891,248 $133 

$208,006,500 1,489,562 $140 

$18,921,534 100,245 $189 

$17,900,963 108,633 $165 

$15,918, 884 129,066 $123 

$5,538,155 38,924 $142 

$18,921,534 100,245 $189 

$23,750,925 171,050 $139 

$16,923,455 167,123 $101 

$23,617,116 184,436 $128 

530596297 ~ $127 

$172,088,863 1,239,802 $139 

$131,548,292 888,243 $148 

$8,889,147 60,862 $146 

$19,407,910 132,321 $147 

$61,755,842 415,184 $149 

$46,974,201 312,344 $150 

$5,499,975 48,331 $114 

$19,522,053 157,921 $124 

$29,136,512 245,420 $119 

$24,323,662 153,829 $158 

$26,374,234 219,148 $120 

$7,192,325 37,120 $194 

$9,303,705 83,260 $112 

$10,928,736 98,737 $111 

7623316 70038 $109 

$276,931,618 2,034,515 $136 

$276,931,618 2,034,515 $136 

$700,383,451 $5,165,565 $136 
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These estimates result in an overall construction cost of $153 per gross square foot, which is 

consistent with the costs experienced in other Florida jurisdictions. Figure B-2 presents long

term school construction cost trends in Florida. 
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Architectural. Design. Site Preparation. Furniture. Fixture and Equipment Costs 

The architectural, design, site preparation (including on-site improvement and traffic control 

costs), and FF&E costs (including technology) are calculated based on the ratio of these costs 

to the construction costs observed in Orange County and other jurisdictions. These figures 

were also discussed with the District representatives and are estimated at 19 percent of 

construction cost for facility planning, which includes 4 percent for architectural/ design, 10 

percent for site preparation, and 5 percent for facility support costs. Of these, facility support 

costs include cost associated with constructing schools as hurricane shelters, making public 

utilities available, drainage, etc. In addition, the estimate for FF&E is 9 percent of the 

construction cost. Table B-4 provides a summary of costs in Orange County compared to 

other Florida ju risd ictions. As presented, Orange County's experience is consistent with other 

Florida juridictions. 

Component 

A/E - Design 
Site Prep 
FF&E 

Facility Support 
(1) Source: Table 8-2 

Table B-4 
Other Building Costs 

Orange County 
Other Florida Jurisdictions 

(2009-2013) (2) 
(2009-2015)(1) 

Average Range 

4.4% 6% 1% -17% 
11.1% 10% 0% -72% 
9.2% 9% 2% - 30% 
4.8% N/A N/A 

Estimate of 
Impact Fee 

Calculations(3) 

4% 
10% 

9% 

5% 

(2) Source: Florida Department of Education, Table 8-5 through 8-6 
(3) Final estimate used in the 2015 school impact fee study for Orange County Public Schools 

Tables B-S and B-6 provide further detail on the cost experienced in other Florida 

jurisdictions. 

Tindale Oliver 
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Year District 

2009"1= 

2009"= 

""'~ 
""'= sgcl 
~ill I 

~:::~ 
~BI 
~il~ 
2009" ~;;-

2009"= 

,2009"= 

Tindale Oliver 

February 2016 

Table B-5 
Architectural/Civil Design and FF&E Cost Analysis 

rn"n+" and Other Florida Jurisdictions 

Type Fac:lIIty Name 

I , I 

I I 

I iI I 

, i I 

I Middle Storm Grove I i 

I Ii I 
:;;;m :G:C_ 

, I 

~~I h 
, I I 
"",,~I 

, I 

I I 
:---~~ 

=-
I I 

I I Ii r==-,
I 

Be;;;=-
I , 

i ~ 

, 

-Be;;; I 

, I 

I I i 

Construction 
CoO 

Architect&Eng .. ~_~r ___ L_ FF&E 
Fee~ eo. ~"g r:e~ ~st 

I' ~~ 
2,600,71, ",3,013,790 

CoO 

"' 

$2,"8,5. 4% $3,220,581 ~ 

~m=~:~~"~t=4==~6o/c~1:'~"'OO~[==~14' 
~ _ - $3:051.13< "':"'00[ '" 

B-8 

$2,205,007 '" S',191.oo1 12> 

$995,'" 

$795," 
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Table B-5 (Continued) 
Architectural/Civil Design and FF&E Cost Analysis 

L rnoon+" and Other Florida Jurisdictions 

District Typ. Fadt!tyName 

I I 

iOm= 
I I 

I I 
-w;:o I 

I 
i i 

i I 

I I, 
I i 

i I I 

~' 

, I 

I , ;;;; 

, I 

~I 
I 

i I 
I , 

i , 

I I 
I I 

'10"'" COW", I 

I 
Source: Flonda Department of Education 

$668,33; 

1,828,811 

',101,4 

$3,762,351 

$810,7. 

$1,075,4" 

5"4,213 
$;'621,6" 

58S~7o; 

;''':761 

;666,90 

$1,46;14< 

$875,0~ 

$1, 

$1, 

5'75:260 

$3,m:41' 

$890,931 

$t87~ 
$8,868," 

4% 1,896,20; 

'" 1,071,74; 

" $730,06 

" $2,273,221 

12% 

6% 

" 
" 

7% $li33,001 " 

7% !t,=::§j':: 
11% 1,899,236 

4% $2,267,2~ 

" $ ,331,34' 

~ 

13% 

20% 

8% 

11% 

W" 

~" 
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Year Pistrict 

2009 Bay 

2009 Brevard 

2009 Brevard 

2009 Broward 

2009 Charlotte 
2009 Collier 

2009 Collier 

2009 Duval 

2009 Duval 

2009 Hernando 

2009 Hillsborough 

2009 Hillsborough 

2009 Hillsborough 

2009 Hillsborough 

2009 Hillsborough 

2009 Indian River 

2009 Lake 

2009 Lee 

2009 Lee 
2009 Manatee 

2009 Martin 

2009 Okaloosa 

2009 Okaloosa 

2009 Orange 

2009 Oran.g~ 
2009 Osceola 

2009 Osceola 

2009 Osceola 

2009 Palm Beach 

2009 Palm Beach 

2009 Sarasota 

2009 Sarasota 

2009 Sarasota 

2009 Volusia 

2009 Wakulla 

2009 Walton 

2009 Washington 

2010 Bmward 

2010 Clay 

2010 Collier 

2010 Collier 

2010 Duval 

2010 Lake 

2010 Osceola 

2010 Palm Beach 

2010 Palm Beach 

2010 Palm Beach 

2010 Palm Beach 

2010 Palm Beach 

2010 Sarasota 

2010 Volusia 

2011 Broward 

2011 Calhoun 

201.1 Charlotte 

Tindale Oliver 
February 2016 

Type 

Elem 

High 

High 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 
Middle 

Elem 
Middle 

Elem 

Elem 

High 

High 

Middle 

Middle 

Middle 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

High 

Elem 

Elem 

Middle 

Elem 

Elem 

Elem 

High 

Table B-6 
Site Development Cost Analysis 

Orange County and Other Florida Jurisdictions 

Construction Site 
Facility Name 

Cost hnprov/Oeve! 

Deer Point Elementary $16,646,867 $1,711,350 

Satellite High School $4,736,903 $307,888 

Heritage High School $57,088,946 $9,834,384 

Discovery Elementary (K-6) $24,813,884 $3,397 

East Elementary $14,128,364 $1,389,286 

Eden Park Elementary (K-6) $19,625,793 $2,083,000 

Mike Davis Elementary $18,747,061 $1,722,320 

Westview K-S $29,119,287 $1,708,817 

Bartram Springs Elementary $16,349,939 $1,427,211 

Explorer K-8 $41,212,410 $1,200,000 

Bailey Elementary $7,308,787 $753,646 

Stowers Elementary $10,360,379 $941,642 

Steinbrenner High Schoo! $38,437,165 $4,391,015 

Strawberry Crest High School $43,204,430 $3,443,506 

Barrington Middle School $16,315,050 $1,368,167 

Storm Grove Middle School $34,106,673 $6,629,160 

East Ridge Middle School $27,281,965 $599,565 

Heights Elementary School $20,794,081 $220,848 

Lehigh Elementary School $15,702,253 $679,758 

G,D, Rogers Garden Elementary $12,223,480 $969,092 

Citrus Grove Elementary $21,130,325 $722,012 

R'lverside EI ementary School $11,716,323 $2,148,260 

Shoal River Middle School $12,779,256 $2,170,119 

East River High,Scho'ol . $58,970,282 $10,333,793 

La.ke NOliaHighSchoo! $60,857,702 $7)86;702 

KOA Elementary School (Elem L) $15,713,245 $1,874,555 

Narcoossee Elementary (ES M) $16,726,447 $631,727 

Westside K-8 School $23,051,370 $2,162,558 

e.0. Tayior/Kirklane Elementary $33,403,046 $3,628,916 

Hope-Centennial Elementary $24,021,666 $2,733,790 

Atwater Elementary School $19,931,810 $4,737,875 

Suncoast Poly technical High School $15,039,639 $1,463,101 

R~lQofSite 
Development to 

Construction Cost 
10% 

6% 
17% 

0% 
10% 

11% 

9% 

6% 
9% 
3% 

10% 

9% 

11% 

8% 

8% 

19% 

2% 

1% 

4% 

8% 

3% 

18% 

17% 

18% 

12% 
12% 

4% 

9% 

11% 

11% 

24% 

10% 

Middle Woodland Middle School $42,647,963 $6,909,752 16% 

Elem Champion Elementary 

Elem Riversink Elementary 

High Walton Senior High 

Elem Vernon Elementary School 

Elem Norcrest Elementary 

High Oakleaf High 

Elem Palmetto Elementary 

High Lorenzo Walker Institute of Technology High 

High AtlanticCoast High 

Elem Sorrento Elemenatry 

Elem East Lake Elementary 

Elem Everglades Elementary 

Elem NOlthboro Elementary 

Hem Plumasa Elementary 

High Palm Beach Gardens Community High 

High Suncoast High 

High Riverview High 

High University High 

High Lanier James Education Center 

High Blountstown High 

Elem Meadow Park Elemenlary 

6-10 

$14,696,164 $1,615,729 11% 

$15,363,460 $1,300,000 8% 

$35,764,000 $50,000 0% 

$6,259,105 $450,421 7% 

$22,286,245 $37,949 0% 

$50,819,745 $274,000 1% 

$20,224,743 $2,440,985 12% 

$9,843,413 $287,278 3% 

$50,466,294 $7,648,460 15% 

$15,407,494- $1,894,414 12% 

$13,103,888 $226,331 2% 

$18,272,709 $2,286,725 13% 

$25,556,083 $1,482,606 6% 

$24,127,146 $1,967,540 8% 

$88,425,828 $10,693,532 12% 

$72,435,808 $9,785,603 14% 

$94,573,194- $14,665,000 16% 

$72,990,143 $12,232,947 17% 

$8,889,147 $918,943 10% 

$19,407,910 $1.,362,604 7% 

$12,696,116 $1,802,689 14% 
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Table B-6 (Continued) 
Site Development Cost Analysis 

and Other Florida Jurisdictions 

Year DJstrict Type Facility Name 
. 

'011 Cho"nHe 'ieh Chocinttp Hiph 

'011 In,,"ol pm 
'011 em obol Lp",ciM Au,dpm" 

2Dll rt:;;k; iph ,ke , Hiph 

2Oi1 ieh i 

~.~ I"", I 7'· 
2Dll ~ 'Iem i 
2Dll rp,;oo 'Iem ,"R" 

'011 IWo"M Middle 'mecoldCo"t Middle 
'OD "Ioch"o 'Iem 
'OD Collie. Middle Bethocp 

2013 1"lm Be"h 'Iem IGo"e I 
, Ave",e 
i A"pcoee LO,,",e Co"ctv 

jAv,,",e O,,",e CO"ctv 5'hool,1 

Source: Flonda Department of Education 

Tindale OliVEr 
February 2016 8-11 

Cons'truct!on 
Cost 

Slt,e 
ImPfQvjDeyel 

Ratio of5ite 

I 
,Cost 

13% 

9% 
$200.000 1% 

$454.71C " 

$~~~.'~ ____ ~$1.12.3OC~~~~ __ ~ o:~. 

'.192.32; 

$7,623.31E 

$86,,," 

$479.65' 
$( 

$( 

$( 

$1,196,00: 

$0 
$7,901.452 

$415,02E 

$477,601 

$536.9" 

5658.48; 
. $657,63' 

$179.752.578 

20'/< 

11% 

1% 

9% 
0'10 

0% 

0% 
7% 

9% 
9% 

13%1 
0''' 

.4% 

0''' 
72% 

" 
" 7% 

9% 
6% 

6% 
9% 
5% 

lO''' 
lO'A 

lO'A 
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Land Value Analysis 

To estimate the current land value, the following analysis is conducted: 

• Recent land purchases (2008-16) by OCPS as well as estimates for future proposed 

purchases; 

• A review of the current market value of land from the Property Appraiser database 

where the existing schools are located; 

• An analysis of vacant residential land sales (non-OCPS purchases) in Orange County 

over the past three years for parcels of similar size; 

• An analysis of market value of vacant residential land from the Property Appraiser 

database for parcels of similar size and location to the current inventory; and 

• Discussions with OCPS staff. 

OCPS purchased thirteen sites that were over 10 acres between 2008 and the beginning of 

2016. The purchase price of these parcels averaged $158,000 per acre with a range of 

$20,000 to $945,000. The District's estimate for upcoming land purchases averages $350,000 

per acre with a range of $23,000 per acre to $500,000 per acre. 

The value of parcels where the existing schools are located, as estimated by the Orange 

County Property Appraiser, indicates an average land value of $55,000 per acre with a range 

of $9,100 acre to $496,000 per acre. Property Appraiser estimates tend to be on the 

conservative side for publicly owned land. Vacant residential land sales of similar size in 

Orange County between 2012 and 2015 averaged $105,000 per acre. Given this information, 

a unit cost of $100,000 per acre is found to be a reasonable and even a conservative estimate 

for impact fee calculation purposes. Tables B-7 through B-9 provide a summary of this 

information as well as the detail for recent land purchases and proposed land purchases by 

OCPS. 

Tindale Oliver 

February 2016 B-12 
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Table B-7 
Land Value Analysis 

. 

Component . 

Recent Purchases (10 + acres)ll) 

Value of Current Parcels l2) 

Future Estimates (15 to 50 acres) 13) 

Vacant Residential Land Sales (5 to 90 acres)14) 

Vacant Residential Land Values (5 to 90 acres) 14) 
(1) Source: Table B-8 

(2) Source: Orange County Property Appraiser's database 
(3) Source: Tab)e B-9 

(4) Source: Orange County Property Appraiser's database 

Tindale Oliver 
February 2016 B-13 

Val.ue Per Acre 
Aver;,!ge Range 

$158,000 $20,000 - $945,000 

$55,000 $9,100- $496,000 

$348,000 $23,000 - $500,000 

$105,000 $10,000 - $798,000 

$44,000 $10,000 - $472,000 
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Table B-8 
Historical Land Purchases (Orange County Public Schools) 

Facilities Name/Real Estate 1O(1} Year Acq.(l} 

87-M-SE-3 2012 
55-H-N-6 2011 

200-E-W-7 2012 

Oak Ridge HS 2009 
55-H-N-6 2010 

Oak Ridge HS 2009 

Oak Ridge HS 2009 

Forsyth Lots 261 & 103 2010 

Oak Ridge HS 2009 
55-H-N-6 2010 
55-H-N-6 2010 

55-H-N-6 2010 
55-H-N-6 2010 

55-H-N-6 2010 
55-H-N-6 2009 

55-H-N-6 2010 
113-H-W-4 Contract 
55-H-N-6 2010 
21-M-E-2 2015 
21-M-E-2 2015 
21-M-E-2 2015 
55-H-N-6 2010 

Oak Ridge HS 2009 
200-E-W-7 2012 

131-K8-SW-5 2014 
81-E-SW-5 2014 

30-E-SE-3 2011 
3-E-SE-2 2012 
117-E-SE-4 2015 
23-E-E-1 2009 

Lake Nona MS 2009 
87-M-SE-3 2010 
48-M-SW-4 2008 

Forsyth Woods ES 2009 

Site #37-M-W-4 2015/16 
52-M-SE-2 2016 
2-M-E-1 2008/09 

Totals/Weighted Average 

Totals/Weighted Average (10 + acres Only)(') 

(1) Source: Orange County Public Schools 
(2) Purchase price divided by acres 

Purchase Price(l} 

$3,000 

$80.000 

$147,500 

$652,000 

$137,988 

$650,000 

$875,000 

$99,998 

$1,100,000 

$1,500,000 

$1,250,000 

$410,000 

$175,000 

$2,999,380 

$2,800,000 

$2,675,000 

$247,000 

$3,400,000 

$325,000 

$325,000 

$420,000 

$1,390,000 

$2,845,000 

$825,000 

$10,775,860 

$5,150,000 

$725,000 

$3,250,000 

$356,400 

$987,000 

$1,852,560 

$450,170 

$6,250,000 

$1,895,000 

$576,990 

$8,700,000 

$3,584,950 

$69,885,796 

$44,553,930 

(3) Summary only includes purchases of 10 or more acres 

Tindale Oliver 

February 2016 B-14 

Acres(l} Price per Acre(2j 

0.05 $60,000 

0.18 $444,444 

0.18 $819,444 

0.20 $3,260,000 

0.35 $394,251 

0.40 $1,625,000 

0.50 $1,750,000 

0.68 $147,056 

0.70 $1,571,429 

0.91 $1,648,352 

1.00 $1,250,000 

1.00 $410,000 

1.00 $175,000 

1.50 $1,999,587 

1.54 $1,818,182 

2.02 $1,324,257 

2.53 $97,628 

2.93 $1,160,410 

3.64 $89,286 

3.64 $89,286 

4.16 $100,962 

4.40 $315,909 

4.70 $605,319 

6.42 $128,505 

11.40 $945,251 

12.00 $429,167 

12.09 $59,967 

15.00 $216,667 

15.84 $22,500 

18.87 $52,305 

20.38 $90,901 

23.00 $19,573 

25.00 $250,000 

25.10 $75,498 

25.64 $22,500 

26.00 $334,615 

52.50 $68,285 

327.45 $213,422 

282.82 $157,532 
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Table B-9 
Proposed Land Purchases (Orange County Public Schools) 

ID Number!') Location!') 

52-M-SE-2 Lake Nona Area 

44-E-SE-2 Lake Nona Area 

20-E-SE-5 Tangelo Park/Waterbridge Area 

26-E-N-7 Arden Park Area 

90-E-N-7 Wolf Lake Area 

80-H-SW-4 Dr. Phillips Area 

43-E-SE-2 Lake Nona Area 

56-M-SE-2 Lake Nona Area 

102-E-W-4 Johns Lake Area 

Site #85-E-W-4 Summerlake 

Totals/Weighted Average 
(1) Source: Orange County PubliC Schools 

Tind21e Oliver 

February 2016 

Purchase Price 

Appraisal!') 

$8,700,000 

$2,400,000 

$5,900,000 

$5,550,000 

$5,550,000 

$25,000,000 

$3,265,000 

$9,250,000 

$5,550,000 

$355,770 

$71,520,770 

B-15 

Acreage!') Price per Acre!') 

25.0 $348,000 

15.0 $160,000 

15.0 $393,333 

15.0 $370,000 

15.0 $370,000 

50.0 $500,000 

15.0 $217,667 

25.0 $370,000 

15.0 $370,000 

15.8 $22,500 

205.8 $347,505 

Orange County Public Schools 
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Orange County School Impact Fee 

Glossary of Terms 

The following list of acronyms and/or terms frequently used during the discussion of the 

school impact fee is provided for reference. 

Adjusted FISH Capacity - the number of students who can be served in a permanent public 

school facility as prOVided in the Florida Inventory of School Houses adjusted to account for 

the design capacity of Modular or In-Slot Classrooms on the campuses designed as Modular 

or In-Slot schools, but not to exceed Core Capacity. 

Advisory Group - Orange County School Impact Fee Advisory Group. 

Capacity Adjustment - Adjustment made to the cost per permanent student station to 

account for the percentage of students anticipated to receive a permanent student station, 

based on the ratio of enrollment to available permanent capacity. 

Capital Improvement "Cash" Credit - Capital expansion expenditures included in the credit 

calculation that are paid for out of cash accounts in the capital budget (as opposed to being 

paid for through a debt service issue). Types of expenditures include district-wide capital 

purchases for new school, land acquisition for future school sites, security systems upgrades 

or for new bu ildings, and network technology for new bu ildings. 

Capital Outlay Tax - Ad valorem revenue collected under the 1.5 mills levied by Orange 

County to be used by OCPS for school capital outlay expenditures. 

Certificate of Participation (COPs) - A form of lease purchase financing. COPs are the primary 

form of debt service incurred by OCPS. 

Class Size Requirements - By the 2010 school year, school districts are mandated under the 

Florida Constitution to ensure that the maximum number of students per teacher does not 

exceed the numbers set forth below: 

• Prekindergarten thru Grade 3 - maximum of 18 students per classroom 

• Grade 4 thru Grade 8 - maximum of 22 students per classroom 

• Grade 9 thru Grade 12 - maximum of 25 students per classroom 

Tindale Oliver 
February 2016 C-1 
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Exceptional Student Education program (ESE) - Program to provide students with disabilities 

and gifted students the opportunities to receive a free appropriate public education in the 

least restrictive environment.' 

Facility Service Delivery - Gross square feet per permanent student station for each type of 

school, based on OCPS's prototype design sta ndards. 

Five-Year Work Program - Five-year planning document required by the State of Florida to 

be developed annually by each School Board; includes a schedule of major repair and 

renovation projects necessary to maintain the educational facilities and ancillary facilities of 

the district, and a schedule of capital outlay projects necessary to ensure the availability of 

satisfactory student stations for the projected student enrollment in K-12 programs. The 

Work Program is developed based on data included in the approved OCPS five-year capital 

improvement plan. 

Florida Department of Education (FDOE) 

Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH) - An inventory of OCPS's school, administrative, 

and ancillary facilities that is maintained for FDOE. 

Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH) Capacity - Includes the following utilization rate 

percentages by school type: 100% for elementary schools; 90% for middle schools; 90% for 

ninth-grade centers; 95% for high schools. 

Furniture, Fixtures, and Equipment (FF&E) - Includes all furniture, fixtures, and equipment 

provided at a school, administrative, or ancillary facility. 

Geographic Information Systems (GIS) - Geo-spatial analysis used to link a student address 

to its respective parcel in the parcel database maintained by the Orange County Property 

Appraiser. 

level of Service Standards - Standards included in the Interiocal Agreement (llA) between 

the School Board, Orange County, and the Municipalities. Section 15.1 of the lLA states "To 

ensure that the capacity of schools is sufficient to support student growth and prevent the 

overcrowding of schools, the School Board, the County, and the Municipalities have 

Tind21e OHver 
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established the following uniform Level of Service standards for elementary, middle and high 

schools within each School Concurrency Service Area. 

(a) Elementary Schools: 110% of Adjusted FISH Capacity for each Elementary School 

Concurrency Service Area. The Elementary school LOS shall also include Arbor Ridge 

K-S, Windy Ridge K-S and grades Kindergarten through 5 of Blankner K-S. 

(b) Middle schools: 100% of Adjusted FISH Capacity for each Middle School Concurrency 

Service Area. The Middle school LOS shall also include grades 6-8 of Blankner K-S. 

(c) High schools, including ninth grade centers: 100% of Adjusted FISH Capacity for each 

High School Concurrency Service Area." 

Orange County Public Schools (OCPS) 

Permanent Gross Square Feet (GSF) - Total square footage of the building within all exterior 

walls. 

Permanent Program Capacity - Formula developed by OCPS for calculating permanent 

capacity for each school. As shown in the formula below, the Permanent Program Capacity 

considers FISH capacity, in-slot capacity, utilization factor, and ESE adjustment for each 

school. 

Permanent Program Capacity Formula: 

({Permanent FISH Capacity + In-Slot Capacity) * (School Utilization Factor) - ESE Capacity Loss} 

Permanent Student Station - Permanent square footage required per student (as defined in 

Section 6.1 of the State Requirements for Educational Facilities) for instructional program 

based on the particular course content to be offered. 

Student Generation Rate (SGR) - Average number of public school students per dwelling unit 

over the life of a home. 

Tindale Oliver (TO) 

Voluntary Pre-Kindergarten (VPK) 

Tinda!e OHver 

February 2016 C-3 
Orange County Public Schools 

School Impact Fee Study Update 
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Interoffice Memorandum 

April 8, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County COlllmissioners 

Chairperson, Bill Sublette 
-ANO-
Orange County School Board 

Superintendent Barbara M. Jenkins 

Chairperson, Miranda Fitzgerald Df 
~N~ ~ 

Orange County SChoollmpact~e dvisory Group 

CONTACT PERSON: Christopher R. Testerman, AICP 
Assistant County Administrator, Infrastructure Services and 
Government Relations 

SUBJECT: Recolllillendations Report on the 2016 Orange 
County Public Schools School Impact Fee Study Update 

The School Impact Fee Advisory Group ("Advisory Group'') officially reconvened on 
August 28, 2015, to review tile 2016 Orange County Public Schools School Impact Fee 
Study Update ('Impact Fee Study") prepared by Tindale·Oliver. Pursuant to the School 
Impacl Fee Ordinance, codified at Article V. Chapter 23, Orange County Code (tile 
"Ordinance") ,he group consisted of seven appointed members: Miranda Fitzgerald, 
Chairperson, Sean Murphy, Vice Chairperson, Derrick Cox, Christine Bramuchi, Eric 
Marks, Randy June. and Dotti Wynn. The members l11et six (6) timeS between August 
and April to revievv the methodology and components of the Impact Fee Study The 
Advisory Grouj:,"s recommendations have been incorporated in the Crange COLinty 
Public Schools School Impact Fee Study Update Final Repeli dated February 5, 2016. 
3',-,d i,he accorr,panying draft Ordinance. 
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The methodology reviewed by the Advisory Group included the following components 

Inventory 
Facility Service Delivery 
Cost Component 
Credit Component 
Net Cost per Student 
Student Generation Rate 
Calculated Impact Fee Schedule 

Once the Advisory Group agreed on the methodology, Tindale-Oliver provided an 
impact fee comparison of the existing fee, the fee calculated using the 2007 and 2011 
methodologies, and the fee calculated with the Advisory Group's recommended 
changes to the 2016 methodology, The most significant change was to create a 
separate category for townhouses with its own fee and student generation rate to more 
equitably reflect the impacts of that land use type, 

In addition to tile methodology review, the Advisory Group considered other issues 
related to the School Impact Fee, One of which was whether downtown high rises 
should have a lower impact fee rate since certain historical data suggests that these 
high rises have generated fewer students than other multi-family developments. To 
address this concern, the Advisory Group recommended revisions to the alternative 
impact fee language in the Ordinance. The recommended language is intended to 
provide more flexibility to residential projects that can prove such projects generate less 
of an impact on schools than calculated based on the student generation rate and allow 
the governing jurisdiction to review the calculations together with the County and OCPS. 

The Advisory Group also suggested that the entire impact fee increase be deferred until 
January 1, 2017, in order to allow the development community time to budget for the 
increase They also suggested that town homes should be allowed to defer payment of 
the school impact fees to the certificate of occupancy, upon request, rather than 
requiring payment at building permit issuance. 

Attachments: Orange County Public Schools School Impact Fee Study Update Final 
Repol' dated February 5,2016 and Draft Ordinance 

Ajit Lalchandani, County Administrator 
Christopher R. Testerman, AICP, Assistant County Adillinistrator 
Jon V. INeiss, PE., Director, Community Environmental, and Development 
ServiCeS Department 
Joel Prinsell, Deputy County Attorney 
VVhitne')i Evers, Assistant County !\t!orney 
Sccii Hcviat, Senior Executive Director, OCPS 
Rick. Cciiins, Chief Financial Officer, OCPS 
Dale !<'e'!Y, Senior Director, OCPS 
V'/OCQy Hcdriguez. Office of the General Counsel, OCPS 
Eile[;!n Fernandez, Office of the General Counsel, OCPS 

Salvo, AICP Senior Administrator, OCPS 
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Steve Tindale, PE., AICP, Chief Executive Officer, Tlndale-Oliver & Associates 
Nilgun Kamp, AICP, Principal, Tindale-Oliver & Associates 

3 
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= 
Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVERNMENT 
FLO R In}. 

March 29, 2016 

TO: Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-

Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Jose Cantero, Chairman 
Planning and Zoning Commission I Local Planning Agency (PZC/LPA) 

SUBJECT: Orange County Public Schools School Impact Fee Update 

On February 18, 2016 and March 17, 2016 the Planning and Zoning Commission I 
Local Planning Agency held a work session and public hearing, respectively, for the 
Orange County School Impact Fee update. 

The Planning and Zoning Commission / Local Planning Agency reviewed the Orange 
County Public Schools School Impact Fee Update Study dated February 5, 2016 and 
the 2016 School Impact Fee Ordinance presented by the Fiscal and Operational 
Support Division. After the Fiscal and Operational Support Division staff's presentation, 
citizen participation and Commission discussion, a motion was made by Tina 
Demostene and seconded by Jimmy Dunn to find the ordinance consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan. As part of the motion the Planning and Zoning Commission/Local 
Planning Agency requested that staff and the School Impact Fee AdviSOry Group work 
on a plan to incrementally implement the fee increase. The Planning and Zoning 
Commission/Local Planning Agency unanimously approved (7-0) the motion with 
Commissioner Ja Ja Wade and Commissioner Pat DiVecchio being absent from the 
proceed in _ 

JC/bdd 

c: anning and Zoning Commission/Local Planning Agency 
Christopher R. Testerman, AICP, Assistant County Administrator, Infrastructure Services 
and Government Relations 
Jon Weiss, P.E., Director, Community, Environmental, and Development Services 
Department 
Dean Stites, Manager, Fiscal and Operational Support Division 
Alberto A. Vargas, MArch, Manager, Planning Division 
Whitney Evers, Assistant County Attorney, County Attorney's Office 
Brandy Driggers, Development Services Supervisor, Fiscal and Operational Support 
Division 
Read File 
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gs~ 
Interoffice Memorandum 

GOVERNMENT 
I'LORIDA 

April 18, 2016 

TO: 

FROM: 

CONTACT PERSON: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Teresa Jacobs 
-AND-
Board of County Commissioners 

~
W. 

Jon V. Weiss, P.E., Director ,-
Community, Environmental arl( Development 
Services Department \: 

Carol Hossfield, Manager, Zoning Division 
407-836-5585 

May 10,2016 - BCC Called Public Hearing 
Applicant: Save a Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 
BZA Case #SE-16-01-143, March 3, 2016; District #5 

Case #SE-16-01-143, located in District 5 is a Board of County Commissioners (BCC) 
called public hearing to be heard on May 10, 2016. Save a Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 
(Applicant) is requesting a Special Exception and Variances to construct a 3,600 sq. ft. 
pet rescue shelter with unpaved parking facilities and four parking spaces in lieu of 12 
spaces. 

The subject property is located on the northeast corner of S. West Christmas Road and 
East Colonial Drive in the Town of Christmas. The pet rescue shelter will not have any 
outdoor runs and will be accessible only to staff and volunteers. It will not be open to the 
general public. 

There were 2 community meetings held for this request. The majority of the attendees 
were opposed to this request. At the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) hearing on 
March 3, 2016, residents of the Town of Christmas appeared in opposition to the 
request. The residents had concerns about excessive noise, a lack of land use 
compatibility with existing uses, and the difficulty in enforcing the conditions of approval. 
The BZA concluded the conditions of approval mitigated the residents' concerns and 
approved the requests subject to 24 conditions of approval. 

The application for this request is subject to the requirements of Ordinance 2008-14, 
which mandates the disclosure of expenditures related to the presentation of items or 
lobbying of items before the BCC. A copy will be available upon request in the Zoning 
Division. 

• 
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Page Two 
May 10, 2016 - BCC Called Public Hearing 
Applicant: Save a Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 
BZA Case #SE-16-01-143, March 3, 2016; District #5 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Carol Hossfield at 6-
5585 or Rocco Relvini at 6-5386. 

ACTION REQUESTED: Uphold the BZA's recommendation of approval of March 
3,2016. District 5 

JVW/CH:dcn 
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COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENTAL DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT 

ZONING DIVISION PUBLIC HEARING REPORT 
May 10, 2016 

The following is a public hearing on an appeal before the Board of County 
Commissioners on May 10, 2016 at 2:00 p.m. 

APPELLANT/APPLICANT: 

REQUEST: 

LOCATION: 

TRACT SIZE: 

ZONING: 

DISTRICT: 

PROPERTIES NOTIFIED: 

SAVE A LIFE PET RESCUE INC 

Special Exception and Variances in the A-2 zoning 
district as follows: 
1) Special Exception to construct a 3,600 sq. ft. pet 
rescue shelter; 
2) Variance: To allow unpaved parking in lieu of 
paved; and 
3) Variance: To allow 4 parking spaces in lieu of 12. 
(Note: The pet shelter will not have any outdoor runs 
or outdoor compounds and will be accessible only to 
staff and volunteers. It will not be opened to the 
general public). 

East side of S. West Christmas Rd., 200 ft. north of E. 
Colonial Dr., 1/4 mile west of S. Fort Christmas Rd. 

6.9 acres 

A-2 

#5 

57 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT (BZA) HEARING SYNOPSIS ON REQUEST: 

The applicant proposes a 3,600 square foot metal structure to house rescued dogs. The 
maximum number of adult dogs permitted is fifty (50). The maximum number of dogs 
under six (6) months of age is 100. No other animals are permitted. 

1 of 5 
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Staff gave a detailed presentation and outlined the background, analysis, and character 
of the area. In summary, staff recommended approval subject to twenty-three (23) 
conditions. 

The applicant gave a detailed presentation which included facts about the case and 
previous court cases that outlined the legal criteria to be used other than opinion and 
speculation. 

The applicant's certified planner gave an analysis of the criteria to be used and 
demonstrated how this case met those criteria. 

Four (4) persons spoke in favor. 

Four (4) persons spoke in opposition. They had concerns about impacts to wetlands 
and the nearby creek. They wanted to retain the peace and tranquility that currently 
exists in the area. They had concerns about the potential noise impacts to the 
surrounding area. 

The BZA imposed additional conditions of approval to minirnize the potential irnpacts 
and approved the request. 

BZA HEARING DECISION: 

APPROVED the Special Exception request in that the Board finds it rnet the 
requirements governing Special Exceptions as spelled out in Orange County Code, 
Section 38-78, and that the granting of the Special Exception does not adversely affect 
general public interest; and, APPROVED the Variance requests in that the Board made 
the finding that the requirements of Orange County Code, Section 30-43(3) have been 
met; further, said approval is subject to the following conditions (unanimous)(6-0): 

1. Development in accordance with site plan dated, 'Received February 2,2016', and 
all other applicable regulations. Any deviations, changes,or modifications to the 
plan are subject to the Zoning Manager's approval. The Zoning Manager may 
require the changes be reviewed by the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) for 
administrative approval or to determine if the applicant's changes require another 
BZA public hearing; 

2. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development; 

2 of 5 
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3. The shelter shall not have any outdoor runs or outdoor compounds; 

4. Driving aisles shall have #57 stone. Parking spaces may be grassed. However, all 
handicapped parking space requirements must be met; 

5. Prior to the issuance of any permits the applicant shall complete a Conservation 
Area Determination. There shall be no impacts to any Orange County jurisdictional 
conservation areas unless approved by Orange County; 

6. Construction plans shall be submitted within two (2) years or this approval becomes 
null and void; 

7. The animal shelter/boarding facility shall be owned, operated, and used for the 
exclusive purpose of a 501 (c)(3) Florida not-for-profit corporation, and shall not be 
operated as a commercial for-profit animal kennel/boarding facility or any other 
commercial use; 

8. The facility shall be fenced with a six (6) foot high wooden privacy fence with 
restricted, gated access as generally depicted on the Site Plan. Site access shall 
be subject to County Engineer review and approval. Access shall be per the 
County Engineer; 

9. The facility shall be climate controlled, and the walls and roof of the building shall 
have rolled insulation between the steel panels and frame. Additionally, the 
applicant shall install acoustic sound-absorbing tiles on all sides of the building; 

10. A fire sprinkler or suppression system shall be installed to protect the housed 
animals; 

11. The wooden area as generally depicted on the Site Plan shall be left undisturbed 
and undeveloped so as to serve as a natural vegetative buffer from surrounding 
properties; 

12. The facility shall be equipped with in-floor drains running to a septic system, subject 
to the Department of Health and County approval and applicable permitting 
requirements; 

3 of 5 
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13. Access to the animal shelter/boarding facility shall be limited to the applicant's staff 
and volunteers and shall not be open and/or accessible to the general public. The 
facility shall, however, be subject to inspections by applicable regulatory entities per 
Florida law; 

14. The facility's normal hours of operation, including times for the routine changing of 
bedding, feeding, and outdoor walks of dogs, shall occur between 7:00 a.m. and 
9:00 p.m. Night-time checks may occur as deemed necessary; 

15. No on-site adoptions or drop-offs of animals by the general public shall be allowed 
at the facility. All adoptions and in-person viewing of available animals by the 
general public shall occur at off-site locations; 

16. The facility shall be equipped with a 24-hour video surveillance system monitoring 
the inside and outside of the facility for the safety of the housed animals, and to 
discourage third parties from abandoning animals at the location. The applicant 
shall post signage at the gated entrance advising that the property is under video 
surveillance; 

17. The facility will not have any outdoor kennel runs and the housed animals will not 
have unsupervised access to the outdoor area on the property; 

18. Any dumpster or garbage receptacles at the facility shall be stored and located on 
the south side of the building; 

19. No expansion of the facility shall be permitted without prior Board of Zoning 
Adjustment approval; 

20. Any deviation from a code standard not specifically identified and 
reviewed/addressed by the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) shall be resubmitted 
for the BZA's review or the plans revised to comply with the standard; 

21. The facility shall be subject to an inspection by the Orange County Animal Services 
Division on an annual basis and as otherwise deemed necessary; 

22. Any nuisance or noise complaints shall be addressed to and by the Orange County 
Animal Services Division; 

4 of 5 
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23. The septic tank shall be inspected and pumped out on an annual basis. 
Documentation of such maintenance shall be provided to Orange County 
Environmental Protection Division, OrangetoGreen@ocfl.net, Attn. Environmental 
Permitting and Compliance, reference case SE-16-01-143; and, 

24. There shall be a maximum of fifty (50) adult dogs and a maximum of 100 dogs 
under the age of six (6) months, The facility shall be for dogs only, no other 
animals. 

5 of 5 
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SAVE A LIFE PET RESCUE, INC. 
SE-16-01-143 

REQUEST: 

ADDRESS: 

LOCATION: 

S-T-R: 

TRACT SIZE: 

DISTRICT#: 
LEGAL: 

PARCEL 10: 

Special Exception and Variances in the A-2 zoning district as follows: 
1) Special Exception: To construct a 3,600 sq. ft. pet rescue shelter; 
2) Variance: To allow unpaved parking in lieu of paved; and, 
3) Variance: To allow 4 parking spaces in lieu of 12. 
(Note: The pet shelter will not have any outdoor runs or outdoor 
compounds and will be accessible only to staff and volunteers. It will 
not be opened to the general public). 
609 S West Christmas Road, Christmas, FL 32709 

East side of S. West Christmas Rd., 200 ft. north of E. Colonial Dr., 
1/4 mile west of S. Fort Christmas Rd. 
32-22-33 

6.9 acres 

5 
CHRISTMAS GARDENS NO 2 P/62 BLK 6 LOTS 4, 5 (LESS THAT 
PT OF LOT 5 IN E1/2 OF NE1/4 OF NW1/4) 
32-22-33-1316-06-040 

NO. OF NOTICES: 57 
DECISION: APPROVED the Special Exception request in that the Board finds it met the 
requirements governing Special Exceptions as spelled out in Orange County Code, Section 38-
78, and that the granting of the Special Exception does not adversely affect general public 
interest; and, APPROVED the Variance requests in that the Board made the finding that the 
requirements of Orange County Code, Section 30-43(3) have been met; further, said approval is 
subject to the following conditions (unanimous)(6-0): 

1. Development in accordance with site plan dated, 'Received February 2, 2016', and all other 
applicable regulations. Any deviations, changes, or modifications to the plan are subject to 
the Zoning Manager's approval. The Zoning Manager may require the changes be reviewed 
by the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) for administrative approval or to determine if the 
applicant's changes require another BZA public hearing; 

2. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit by the 
County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a permit 
from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on the part of the County for 
issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the 
obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that result in a 
violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all 
other applicable state or federal permits before commencement of development; 

3. The shelter shall not have any outdoor runs or outdoor compounds; 
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4. Driving aisles shall have #57 stone. Parking spaces may be grassed. However, all 
handicapped parking space requirements must be met; 

5. Prior to the issuance of any permits the applicant shall complete a Conservation Area 
Determination. There shall be no impacts to any Orange County jurisdictional conservation 
areas unless approved by Orange County; 

6. Construction plans shall be submitted within two (2) years or this approval becomes null 
and void; 

7. The animal shelter/boarding facility shall be owned, operated, and used for the exclusive 
purpose of a 501(c)(3) Florida not-for-profit corporation, and shall not be operated as a 
commercial for-profit animal kennel/boarding facility or any other commercial use; 

8. The facility shall be fenced with a six (6) foot high wooden privacy fence with restricted, 
gated access as generally depicted on the Site Plan. Site access shall be subject to 
County Engineer review and approval. Access shall be per the County Engineer; 

9. The facility shall be climate controlled, and the walls and roof of the building shall have 
rolled insulation between the steel panels and frame. Additionally, the applicant shall install 
acoustic sound-absorbing tiles on all sides of the building; 

10. A fire sprinkler or suppression system shall be installed to protect the housed animals; 

11. The wooden area as generally depicted on the Site Plan shall be left undisturbed and 
undeveloped so as to serve as a natural vegetative buffer from surrounding properties; 

12. The facility shall be equipped with in-floor drains running to a septic system, subject to the 
Department of Health and County approval and applicable permitting requirements; 

13. Access to the .animal shelter/boarding facility shall be limited to the applicant's staff and 
volunteers and shall not be open and/or accessible to the general public. The facility shall, 
however, be subject to inspections by applicable regulatory entities per Florida law; 

14. The facility's normal hours of operation, including times for the routine changing of bedding, 
feeding, and outdoor walks of dogs, shall occur between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Night
time checks may occur as deemed necessary; 

15. No on-site adoptions or drop-offs of animals by the general public shall be allowed at the 
facility. All adoptions and in-person viewing of available animals by the general public shall 
occur at off-site locations; 
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16. The facility shall be equipped with a 24-hour video surveillance system monitoring the 
inside and outside of the facility for the safety of the housed animals, and to discourage 
third parties from abandoning animals at the location. The applicant shall post signage at 
the gated entrance advising that the property is under video surveillance; 

17. The facility will not have any outdoor kennel runs and the housed animals will not have 
unsupervised access to the outdoor area on the property; 

18. Any dumpster or garbage receptacles at the facility shall be stored and located on the south 
side of the building; 

19. No expansion of the facility shall be permitted without prior Board of Zoning Adjustment 
approval; 

20. Any deviation from a code standard not specifically identified and reviewed/addressed by 
the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) shall be resubmitted for the BZA's review or the 
plans revised to comply with the standard; 

21. The facility shall be subject to an inspection by the Orange County Animal Services Division 
on an annual basis and as otherwise deemed necessary; 

22. Any nuisance or noise complaints shall be addressed to and by the Orange County Animal 
Services Division; 

23. The septic tank shall be inspected and pumped out on an annual basis. Documentation of 
such maintenance shall be provided to Orange County Environmental Protection Division, 
OrangetoGreen@ocfl.net, Attn. Environmental Permitting and Compliance, reference case 
SE-16-01-143; and, 

24. There shall be a maximum of fifty (50) adult dogs and a maximum of 100 dogs under the 
age of six (6) months, The facility shall be for dogs only, no other animals. 

SYNOPSIS: The applicant proposes a 3,600 square foot metal structure to house 
rescued dogs. The maximum number of adult dogs permitted is fifty (50). The maximum 
number of dogs under six (6) months of age is 100. No other animals are permitted. 

Staff gave a detailed presentation and outlined the background, analysis, and character 
of the area. In summary, staff recommended approval subject to twenty-three (23) 
conditions. 
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The applicant gave a detailed presentation which included facts about the case and 
previous court cases that outlined the legal criteria to be used other than opinion and 
speculation. 

The applicant's certified planner gave an analysis of the criteria to be used and 
demonstrated how this case met those criteria. 

Four (4) persons spoke in favor. 

Four (4) persons spoke in opposition. They had concerns about impacts to wetlands 
and the nearby creek. They wanted to retain the peace and tranquility that currently 
exists in the area. They had concerns about the potential noise impacts to the 
surrounding area. 

The BZA imposed additional conditions of approval to minimize the potential impacts 
and approved the request. 



606

Applicant: Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 

BZA Number: SE-16-01-143 

BZA Date: 03/03/2016 

District: 5 

Secrrwn/Rge: 33-22-33-NW-B 

Tract Size: 6.9 acres 

Address: 609 S West Christmas Road, Christmas FL 32709 

Location: East side of S. West Christmas Rd., 200 ft. north of E. Colonial Dr., 1/4 mile west of 
S. Fort Christmas Rd. 
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VIA HAND DELIVERY 

Rocco Relvini 
Orange County Zoning 
201 S. Rosalind Avenue 
Orlando, Florida 32802 

November 18, 2015 

Re: 609 SW Christmas Road - Applicationfor Special Exception 

Dear Mr. Relvini: 

REPLY To: ORI.ANDO 

Our finn represents Save A Life ret Rescue, Inc., who is the owner of approximately 6.83 
acres located at 609 SW Christmas Road in unincorporated Orange County (Parcel Id. No. 32-22-33-
1316-06-040) ("Property"). Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc., is a Florida not-for-profit corporation, 
who over the past nine (9) years has helped rescue, rehabilitate, spay/neuter, and place over 7,000 
animals in new homes. 

Enclosed is an Orange County Board of Zoning Adjustment Application, together with the 
applicable fee of$I,355.00, requesting approval of a special exception to operate a private animal 
shelterlboarding facility on the Property. As reflected in the Application materials, the private 
animal shelter/boarding facility will not have any oUldoor runs or outdoor compounds, and will be 
accessible only to Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc.'s staff and volunteers, not the general public. The 
proposed facility will consist of a single, 3,600 square building (90' x 40'), which will providc much 
needed space for Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc., to temporarily house rescued dogs prior to their off
site adoptions. 

We appreciate Orangc County Zoning Staff's support of the requested special exception for 
Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc.'s proposed facility. As always, please do not hesitate to contact me if 
you have any questions or need additional information. 

Enclosures 

TALLAHASSEE 

433 NORTH MAGNOLIA DRIVE 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32308 
(850) 224-7332 

FAX' (850) 224-7662 

5~ 
S. Brent Spain 

ORLANDO 

4767 NEW BROAD STREET 

ORLANDO, FLORIDA 32814 

(407) 514-2676 
FAX' (407) 264-6132 

www.thenaquelaw.com 
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Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 
29711 Wells Road 
Wesley Chapel, FL 33545 
407-952-1858 

Board of Zoning Adjustment 
OrdIlge County Zoning Division 
20 IS. Rosalind Avenue 
Post Office Box 2687 
Orlando, Florida 32802-2687 
407-836-3111 

Dear Sirs; 

• November 10, 2015 

RE: Special Exception Application 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a detailed explanation of our Special Exception request. 

Who we are 
Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. is a 501(e)(3) Not For Profit Organization dedicated to the rescue of dogslcats that 
are scheduled to be euthanized by other shelters. 

Once rescued from euthanasia, the animals receive whatever veterinarian care and rehabilitation they need 
before being offered for adoption each Saturday and Sunday at the Pet Smart retail store located at 1 I 15 Vidina 
Place, Oviedo, FL 32765. 

Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. is a no-kill shelter that has successfully rescued, rehabilitated, spayed/neutered, 
and placed over 7,000 animals with warm, loving families since its formation 9 years ago. 

Purpose of the Special Exception Application 
Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. currently depends solely on volunteers and fosters to house the animals while they 
wait to fmd their forever home. Unfortunately, fosters and volunteers can only provide a limited amount of 
space. 

In order to increase the rescue of more dogs and cats, we are applying for a Special Exception to erect a 
building on an already owned 6.83 acre parcel to serve as a shelter to temporarily house rescued dogs prior to 
their off-site adoptions. 

Land 
The land is a vacant heavily wooded 6.83 acre parcel with upland and lowland areas with A-2 zoning. The land 
has already had an environmental wetland survey and its upland area has been inspected and approved for 
building by St. Johns River Water Management District. The parcel is situated on SW Christmas Road, 
Christmas, FL and when combined with an adjoining owned small parcel is also bordered by Hwy 50. 

It is Parcel ID #32-22-33-1316-06-040, Orange County, Florida Property Appraiser's Office. 

Its neighbor to the North is a 4.91 acre parcel with a manufactured mobile home zoned A-2 owned by James 
Allen Mcleod, Lucretia Sue Mcleod, and Brandon M. Mcleod; Its neighbor to the East is a 19.85 acre vacant 
land parcel zoned A-2 owned by Cloverleaf 4-H Park of Christmas, Inc.; its neighbors to the South is a.42 acre 
vacant land parcel zoned A-2 owned by George Scuderi and a .20 acre vacant land parcel zoned A-2 owned by 
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• • Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc.; and its neighbor to the West, crossing over SW Christmas Road is a 28.92 acre 
vacant land parcel zoned A-2 and a 4.92 acre vacant land parcel zoned A-2, both parcels of which are owned by 
Jessie Richardson and Leoma Richardson. 

Building 
Exterior - The building will be a 3,600 square foot Orlando Steel built A-frame style steel building. Its 
dimensions are 40 foot wide, 90 foot long, and 16 foot in height. It will have 8' x 10' insulated roll-up doors at 
each end and a single 36" x 80" walk door. It will be a fully-insulated, climate controlled steel building. It's 
setbacks will be a minimum of 35' to the front, 50' to the rear, and 10' to the sides. 

Interior - The interior will be air conditionedlheated with an open floor plan (no interior walls) with large 
enclosed cages (approximately 8' x 12' each) complete with off-floor bedding, water and food dishes. 

Access 
Access to the building will be through a gated small dirt driveway on SW Christmas Road. Parking will be on 
unpaved dirt. Since the building will serve solely as a temporary housing facility, its access is limited to 
persons solely designated by Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. to provide care to the animals. The facility will not 
be open to or accessible by the public. 

Safety 
A 6' high wooden privacy fence will be placed around the perimeter of the 6.83 acre parcel. Security cameras 
will also be placed inside and outside the building. 

Animals 
The volume of animals will fluctuate, but it is estimated to house approximately 200 animals at a time, with a 
mix of puppy litters, small adult dogs, and large adult dogs. Persons solely designated by Save A Life Pet 
Rescue, Inc. will provide for daily care of the animals, including the changing of beddings, feedings, fresh 
water, outdoor walks, and night checks. 

Attachments 
• Application for Special Exception 
• 2 copies of Site Plan 
• 8.5" x 11" reduction of Site Plan 
• Orange County, FL Property Appraiser map outlining the subject property 
• Boundary Survey (including legal description) 
• Not-For-Profit ArtiCles ofIncorporation 

RespectliJlly submitted, 

Colette Penberthy, President 
Save A Life Pet Rescue, Inc. 
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RSTAFF REPORT 

CASE #SE-16-01-143 
Orange County Zoning Division 

Planner: Rocco Relvini 
Board of Zoning Adjustment 

March 3, 2016 
Commission District: 5 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

APPLICANT: 

HEARING TYPE: 

REQUEST: 

LOCATION: 

SAVE A LIFE PET RESCUE INC 

Board of Zoning Adjustment 

Special Exception in the A-2 zoning district to construct a 
3,600 sq. ft. pet rescue shelter and Variance to allow 
unpaved parking in lieu of paved. 

(Note: The pet shelter will not have any outdoor runs or 
outdoor compounds and will be accessible only to staff and 
volunteers. It will not be opened to the general public). 

East side of S. West Christmas Rd., 200 ft. north of E. 
Colonial Dr., 1/4 mile west of S. Fort Christmas Rd. 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 609 S West Christmas Rd., 

PARCEL 10: 32-22-33-1316-06-040 

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION: 57 

TRACT SIZE: 6.83 acres 

DISTRICT #: 5 

ZONING: A-2 

EXISTING USE(S): Vacant 

PROPOSED USE(S): Dog and cat rescue animal shelter 

SURROUNDING USES: The site is surrounded by heavy vegetation. There is a home 
to the north. The site is located in a rural remote area of 
Orange County. 
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STAFF FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS 

1. The applicant is proposing a private animal shelter/boarding facility on a 6.83 acre 
parcel. The predominant animals they rescue are dogs and cats. The facility will not 
have any outdoor runs or compounds. It will not be opened to the general public. 

2. The objective of the facility is to rescue unwanted dogs and cats and dogs and cats 
that are scheduled to be euthanized, care for them temporarily and actively promote 
their adoption. 

3. The property is heavily wooded and located on E. State Road 50. There is a 
residence to the north. The surrounding parcels are heavily wooded as well. 

4. Only 1 building is proposed. It's size is 3,600 sq. ft. (90 ft. x 40 ft.). Security cameras 
will be placed both inside and outside the building. 

5. The number of animals will fluctuate. It is anticipated there will be approximately 200 
animals on the site at its busiest time. 

6. Staff does not object to the proposed use for the following reasons: (A) The property 
is large (6.83 acres); (B) The property is heavily wooded and located on a major arterial 
roadway; (C) The property is in a remote area of Orange County; (D) The facility will not 
be opened to the general public; and (E) There won't be any outdoor runs or 
compounds. 

7.The applicant held 2 community meetings. The first was on February 3, 2016 and the 
second one was held on February 29, 2016. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of the request subject to the following conditions: 

1. Development in accordance with site plan dated February 2, 2016 and all other 
applicable regulations. Any deviations, changes, or modifications to the plan are 
subject to the Zoning Manager's approval. The Zoning Manager may require the 
changes be reviewed by the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) for administrative 
approval or to determine if the applicant's changes require another BZA public 
hearing; 

2. Pursuant to Section 125.022, Florida Statutes, issuance of this development permit 
by the County does not in any way create any rights on the part of the applicant to 
obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does not create any liability on 
the part of the County for issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain 
requisite approvals or fulfill the obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or 
undertakes actions that result in a violation of state or federal law. Pursuant to 
Section 125.022, the applicant shall obtain all other applicable state or federal 
permits before commencement of development. 
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3. The shelter shall not have any outdoor runs or outdoor compounds. 

4. Driving aisles shall have #57 stone. Parking spaces may be grassed. However, all 
handicapped parking space requirements must be met. 

5. Prior to the issuance of any permits the applicant shall complete a Conservation 
Area Determination. There shall be no impacts to any Orange County jurisdictional 
conservation areas unless approved by Orange County. 

6. Construction plans shall be submitted within 2 years or this approval becomes null 
and void. 

7. The animal shelter/boarding facility shall be owned, operated, and used for the 
exclusive purpose of a 501(c){3) Florida not-for-profit corporation, and shall not be 
operated as a commercial for-profit animal kennel/boarding facility or any other 
commercial use. 

8. The facility shall be fenced with a six (6) foot high privacy fence with restricted, 
gated access as generally depicted on the Site Plan. Site access shall be subject 
to County Engineer review and approval. 

9. The facility shall be climate controlled and the walls and roof of the building shall 
have rolled insulation between the steel panels and frame. Additionally, the 
applicant shall install acoustic sound-absorbing tiles on the interior wall of the 
northern side of the building. 

10. A fire sprinkler or suppression system shall be installed to protect the housed 
animals. 

11. The wooden area as generally depicted on the Site Plan shall be left undisturbed 
and undeveloped so as to serve as a natural vegetative buffer from surrounding 
properties. 

12. The facility shall be equipped with in-floor drains running to a septic system, 
subject to Department of Health and County approval and applicable permitting 
requirements. 

13. Access to the animal shelter/boarding facility shall be limited to the applicant's staff 
and volunteers and shall not be open and accessible to the general public. The 
facility shall, however, be subject to inspections by applicable regulatory entities 
per Florida law. 

14. The facility's normal hours of operation, including times for the routine changing of 
bedding, feeding, and outdoor walks of dogs, shall occur between 7:00 a.m. and 
9:00 p.m. Night-time checks may occur as deemed necessary. 



613

., 
15. No on-site adoptions or drop-offs of animals by the general public shall be allowed 

at the facility. All adoptions and in-person viewing of available animals by the 
general public shall occur at off-site locations. 

16. The facility shall be equipped with a 24-hour video surveillance system monitoring 
the inside and outside of the facility for the safety of the housed animals and to 
discourage third parties from abandoning animals at the location. The applicant 
shall post signage at the gated entrance advising that the property is under video 
surveillance. 

17. The facility will not have any outdoor kennel runs and the housed animals will not 
, have unsupervised access to the outdoor area on the property. 

18. Any dumpster or garbage receptacles at the facility shall be stored and located on 
the south side of the building. 

19. No expansion 'of the facility shall be permitted without prior Board of Zoning 
Adjustment approval. 

c.c. Brent Spain, Applicant's Representative 
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