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Mission Statement:
To work together across neighboring communities to consistently protect and improve the unique
m and relatively unspoiled character of the physical, economic and social worlds we share...for the
benefit of our future generations.
January 16, 2014
I I I 9:00am —11:30am
O 1 INVOCATION
2  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
F— 3  ROLLCALL
F 4  PUBLIC COMMENTS
5 AGENDA Page 1
6  MINUTES OF THE NOVEMBER 21, 2013 MEETING Page 15
7  DIRECTOR’S REPORT
a) FRCA’s Legislative Guiding Principles and Procedures Page 28
2 b) FEMA’s Response Letter Regarding the Biggert Waters Act Page 31
8  STAFF SUMMARIES
a) Grant Activity Sheet (Information Only) Page 34
w 9  CONSENT AGENDA Page 40
a) Intergovernmental Coordination and Review Page 46
Z b) Financial Statements for November 30, 2013 & December Page 49
31,2013
— c) Broadband Plan Page 64
I d) Glades-Hendry LCB Membership Certification Page 66
e) Southwest Florida Hazardous Materials Training Page 71
I I I f) i:lslsr County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 14- Page 76
I I I g) Ii(E(;;I)ounty Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 14- Page 96
2 h) Sarasota County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO Page 108
14-1ESR) - Withdrawn
i) Palmer Ranch Increment MDO Page 110
10 ADMINISTRATIVE ISSUES
a) Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management —James Beever Page 136
b) 2014 Nominations Committee Report/Election of 2014 Page 147

Two or more members of the Charlotte Harbor National Estuary Program may be in attendance and may discuss matters
that could come before the Charlotte Harbor National Estuary Program, respectively, for consideration.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), any person requiring special accommodations to participate
in this meeting should contact the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 48 hours prior to the meeting by calling
(239) 338-2550; if you are hearing or speech impaired call (800) 955-8770 Voice/(800) 955-8771 TDD.
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SWFRPC Officers
REGIONAL ISSUES
a) FDEP Surplus Lands Resolution — Margaret Wuerstle Page 150
b) Southwest Florida Research & Education Center Resolution
— Margaret Wuerstle
c¢) Economic Development Initiative of Southwest Florida —
Laura Holquist
NEW BUSINESS
STATE AGENCIES COMMENTS/REPORTS
COUNCIL ATTORNEY’S COMMENTS
COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS
ADJOURN

Page 153

Page 154

NEXT SWFRPC MEETING DATE: February 20, 2014

NOTE: The Council’s Legislative Affairs Committee is scheduled to meet immediately prior to
the Council meeting at 8:15 AM.

Two or more members of the Peace River Basin Management Advisory Committee and Charlotte Harbor National Estuary
Program may be in attendance and may discuss matters that could come before the Peace River Basin Management
Advisory Committee and Charlotte Harbor National Estuary Program, respectively, for consideration.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), any person requiring special accommodations to participate
in this meeting should contact the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 48 hours prior to the meeting by calling
(239) 338-2550; if you are hearing or speech impaired call (800) 955-8770 Voice/(800) 955-8771 TDD.
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Commissioner Daniel Akin, City of LaBelle
Mr. Mel Karau, Governor Appointee

SARASOTA COUNTY

Commissioner Carolyn Mason, Sarasota BCC
Commissioner Charles Hines, Sarasota BCC
Vice Mayor Rhonda DiFranco, City of North Port
Councilman Kit McKeon, City of Venice

Vice Mayor Willie Shaw, City of Sarasota
(Gubernatorial Appointee Vacancy)

Mr. Felipe Colén, Governor Appointee

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS

Phil Flood, SFWMD
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Melissa Dickens, SWFWMD
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SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL
(SWFRPC) ACRONYMS

ABM - Agency for Bay Management - Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management
ADA - Application for Development Approval

ADA - Americans with Disabilities Act

AMDA -Application for Master Development Approval

BEBR - Bureau of Economic Business and Research at the University of Florida
BLID - Binding Letter of DRI Status

BLIM - Binding Letter of Modification to a DRI with Vested Rights
BLIVR -Binding Letter of Vested Rights Status

BPCC -Bicycle/Pedestrian Coordinating Committee

CAC - Citizens Advisory Committee

CAO - City/County Administrator Officers

CDBG - Community Development Block Grant

CDC - Certified Development Corporation (a.k.a. RDC)

CEDS - Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (a.k.a. OEDP)
CHNEP - Charlotte Harbor National Estuary Program

CTC - Community Transportation Coordinator

CTD - Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged

CUTR - Center for Urban Transportation Research

DEO - Department of Economic Opportunity

DEP - Department of Environmental Protection

DO - Development Order

DOPA - Designated Official Planning Agency (i.e. MPO, RPC, County, etc.)
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EDA - Economic Development Administration

EDC - Economic Development Coalition

EDD - Economic Development District

EPA — Environmental Protection Agency

FAC - Florida Association of Counties

FACTS - Florida Association of CTCs

FAR - Florida Administrative Register (formerly Florida Administrative Weekly)
FCTS - Florida Coordinated Transportation System

FDC&F -Florida Department of Children and Families (a.k.a. HRS)
FDEA - Florida Department of Elder Affairs

FDLES - Florida Department of Labor and Employment Security
FDOT - Florida Department of Transportation

FHREDI - Florida Heartland Rural Economic Development Initiative
FIAM — Fiscal Impact Analysis Model

FLC - Florida League of Cities

FQD - Florida Quality Development

FRCA -Florida Regional Planning Councils Association

FTA - Florida Transit Association

IC&R - Intergovernmental Coordination and Review

IFAS - Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences at the University of Florida
JLCB - Joint Local Coordinating Boards of Glades & Hendry Counties
JPA - Joint Participation Agreement

JSA - Joint Service Area of Glades & Hendry Counties

LCB - Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged
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LEPC - Local Emergency Planning Committee

MOA - Memorandum of Agreement

MPO - Metropolitan Planning Organization

MPOAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council
MPOCAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Citizens Advisory Committee
MPOTAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee
NARC -National Association of Regional Councils

NOPC -Notice of Proposed Change

OEDP - Overall Economic Development Program

PDA - Preliminary Development Agreement

REMI — Regional Economic Modeling Incorporated

RFB - Request for Bids

RFP - Request for Proposals

RPC - Regional Planning Council

SHIP -State Housing Initiatives Partnership

SRPP — Strategic Regional Policy Plan

TAC - Technical Advisory Committee

TDC - Transportation Disadvantaged Commission (a.k.a. CTD)
TDPN - Transportation Disadvantaged Planners Network
TDSP - Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plans

USDA - US Department of Agriculture

WMD - Water Management District (SFWMD and SWFWMD)
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FLORIDA REGIONAL ‘
COUNCILS J\SSOCIATION
Partnerships for the f‘mm’ 104 West Jefferson Street, Tallahassee, FL 32301-1713 » 850.224.3427

Regional Planning Council
Functions and Programs

March 4, 2011

. Economic Development Districts: Regional planning councils are designated as Economic
Development Districts by the U. S. Economic Development Administration. From January 2003 to
August 2010, the U. S. Economic Development Administration invested $66 million in 60 projects in
the State of Florida to create/retain 13,700 jobs and leverage $1 billion in private capital investment.
Regional planning councils provide technical support to businesses and economic developers to
promote regional job creation strategies.

. Emergency Preparedness and Statewide Regional Evacuation: Regional planning councils
have special expertise in emergency planning and were the first in the nation to prepare a Statewide
Regional Evacuation Study using a uniform report format and transportation evacuation modeling
program. Regional planning councils have been preparing regional evacuation plans since 1981.
Products in addition to evacuation studies include Post Disaster Redevelopment Plans, Hazard
Mitigation Plans, Continuity of Operations Plans and Business Disaster Planning Kits.

. Local Emergency Planning: Local Emergency Planning Committees are staffed by regional
planning councils and provide a direct relationship between the State and local businesses. Regional
planning councils provide thousands of hours of training to local first responders annually. Local
businesses have developed a trusted working relationship with regional planning council staff.

. Homeland Security: Regional planning council staff is a source of low cost, high quality planning
and training experts that support counties and State agencies when developing a training course or
exercise. Regional planning councils provide cost effective training to first responders, both public and
private, in the areas of Hazardous Materials, Hazardous Waste, Incident Command, Disaster
Response, Pre- and Post-Disaster Planning, Continuity of Operations and Governance. Several
regional planning councils house Regional Domestic Security Task Force planners.

. Multipurpose Regional Organizations: Regional planning councils are Florida’s only multipurpose
regional entities that plan for and coordinate intergovernmental solutions on multi-jurisdictional issues,
support regional economic development and provide assistance to local governments.

. Problem Solving Forum: Issues of major importance are often the subject of regional planning
council-sponsored workshops. Regional planning councils have convened regional summits and
workshops on issues such as workforce housing, response to hurricanes, visioning and job creation.

. Implementation of Community Planning: Regional planning councils develop and maintain
Strategic Regional Policy Plans to guide growth and development focusing on economic development,
emergency preparedness, transportation, affordable housing and resources of regional significance.
In addition, regional planning councils provide coordination and review of various programs such as
Local Government Comprehensive Plans, Developments of Regional Impact and Power Plant Ten-year
Siting Plans. Regional planning council reviewers have the local knowledge to conduct reviews
efficiently and provide State agencies reliable local insight.
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Local Government Assistance: Regional planning councils are also a significant source of cost
effective, high quality planning experts for communities, providing technical assistance in areas such
as: grant writing, mapping, community planning, plan review, procurement, dispute resolution,
economic development, marketing, statistical analysis, and information technology. Several regional
planning councils provide staff for transportation planning organizations, natural resource planning
and emergency preparedness planning.

Return on Investment: Every dollar invested by the State through annual appropriation in regional
planning councils generates 11 dollars in local, federal and private direct investment to meet regional
needs.

Quality Communities Generate Economic Development: Businesses and individuals choose
locations based on the quality of life they offer. Regional planning councils help regions compete
nationally and globally for investment and skilled personnel.

Multidisciplinary Viewpoint: Regional planning councils provide a comprehensive, multidisciplinary
view of issues and a forum to address regional issues cooperatively. Potential impacts on the
community from development activities are vetted to achieve win-win solutions as council members
represent business, government and citizen interests.

Coordinators and Conveners: Regional planning councils provide a forum for regional
collaboration to solve problems and reduce costly inter-jurisdictional disputes.

Federal Consistency Review: Regional planning councils provide required Federal Consistency
Review, ensuring access to hundreds of millions of federal infrastructure and economic development
investment dollars annually.

Economies of Scale: Regional planning councils provide a cost-effective source of technical
assistance to local governments, small businesses and non-profits.

Regional Approach: Cost savings are realized in transportation, land use and infrastructure when
addressed regionally. A regional approach promotes vibrant economies while reducing unproductive
competition among local communities.

Sustainable Communities: Federal funding is targeted to regions that can demonstrate they have
a strong framework for regional cooperation.

Economic Data and Analysis: Regional planning councils are equipped with state of the art
econometric software and have the ability to provide objective economic analysis on policy and
investment decisions.

Small Quantity Hazardous Waste Generators: The Small Quantity Generator program ensures
the proper handling and disposal of hazardous waste generated at the county level. Often smaller
counties cannot afford to maintain a program without imposing large fees on local businesses. Many
counties have lowered or eliminated fees, because regional planning council programs realize
economies of scale, provide businesses a local contact regarding compliance questions and assistance
and provide training and information regarding management of hazardous waste.

Regional Visioning and Strategic Planning: Regional planning councils are conveners of regional
visions that link economic development, infrastructure, environment, land use and transportation into
long term investment plans. Strategic planning for communities and organizations defines actions
critical to successful change and resource investments.

Geographic Information Systems and Data Clearinghouse: Regional planning councils are
leaders in geographic information systems mapping and data support systems. Many local
governments rely on regional planning councils for these services.
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MINUTES OF THE
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 21, 2013 MEETING

The meeting of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council was held on November 21, 2013
at the offices of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council - 1" Floor Conference Room at
1926 Victoria Avenue in Fort Myers, Florida. Chair Karson Turner called the meeting to order at
9:08 AM. Commissioner Mann then led an invocation and the Pledge of Allegiance.
Administrative Specialist I, Nichole Gwinnett conducted the roll call.

MEMBERS PRESENT

Charlotte County: Commissioner Chris Constance, Commissioner Tricia Dufty,
Councilwoman Nancy Prafke, Ms. Suzanne Graham, Mr. Don McCormick

Collier County: Commissioner Tim Nance, Mr. Bob Mulhere, Mr. Alan Reynolds

Glades County: Mr. Thomas Perry

Hendry County: Commissioner Karson Turner, Commissioner Don Davis

Lee County: Commussioner Frank Mann, Commissioner John Manning, Vice Mayor Joe

Kosinski, Vice Mayor Doug Congress, Councilman Jim Burch and alternate
Councilman Rick Williams, Ms. Laura Holquist

Sarasota County: Commussioner Charles Hines, Councilman Kit McKeon, Commissioner
Cheryl Cook for Commissioner Tom Jones

Ex-Officio Members: Mr. Jon Iglehart - FDEP, Mr. Phil Flood - SFWMD, Ms. Melissa Dickens
- SWFWMD

MEMBERS ABSENT
Charlotte County: None
Collier County: Commissioner Tom Henning, Councilwoman Teresa Heitmann
Glades County: Councilwoman Pat Lucas, Commissioner Dennis Griffin, Commissioner

Tim Stanley

Hendry County: Commussioner Daniel Akin, Mayor Phillip Roland, Mr. Melvin Karau

Lee County: Councilman Forrest Banks, Councilwoman Martha Simons
Sarasota County: Commussioner Carolyn Mason, Vice Mayor Willie Shaw, Mr. Felipe Colon

Ex-Officio Membership: Ms. Carmen Monroy - FDOT
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INTRODUCTIONS

Chair Turner welcomed the following new members to the Council.

= 00 ho =

S O

Commissioner John Manning - Lee County BCC

Councilman Jim Burch - City of Cape Coral

Councilman Rick Williams - City of Cape Coral (alternate)
Councilwoman Nancy Prafke - City of Punta Gorda

Mr. Don McCormick - Charlotte County Governor Appointee
Ms. Suzanne Graham - Charlotte County Governor Appointee

Chair Turner also welcomed Diana McGee from US Senator Nelson’s office.

AGENDA ITEM #4
PUBLIC COMMENTS

No public comments were given at this time.

AGENDA ITEM #5
AGENDA

Commissioner Manning made a motion to approve the agenda as presented and
Councilman Burch seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #6
Minutes of the October 17, 2013 Meeting

Commissioner Nance made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 17, 2013
Meeting and Commissioner Manning seconded the motion. The motion carried
unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #7(a)
December 19, 2013 SWFRPC Board Meeting Discussion

Ms. Wuerstle presented the item. She asked the members that since the December 19 meeting
was so close to the holidays if they would like to cancel the meeting.

A motion was made by Commissioner Davis to cancel the SWFRPC’s December 19, 2013
board meeting. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Manning.

Mr. Mulhere asked Ms. Wuerstle if there were any items with important timeframe 1ssues that may
be affected by the cancellation of the December 19 SWFRPC board meeting. Ms. Wuerstle
noted that with the anticipation of the cancellation of the December meeting, staff had moved up a
couple of items to this month’s agenda.

The motion carried unanimously.
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AGENDA ITEM #7(b)
2014 Nominations Committee Discussion

Ms. Wuerstle explained that with the cancellation of the December SWFRPC meeting, the
Council needed to appoint a Nominations Committee to select the slate of officers for 2014.

Chair Turner appointed the following members to the Nominations Committee.

1. Commissioner Frank Mann - Lee County BCC
2. Mr. Phil Flood - SFWMD
3. Commuissioner Cheryl Cook - City of North Port

AGENDA ITEM #7(c)
FY14 NEA Our Town Grant Application Discussion

Ms. Wuerstle gave an overview of the grant application. She then explained that she was requesting
a commitment in the form of a letter from the Council of $60,000 ($5,000 per county) over a two
year period which would come out of the Council’s local funds.

Chair Turner stated that he felt that this was another area where the Council was going to justify its
existence with its economic development platform.

Councilman Burch explained that he wanted clarification that all of its benefits get disbursed
throughout the region so it would be the knowledge obtained that would make 1t a successful
project.

A motion was made by Mr. Mulhere to have the Council direct staff to draft a letter for the
Chair’s signature in support of the FY14 NEA Our Town Grant Application. The motion
was seconded by Councilman McKeon. The motion passed unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #7
DIRECTOR’S COMMENTS

Ms. Wuerstle presented the item. She explained that there was a need to re-establish the Council’s
Energy and Climate Committee in order to fulfill a requirement for the Solar Ready II grant that

was recently awarded.

The following members volunteered to participate on the subcommittee.

1. Ms. Melissa Dickens - SWFWMD

2. Mr. Don McCormick - Charlotte County Governor Appointee
3. Mr. Phil Flood - SFWMD

4. Mr. Alan Reynolds - Collier County Governor Appointee

Ms. Wuerstle presented and the distributed a proclamation from FRCA declaring April 17, 2014
as Military Family and Community Covenant Day. FRCA was requesting support from all of the

RPCs.

3
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A motion was made by Commissioner Constance to approve FRCA’s Proclamation
declaring April 17, 2014 as Military Family and Community Covenant Day. The motion
was seconded by Mr. Mulhere. The motion passed unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #8(a)
Grant Activity Sheet

The grant activity sheet was presented in the packet as an information item.

AGENDA ITEM #9
CONSENT AGENDA

Commussioner Mann pulled Consent Agenda Items #9(f) Babcock Ranch MDO DRI - NOPC
and 9(g) Babcock Ranch IDO DRI - NOPC for discussion purposes.

Councilman Burch pulled Consent Agenda Item #9(c) Sarasota County Comprehensive Plan
Amendment (DEO 13-1ESR) for discussion purposes.

Commissioner Manning made a motion to approve the balance of the consent agenda:
Agenda Item #9(a) Intergovernmental Coordination and Review; Agenda Item #9(b)
Financial Statement for October 31, 2013; Agenda Item #9(d) City of LaBelle
Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 13-2ESR); and Agenda Item #9(e) Coconut
Point DRI - NOPC. Vice Mayor Congress seconded the motion and the motion passed
unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #9(c)
Sarasota County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 13-1ESR)

Mr. Crawford presented the item.
Councilman Burch stated that Mr. Crawford answered his question n his presentation.

A motion was made by Mr. Mulhere to approve staff comments and authorize staff to
forward comments to the Department of Economic Opportunity and Sarasota County.
The motion was seconded by Mr. McCormick. The motion passed unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #9(f)
Babcock Ranch MDO DRI - NOPC

Commissioner Mann stated that he usually always took the opportunity to make a comment on the
Babcock Ranch Community. He then explained that he 1s still very concerned about the impacts
to Lee County’s roadways, 1.e. SR31, and the Wilson Pigott Bridge on SR31, and the infrastructure
i Lee County. He said that he just wanted everyone to be cognizant of what had happened in the
past as the project moves forward.
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Mr. David Crawford of staff gave a background overview of the Babcock Ranch project for the new
members of the Council, he then presented both items, Agenda Item #9(f) Babcock Ranch MDO
DRI - NOPC and Agenda Item #9(g) Babcock Ranch IDO DRI - NOPC.

Commissioner Constance gave Charlotte County’s evaluation of the project.

Commissioner Mann asked Mr. Crawford if there were any changes to the access to SR31. Mr.
Crawford explained that there weren’t any changes made regarding the access to SR31.

A motion was made by Commissioner Mann to approve staff reccommendations for both
Agenda Item #9(f) Babcock Ranch MDO DRI - NOPC and Agenda Item #9(g) Babcock
Ranch IDO DRI - NOPC as presented. The motion was seconded by Commissioner
Constance.

Commissioner Duffy thanked Commissioner Mann for his comments. She then said that she
wanted to assure everyone that the development would make everyone happy, including all of Lee
County’s residents because the development will provide jobs. She stated that she would provide
Commissioner Mann with the transportation plans in order to make him feel more comfortable.
The citizens of Lee County will not be expected to pay for the transportation improvements.

Commissioner Mann thanked Charlotte County for the way the current discussion had been

handled.
Mr. Reynolds stated that he needed to abstain from voting on the two items.

Mr. Sam Lee of Lee County’s Division of Natural Resources asked if the proposed changes
addressed flood, runoff and environmental sensitive areas of the Babcock Ranch Community. Mr.
Crawford explained that the MDO assessed the entire project and the impacts of the entire project
as it went through the DRI process. The 992 acres were analyzed through the MDO.

Commissioner Mann asked 1f there was any further review required by the SFWMD. Mr.
Crawford explained that the applicant 1s required to obtain their water management permits for
each segment of the project.

Chair Turner asked Mr. Lee if he was presenting on behalf of Lee County’s Division of Natural
Resources. Mr. Lee replied that he was. Both Commuissioner Duffy and Commissioner Manning
stated 1t was inappropriate. Commissioner Manning noted that he had requested the Chair ask Mr.
Lee the question.

Mr. Perry stated that he needed to abstain from voting on the two items.

Councilman Burch stated that he assumed with Commissioner Duffy’s comments regarding the
creation of Lee County jobs, Charlotte County would take a provincial stance with the
development of the property and request that local preference be given. Commissioner Dufty
stated that Charlotte County has a local preference, but it doesn’t apply to this project.
Commussioner Constance noted that part of Charlotte County’s preference includes both Lee and
Sarasota Counties, but local preference 1s regional.
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Ms. Graham stated that he needed to abstain from voting on the two items.
The motion passed with Mr. Reynolds, Mr. Perry and Ms. Graham abstaining.

AGENDA ITEM #10(a)
SWFRPC & CHNEP Relationship as it pertains to the Charlotte Harbor NEP Water Atlas

Implementation Project
Dr. Beever presented the item.

Commussioner Constance asked Dr. Beever if it was safe to say during the inception of the
CHNEP in 1995 the SWFRPC supported the CHNEP and now during these lean development
times 1t has been the CHNEP grant funding, that supported RPC staff time. Dr. Beever explained
that the CHNEP has always paid an indirect expense.

Ms. Wuerstle stated that she believed that the original intention was the CHNEP would be a stand-
alone entity that funded itself. Dr. Beever said that was correct.

Commussioner Mann requested a copy of the shide illustrating the spike mvolving the Ceitus Boat
Lift.

Commissioner Manning stated that Lee County 1s very heavily involved within the nutrient
pollution debate and then asked Dr. Beever if the CHNEP had stopped the discussion or debate
process and where the county goes from here. He wanted to know if the county was going to be
regulated by the federal government who has ineffective data that doesn’t match what the reality on
the ground. Dr. Beever explained that she believed that the federal government took a lite touch to
it. When FDEP establishes TMDLs it 1s based on recent data in the five-year cycle. When FDEP
determined that there 1s no impairment in a water body, it comes under the 1998 Descent Decree
that EPA has had with Earth Justice. They are obligated by law to establish a total maximum daily
load.

Commissioner Manning asked Mr. Iglehart if FDEP was involved with EPA in the determimation
of TMDLs. Mr. Iglehart explained that the group was originally located within regulatory FDEP,
but they have now split off into a separate branch under the Secretary and they work directly with
EPA. The head of the group used to work for EPA. Commissioner Manning asked if the counties’
mterest was being upheld to the best extent possible. Mr. Iglehart said that he believed they were.

Councilman Burch asked Dr. Beever about the boundary limits of the study. Dr. Beever
responded by saying that it includes the CHNEP’s seven county study area.

The CHNEP’s 2014 Calendar was distributed at this time and Dr. Beever gave an overview of
some of the upcoming CHNLEP events.

Commissioner Constance requested that a policy be created where PowerPoint presentations are
mcluded within the agenda packets. Ms. Wuerstle explained that it could be done; however, it
would slow the process down due to timeframes and schedules. She noted that handouts can be
distributed at the meeting without having to change the current schedule.
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Commissioner Constance requested that if there was no way of meeting the deadline to have paper
copies made available at the meeting.

Vice Mayor Congress suggested sending the information out as “supplemental information” and
once the item(s) have been finalized to send out the information by email. Ms. Wuerstle agreed.

Ms. Holquist suggested that in order to save paper, just send out notification to the members and
have it available on the Council’s website.

AGENDA ITEM #10(b)
Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management

The latest meeting minutes were presented in the packet as an information item.

AGENDA ITEM #10(c)
Solar Friendly BMPs for the Solar Ready II Grant

Ms. Pellechio presented the item.

AGENDA ITEM #10(d)
SWEFRPC Legislative Affairs Committee Report

Vice Mayor Congress presented the item.

Commissioner Cook referred to the discussion on the FEMA maps and said that she was under
the impression that Governor Scott recently asked the Feds to defer any decisions on the Biggert
Waters Act. Vice Mayor Congress explained that the RPC's legislative priorities are requesting to
have the brakes put on regarding this 1ssue until the study 1s completed.

Commissioner Constance noted that he recently attended the FAC Legislative meeting and one of
the items that caught his attention was the fact that since its inception Florida gave close to $17
billion to the National Flood Insurance program and only have taken approximately $3.7 billion
out of the program. Florida is currently supplementing 37% of the National Flood Insurance
Program. If we are policing ourselves properly and we are paying in way more than what we are
taking out and the system 1s falling apart, maybe the 1dea 1s to just self-insure within the State of
Florida.

Discussion ensued on the 1ssue of self-insure.

Chair Turner suggested adding an agriculture component to the 2015 legislative priorities.
Commussioner Constance requested clarification of the Council’s legislative priority process. Chair
Turner explained the Council discusses various legislative 1ssues throughout the year. The

Council’s Legislative Committee 1s comprised of members of the Council who discusses those
particular 1ssues and makes a recommendation to the Council of the legislative priorities.
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Commissioner Constance asked what happens when cities and counties submit their legislative
priorities to staff. Ms. Wuerstle explained that staff had sent out requests to all Council members
requesting a list of their legislative priorities/issues. Then staff compiles the 1ssues received and
brings them back to the subcommittee for their mmput. The Council and subcommittee stated that
they didn’t want any more than three items.

Discussion ensued.

Commussioner Duffy said that there was one issue that could be done as a region in a positive
manner, the Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA). She explained that municipalities
were not allowed to take mnto consideration costs and fees as a factor in the bidding process. She
noted that Charlotte County feels that 1s very important and wants 1t changed.

Commussioner Constance stated that the Council’s legislative priorities needed to be updated on a
regular basis. He said that it also will need to be done on the city and county level based upon the
legislative calendar.

Mr. Mulhere suggested creating a legislative platform that would be more “general” in nature and
would focus on regional 1ssues with respect to the legislature’s actions on those 1ssues.

Vice Mayor Congress stated that he agreed with Mr. Mulhere’s comments. He said that he
believed that the process was fluid, but needed time tables and cut off dates.

Commussioner Duffy recommended inviting the legislators to a Council meeting. Ms. Wuerstle
stated that staff will work on it; however, staff did send out invitations in the recent past and only
one legislator RSVP’d and then the meeting they had chosen was cancelled.

Commissioner Nance stated that he would like to discuss a companion item regarding the
Southwest Florida Research and Education Center. He explained that agriculture industry
members have made a movement to reform the old Southwest Florida Ag Council. He recently
attended a reorganization meeting along with Commissioner Turner. The large land owners
throughout the region are discussing action that needs to be taken to support the budget
amendment that would be necessary to continue to fund the research center. Across the Southwest
Florida Region there is between a $6-7 billion impact and the research center is the region’s best
and only portal to the University of Florida, which doesn’t only support active agriculture
mdustries, but also the natural resources, water management and economic development interests.

Commissioner Nance said that it was requested to bring the request to the RPC to ask for each of
the board of county commissioners and municipalities consider of adopting a resolution in support
of the budget amendment in order to support the research and education center moving forward.
This request 1s being made because it will take a legislative budget amendment to deal with what 1s
being requested, including a $4.9 million enhancement project.

A motion was made by Commissioner Nance to direct staff to work together with
Commissioner Turner to draft a resolution in support of a budgetary amendment to
support the research and education center, in addition to placing it on the legislative
priorities list. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Manning.
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Councilman Burch asked for clarification and Commissioner Nance explained the issue.
The motion passed unanimously.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Congress to accept the SWFRPC’s legislative priorities
as presented. The motion was seconded by Commuissioner Cook.

Commussioner Constance asked what the 1ssue cutoff dates are. Vice Mayor Congress explained
that 1t was the committee’s goal to obtain consensus from the Council to move forward with having
staff present them accordingly. He then said that he didn’t see why the list couldn’t continually
evolve.

Commissioner Constance explained that the Small County Coalition for Lobbyists set up
principals, priorities and policy statements. He said that the SWFRPC needs to determine their
policy statement, three priorities and also a list of policy statements.

The motion passed unanimously.

AGENDA ITEM #11(a)
FDEP Surplus Lands Background and Update

Mr. Iglehart presented the item.

Commissioner Mann explained that Lee County had already passed a resolution opposed to
having the Cayo Costa parcels on the surplus list. He then asked if the SWFRPC had taken a
position on any of the parcels. Chair Turner explained that the Council discussed drafting a letter
at their October meeting; however, the Council decided to have more information presented
before making a recommendation. Commissioner Mann suggested having the items placed on the
January agenda in order to draft a resolution.

Mr. Perry suggested that staff present any reason(s) that those parcels should not be on the list.

AGENDA ITEM #11(b)
Broadband Presentation

The Broadband project video was shown at this time.

Ms. Pellechio gave an overview of the project.

Mr. John Honker of Magellan Advisors presented the Broadband Plan.

Ms. Pellechio explained that the Broadband committees had recommended that the SWFRPC
endorse the plan and also support the plan at local jurisdiction implementation. She announced
that the Bonita Springs Chamber of Commerce published an article on the Broadband Plan along

with sending the information out by press releases. She said that due to the lack of a quorum
currently, she entertains any questions.
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Chair Turner asked why broadband 1s being driven by government and not by public enterprise.
Mr. Honker explained that it 1s driven by both and that 1s because 1f you are not in downtown
Miami, Orlando or Tampa those types of services are not available, which 1s a supply and demand
issue. Southwest Florida is less urbanized than those communities and as a result there 1s lower
demand and there 1s less investment from the private sector in these areas. The government’s role
1s not to compete with the private sector, but to utilize their public assets where possible in order to
help the private sector access those communities.

Mr. Perry asked what the action items were. Mr. Honker explained that the action items are to
positively impact education and adoption in Southwest Florida of broadband services. Mr. Perry
stated that 1s a concept, not an action plan. Mr. Honker explained that the goals of the strategic
plan lay out what the strategic goals are and as a follow-up the local governments look at the
implementation plan.

AGENDA ITEM #12
NEW BUSINESS

Ms. Holquist announced that on November 8 there was a forum held for the Economic
Development Initiative of Southwest Florida and requested that the Economic Development
Initiative of Southwest Florida be placed on the Council’s January agenda for discussion. She also
noted that the website 1s scheduled to be launched in January and it has a five county area
represented (Lee, Collier, Hendry, Glades and Charlotte), while to date the Initiative had only
included Lee and Collier Counties. They are at a point to creating an entity to manage the website
and data repository. It 1s an outreach program to bring businesses to Southwest Florida.

AGENDA ITEM #13
STATE. AGENCIES COMMENTS/REPORTS

SWFWMD - Ms. Dickens announced that staff was currently reviewing their cooperative funding
mitiative applications and are making the preliminary recommendations at the beginning of
December. The first internal ranking meeting will be held in January. There will be two public
meetings held in the spring in each region to discuss the cooperative funding.

AGENDA ITEM #14
COUNCIL ATTORNEY’S COMMENTS

Counsel McCabe stated that he had no comments at this time.

AGENDA ITEM #15
COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS

Mr. McCormick thanked Mr. McCabe for his presentation at Charlotte County’s Legislative
Delegation meeting.

Commissioner Mann gave a general overview of the ABM, he then asked that now that FGCU is
nearly completed why does the ABM still exist and why should Lee County continue to pay

10
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when other stakeholders do not contribute. He asked if staff could review the nature of the
settlement agreement which created the ABM and does the obligation continue for life and if it is
not funded then what is the obligation. He said that he feels that it is a duplicative effort.

Councilman Burch asked who were the parties in the settlement agreement. If it is between Lee
County and the SFWMD, then he feels that both Lee County and SFWMD should be renewing
their contracts. Commissioner Mann said that he wasn’t sure if the agreement was required to be
renewed.

Mr. Beever noted that the ABM’s Settlement Agreement was located on the SWFRPC’s website.

Commissioner Mann requested that it be discussed by the Council and also have a legal opinion
as to the obligation.

AGENDA ITEM #16
ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 11:52 a.m.

Commissioner Tom Jones, Secretary

The meeting was duly advertised in the November 4, 2013 issue of the FLORIDA
ADMINISTRATIVE REGISTER, Volume 39, Number 215.

11
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Timeline of Modern Fertilizer Ordinances in Southwest FIorzigf%

First Adopted (Improved Amendment) Stricter Than State Standard (87.5%)

City of Naples 6-7-2006 Yes

City of Sanibel 3-6-2007 (9-18-2007) Yes
Sarasota County 8-27-2007 Yes

City of Sarasota and City of Venice 10-15-2007 Yes
Charlotte County 3-18-2008 (6-14-2011) Yes
City of North Port 11-26-2007 Yes
Town of Longboat Key 5-5-2008 Yes
Lee County 5-13-2008 Yes

City of Fort Myers 11-17-2008 Yes
Town of Fort Myers Beach 12-18-2008 Yes
City of Bonita Springs 11-19-2008 Yes
City of Marco Island 12-30-2009 Yes
City of Cape Coral 11-29-2010 Yes
Hendry County 4-12-2011 No
Collier County 6-26 -2011 No

City of Punta Gorda 6-6-2012 Yes

DERRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR R T~ Ty



Fertilizer Ordinances

Today there are 90 Florida jurisdictions with
local fertilizer ordinances (21 Counties and
69 cities).

74% of the local fertilizer ordinances are
stricter than the State standard.

There are three (3) currently in draft review.

In addition to Florida 12 other states have
statewide ordinances. 4 other states have
local jurisdictions with ordinances.

Only 1 state (Indiana) had its ordinance
removed (unilaterally by the state chemist).
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FLORIDA REGIONAL COUNCILS ASSOCIATION

LEGISLATIVE GUIDING PRINCIPLES AND PROCEDURES

January 11, 2013

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

1. Anyone who represents the interests of the Florida Regional Councils Association
(FRCA) and its member councils, including staff, directors and policy board members,
shall do so consistent with the guiding principles and procedures contained herein.

2. Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA shall exclusively represent those interests
on any particular issue and shall not represent the separate interests of their individual
Council, private or public client, local government or any other stakeholder involved in
the process on that same issue.

3. Individual Councils are discouraged from pursuing unilateral legislative initiatives and
are encouraged to work through FRCA in a coordinated effort involving all Councils.
However, should a single Council or group of Councils decide to undertake legislative
initiatives such decision shall be immediately disclosed to the Executive Director and the
Chair of the Executive Directors Advisory Committee (EDAC).

4. Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA who has a conflict of interest on any
particular FRCA issue shall immediately disclose that conflict to the Association’s
Executive Director, Executive Directors Advisory Committee (EDAC) Chair and
President of the FRCA Policy Board. The Board President, in consultation with the
EDAC Chair, shall determine if the nature of the conflict is sufficient that the party in
question needs to recuse his/herself or firm/agency from further FRCA representation on
that issue.

5. Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA and it is determined by the Policy Board
President, in consultation with the EDAC Chair, to have an undisclosed conflict of
interest shall be subject to sanctions up to and including dismissal (in the case of
compensated contractors), ban from further representation or other sanctions deemed
appropriate.
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PROCEDURES

Annually, the EDAC shall submit a Legislative Strategy and Policy document to the Policy
Board for their consideration at their winter meeting. Prior to adoption and public release of any
FRCA or RPC legislative proposals or specific policy initiatives, the Executive Director, Policy
Board President, EDAC Chair or an agreed upon designee shall, at a minimum, discuss these
proposals or initiatives with its partners, including the Florida League of Cities, Florida
Association of Counties and the Secretary of the DCA to obtain feedback and gauge the level of
support or opposition to such proposals and initiatives. The EDAC Chair shall report to and
consult with the members of EDAC, in a timely fashion, on the outcome of these discussions and
shall make a recommendation to the Executive Director and Policy Board President on whether
to proceed with the adoption and public release of legislative proposals or specific policy
initiatives.

1. Upon adoption, the Strategy and Policies adopted shall guide the Association and its
representatives throughout the Legislative Session.

2. When and where the Legislative Strategy and Policy needs interpretation and/or when the
Association is faced with responding to or taking a position on areas not covered in that
document, a conference call between the Executive Director, Policy Board President and
EDAC Chair shall be convened to address the issue and the Policy Board President shall
make a decision as how to proceed on behalf of FRCA. The EDAC Chair shall report to
the members of the EDAC, in a timely fashion, the nature of the issue/subject to the call
and the disposition thereof.
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FLORIDA REGIONAL COUNCILS ASSOCIATION

LEGISLATIVE GUIDING PRINCIPLES AND PROCEDURES - DRAFT

INTERNAL GUIDANCE
January 9, 2014
GUIDING PRINCIPLES
1. Anyone who represents the interests of the Florida Regional Councils Association (FRCA) and its

member councils, including staff, directors and policy board members, shall do so consistent with the
guiding principles and procedures contained herein.

2. Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA shall exclusively represent those interests on any
particular issue and shall not represent the separate interests of their individual Council, private or
public client, local government or any other stakeholder involved in the process on that same issue.

3. Individual Councils are discouraged from pursuing unilateral legislative initiatives and are
encouraged to work through FRCA in a coordinated effort involving all Councils. However, should a
single Council or group of Councils decide to undertake legislative initiatives, such decision shall be
immediately disclosed to the Executive Director and the Chair of the Executive Directors Advisory
Committee (EDAC).

4, Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA who has a conflict of interest on any particular
FRCA issue shall immediately disclose that conflict to the Association’s Executive Director, EDAC Chair
and President of the FRCA Policy Board. The Board President, in consultation with the EDAC Chair, shall
determine if the nature of the conflict is sufficient that the party in question should be advised to recuse
his/herself or firm/agency from further FRCA representation on that issue.

5. Anyone who represents the interests of FRCA and it is determined by the Policy Board President,
in consultation with the EDAC Chair, to have an undisclosed conflict of interest shall be advised s to
recuse his/herself or firm/agency from further FRCA representation on that issue. This issue will be
placed on the next FRCA Policy Board for further consideration.

PROCEDURES

Annually, the EDAC shall submit a Legislative Agenda document to the Policy Board for consideration at
its winter meeting.

1. Upon adoption the Legislative Agenda shall be shared with the Florida Association of
Counties, Florida League of Cities, the Small County Coalition and others as deemed
appropriate.



The Legislative Agenda shall guide the Association and its representatives throughout3€‘ncg 184
Legislative Session.

When and where the Legislative Agenda needs interpretation and/or when the Association
is faced with responding to or taking a position on areas not covered in that document, a
conference call between the Executive Director, Policy Board President and EDAC Chair and
Vice-Chair shall be convened to address the issue and the Policy Board President shall make
a decision as how to proceed on behalf of FRCA. The EDAC Chair shall report to the
members of the EDAC, in a timely fashion, the nature of the issue/subject of the call and the
disposition thereof.
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FLORIDA REGIONAL COUNCILS ASSOCIATION

2014 LEGISLATIVE AGENDA - DRAFT

January 9, 2014

Regional planning councils are an extension of the local governments they serve, providing
services and programs that meet the needs of their local governments. Florida Statutes
recognize regional planning councils as “Florida’s only multipurpose regional entities that plan
for and coordinate intergovernmental solutions on multi-jurisdictional issues, support regional
economic development, and provide assistance to local governments.”

The Florida Regional Councils Association, a union of Florida’s 11 regional planning councils,
serves to strengthen the consistency and quality of regional planning council programs to add
value to state, regional, and local initiatives, to ensure economic prosperity. To that end, the
Florida Regional Councils Association Policy Board adopted the following priorities for the 2014
Legislative Session:

Talent Supply & Education

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports enhanced economic competitiveness, which
must include an emphasis on Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math (STEM) in public
education.

Innovation & Economic Development

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports full funding of regional planning councils to,
at a minimum, cover the costs of statutory responsibilities; provide support to state and
regional economic development initiatives and activities; provide assistance to local economic
development organizations; and, leverage the role of regional planning councils as federally
designated economic development districts.

Infrastructure & Growth Leadership

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports a continued_state role in Florida’'s growth
management process as defined by a policy framework that identifies compelling state
interests.

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports future transportation corridors that are
consistent with regional visions and further the regional Comprehensive Economic Development
Strategies of Florida’s eleven federally designated Economic Development Districts.



Business Climate & Competitiveness

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports a strong, but fair, development impact
mitigation process to address extra-jurisdictional impacts and impacts to regional resources and
facilities.

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports the unlimited ability of a regional planning
council to provide planning and technical services for a fee.

Civic & Governance Systems

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports the positions and policies of organizations
that share a common membership with regional planning councils including the Florida
Association of Counties, Florida League of Cities, and Small County Coalition, and which are of
mutual interest and concern.

Quality of Life & Quality Places

The Florida Regional Councils Association supports regional visioning as a means to guide the
future of Florida, and serve as the basis for strategic statewide planning and budgeting
initiatives.
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FEMA'’s Response Letter
Regarding the Biggert Waters
Act

b

b



Ms. Margaret Wuerstle, AICP
Executive Director

NOV 18 2013

Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council

1926 Victoria Avenue
Fort Myers, Florida 33901-3414

Dear Ms. Wuerstle:

U.S. Department of Homglagd Segurity
500 C Street, SW

Washington, DC 20472

Received

NOV 25 2013

SWFRPC

Thank you for your letter dated October 23, 2013, to William C. Fugate, Administrator of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Department of Homeland Security. In your
letter, you expressed concern about the impact of the Biggert-Waters National Flood Insurance
Reform Act of 2012 on the residents and businesses of southwest Florida. You requested a delay in
the implementation of the new actuarial risk-based premium rates and an extension of the time frame
for full implementation of the premium adjustments.

FEMA is working to address your concerns, but additional time is needed to respond. In order to
conduct a comprehensive assessment, FEMA must review all information relevant to your request. I
will notify you in writing of the results within 60 days of the date of this letter.

Thank you for your cooperation while this review is being conducted. If you need additional
information or assistance in the interim, please contact John Hintermister of my staff by telephone at

(202) 212-2214.

EC:jh

Sincerely,

0% e

Edward L. Connor
Deputy Associate Administrator for Federal Insurance

www.fema.gov



Agenda
ltem

Staff Summaries



Agenda

ltem
8a
Grant Activity Sheet
(Information Only)
8a

3a



40 of 184

>oB0PY JUBWUIIN0S
|e20] pue suonndope Adijod Aue Supjoes pue
‘PapaaU S SJUBWUIDIAO0S |BJO| 03 BJUEISISSE

|ealuyasl Suipiaoad ‘sweadoud 3ujuiesy Jo/pue (A843u3 Jo
s3uieaw Japjoyayels 1soH ‘sdiNg 1dope dieH| juswisedaq)
00°000°0SS PuE M3IADJ O} SJUBWUISAOS [BIO| HNJIBY 00'000°06S 00°000°0VTS| €T0C/CC/E I Apeay Jejos ye3aqay 30d SOA
*A393e.3s [euoISa ||BJDN0 DY)
031Ul paiesodiodul o4 [|im 393[0ud S1yl wody
S9|QeJBAIIDP 9y "elpaw lulid pue 21u043d3|3
ul (S1uaAe pajnpayds Ajueindau Joy) aseds
|esodwa} ul pue Ajjearydes3oad jue o1jgnd puly
01 $3S14N01 PUE SIONSIA ‘SIUIPISDI ISISSE ||IM
Aluno) 997 Jo My 21jgNnd aY1 01 ApINY plald
v ‘Aluno) 937 ul sanuaA Je 21 gnd pue e
a11qnd Sunsixa Juswnoop pue dew ‘Aji3uapl
0} sasodoud ‘|1puno) JuswdojaAsg wslNo | uoljepuno4
A1uno) 997 3y pue sy syl 40} dduel||y Alunwwo)
Aluno) 997 ay1 yum diysiaupied ul ‘|1ouno) SUY 21|lgnd JO 112UUIMD eplio|4
00°000'STS Suluue|d |euoi3ay epLIOjd 1S9MYINOS By | 00'000'STS 00'000°0€S Suidde|A| 19ssy [euolZaY B 9pINS 9|OYdIN 1S9MyInos SO
smel-Ag ‘s3unasin eaJy 92IAI9S AlpusH-sspe|n 112UuIMD
00'0$| Aiamenp g17 ‘uonenjeag 31) ‘@1epdn dSAL 00'££9°8ES 00'LEI'SES Joj jueJn Buluue|d yT-ETOCAS 9[0YdIN aL SO
yoeaJnQ ssauisng — aAllelliu| o1y23||ad
ue|d ssauisng 00°000'STS 00°000STS jJuswdo|aAaQ 21wou0d] [euol3ay SEINIET, 03a SOA
MY 21|gnd 404 A8a1e.1S
|euoi3ay epliol4 1saMyinos 01Yyd9||od
00°000°SS s1nsaJ SulPsW 13 0301 00'000°SS 00'000°0TS| €T0Z/CC/T| €102/CT/C :Awouod3 aaneas)d unQ Jajluusf|  eploj|4 USIA SO
Jdy-wy pajwqns aleq Aouady
yaiel |eol sa|qesanljeq wy ddy |ejo] 30loid aleq anqg ddy swep 123foad JumQ Suipung papiemy




41 of 184

00°0$

ue|d
|eul4 ‘ue|d eaqg ‘saA13dRIqQ 18 S|EOD ‘UOISSIIA

00'00S‘CTS

00°000°SZ$

ue|d CO_HmquEm_QE_ pue uolsIA

o1yo3]13d
Jajluuar

03d

SOA

TT

spodau Suloyuow Apgaenp

00°000°0SS$

00°000°0SS$

€T0¢/0€/6

€T/0€/6

11IqBH YSi4 3]1UBAN[ SULIOLUOA
:uol3elol1say }a34) |edo)

10 Apnf

J21BSOIN

SO

0T

00°000°2S

"€TA4 104 00S°TS

pP31nqlIau0d NDH4 "JUSWISSISSe |eI0| 3y} JO
000°ZS 1Nl PINOM DdHAMS dY3 ‘OS|Y
"podas Aeg ays jo a1e1s INGY 9yl Suipuny
pJemol 000‘ES pue puny |esauad NGV

9y} 03 03 P|NOM Q00‘TS YIIYM JO (¥T/ETOCAL)
NGV U3 404 DdH4MS 3Y3 03 000‘FS

apino.d 01 panosdde s3uuds enuog jo AuD

00'000°0TS

00°000°CTS

NV Aeg 013153

Jansag wir

V/N

SO

00'00S'SYTS

Sjuswase] uolleAlasuo) Yim aseqelep S|9

00'966'8YTS

00'967'767$

€10¢/8/v

€T0¢/ST/v0

EpLIO|4 JO 91e1S
9yl Joj aseqeleq pue Suiddey
JUBWISEeT UOIIBAIDSUO)D PaliuN W

Jansag wir

Vd3

SO

00°006°€S

00'006°€S

Sape|d H0S

suoqqio
uyor

S9pe|S
- Ajuno)

SO

00°0$

‘suol3n|os |ennualod sasodoud

pue ‘spaau pue sdeg ‘sialiieq ssiyl3uspl
‘91304d |euoi3au syuasaud eyl uoidas Ayunod
XIS 9y3 404 Apnis Suiuue|d e dojanaq ‘v
1usuodwo) yaeauinQ |euollipel]-uon ‘¢
$924N0S3J PUB SYI0MISU ‘SIVIAIDS

Bunsixa dew [Im ya1ym ‘aji4o.d jeuoidas

e apinoad |[im Apnis ay] "9|1joad [euoiSau e
8ulysijgelsa sialiieq ssaippe 03 uolde jo ued
pasodoud e dojansp pue sialuueq Ayusp| 'z
99111WWO) JSP|0YIE]S |BIIUYID ]| B D3edID ‘T

00°000°0SS$

00°000°00€‘TS

¢10¢/1/01

Apnis Suluue|d uopeliodsued] YA

olyaaj|ad
Jajluuar

uel a9

SOA

Jdy-iwuy
yolew |erol

sa|qeJanl|aa

iy 2dy

|ero] 199foad

pawqns
ajeq

ajeq
anqg ddy

awe 13foud

JBuUmQ

Aouady
Suipung

papiemy




98eyoed sJadeuel

954n0) |\I3Q BpPI4O|4 BY3 JO UOIINIBXD

9Y1 pue S199Ys UOI1eNn|eAd SSe|d (191504 Sse|d

9onpoud 03 syuswadinbaJ pue Ayjioe) Suluiesy
9|geMNs JO UojeulpJood pue uol}esot 00'000°LS 00'000°LS €1/9/T1 €1/9/11T we.goud Jueto suiuied] d9




43 of 184

juswdo|anag

|euoi3ay Sunioddns sisAjeuy
wa1sAs0d3 uy eplioj4 |e43ua)
1S9\ Ul SulanioeINUBIN PIJUBAPY

sis|jAeue ‘sainydouq eplio|4 |eJiua) 01Yyd3||2d
‘A8s1e.115 Sulpueuq ‘@usgam |euol3ay|  00°000°00TS €10¢2/9¢/CT 1S9\ Ul Suln1oeINUBIN PIJUBAPY Jajluuar va3 Suipuad| 9z
yoeouddy Sujuies|
|enlIA paseq-Ajjeuoi8ay v
192130B1d JO Sa1UNWIWO) 3|0y suoqqio
00°0S| weiSo.d as1249x3 pue Suluied] D437 [euolieN 00'00079$ 00'000'79$| €102/91/8 €T/9T/8| SS0Ioy d0Udl|isaY Suluayiduans uyor VN34 Sulpuad| sz
Jodau eulq'g
saysJew }|es ay} Jo
JUSWIAOW UoneIIW 3y} JO JUSWINSEIN 't
2dA} 03 saysiew jjes jo Suidde|n € 0JIX3IAl 4O J|ND 3Y1 pUNOJY Seauy
ejep Suiddew §|9 jo Sulaylen'g J3Y30 03 POYISIA ApNnis ysJen| Aduensasuo)
eaJe 109foJd Jo uonedynuapI'T|  00°000°‘0STS 00'000°0STS usdQ| 3/eS DdY¥4MS 3y} jo uonedddy| Jansag wif( aineN dyL|  Bulpuad|
S19M0J8 QT 40 Siedh
XIS 10} JeaA/ s1amou3 g 1sisse 01 pajedidiuy paysJale) 99ydieyesoo|ed 934N M
"dINg Juswajdwi 0} s1omoJ3 01 sjuedD| 00°000°000°€ES| 00°000°000°€S| €TOC/TT/Y 93 Ul dIAIg 34n}ndLide Juswa|dw| 1oJesieN d3ad Suipuad| €z
(3¥0153y)
1Se0) }|ND S,eplio|4 10} SyuaWd|3
00'000°00SS$ 00'000°00SS$ €102/L/T €T/L/T| 1€1SB0D JUAISISUO) pUe JUSI|ISSY| JaA3g wWif diad| Suipuad| ze
03IX3IAl JO JIND Y1 Aq
00'000°00S$ 00°000°00S$ €102/L/1 €T/L/T| POPINCI] SIIAISS [BIUSWUOIIAUT| JDASSG WIf diad| Suipuad| Tz
‘Jodau |euly
pue SJU3Wases uoj3eAIasuod dew ‘sisAjeue
93ueyd ajewi|d pue Alljiqeuleisns ‘spue|
|eanyndtide Suiniasaud pue Supueyus Joy uolzepuno4
suollepusaWW 023 dojanap ‘sishjeue |OMS 9AIBINU| Spue|w.Ie ETRSET Y odnp
‘s8uneaw ‘933wwod Supom e 33eal) 00°000°S8S$ 00°000°S8$| €102/0€/8 €T/1/6 eplI0]4 1S9MYIN0S d|geuleisns 124e8ue N J9359yd1y)|  Suipuad| oz
Jdy-wy paniwqns ajeq Aouady
ydie |eoL sa|qeJanlaa 1wy Ddy |exo] 199fo4d aleq anqg ddy awe 13foud RumQ Suipung papiemy | #




44 of 184

(dINHN) wei30oud uoneziuispola

s|apow 1YySI19H |euone sy pue Jaulied
|e1redsoas mau ‘elep ‘sdoysyiom ‘ssunasiy 00°000'0SS$ 00°000°0S$| €TO0Z/TC/9 €T/T2/9| .S9MUNWWO) |eISEOD JUBI|ISDY,, |BJBUSYH VVON Sulpuad| €€
Ol1Yyd9||ad
00°000'T8$ 00°000'68TS 00'000'68TS| €T0¢/8T/CT|€T0T/TT/T0 jueJn ujuue|d va3 Jajluusf va3 Sulpuad| ze
ezuegeneJix3 EIRSET WYY 10943
00°0007S$ 00°000°0TS 00°000'02$ €1/9/TT €1/9/C1 Suipaig ,0,, 819 Auno) AipusH 1a1esueN N33 3yl Sulpuad| 1€
'219 ‘sauoyd |92 ‘s19|ge1 404 sdde JJopua8|iH
00°0S yum Awspesy susziyl) aAidesalul ‘aull-ug|  8T'€00°TSTS 8T'€00'TSTS €T/CT/TT| €T/TT/TT| Awapedy suazii) 0dIX3A 40 NS uelelN Vvd3 Suipuad| o€
eplIO|4 3S9MYINoS ul (AT L)
solJeudds agueyd aiewl|d aininy pue an|eA Sa21AI3S Wa3IsAs0d7 |e30 |
8unIsIXa Ul BPLIOJ 1SOMYINOS Jo uolien|eA AJL|  ¥/°S¥2‘00CS v/°'SvT'80CS ET/ET/TT| €T/vT/TT UO 351 |9A9] BSS JO 5109449 ayl| J9A99g WIf VVON 8uipuad| 6¢
SUBJDIDA SS9[2WOY JO Jaquinu JO 9pas4sanp|  uoniepuno4
00°0S| UoleIUBWND0P pue suolledo| dwed Jo sdey 00°000°0STS 00°000°0STS €107/6/6 €T/ST/0T dwe) sueIaIdA SS9|3WOH jaJedie|N|3]0q Y1aqezi|3 Suipuad| 8¢
‘Juswdiedwi Ajljenb Jalem Jo S924Nn0Ss Ay}
0} S1J40}49 UOI1BIP3WDJ PUB UOIILI01SAI 193JIP
01 sa1puade Ayjenb ua1em ayj 01 duelsISsy
uol329304d Alljenb uaiem
Ul JUSWISA|OAU] [BJO| BSEBJOUI PUB SPBYSIIEM
950y3 JO d1YyspJemais Ul SUSzI1d JUSWSA|OAU| paysJaiepn Aeg
SpaysJazem 049153 9y} Ul S324N0S UoIIn||0d
paJiedw ay1 ul pue uoinjjod Jay1o J9Y10 pue juauinN SuiAjusp uolzepuno4
9/'666'LS| PUE IUSLIINU JO S3IINOS dY] JO UOIILI1IUSP| YT LET'6S 00°L€TLTS| €T0TZ/0€/8 €T/TE/8 ispaysiale\ ayl Sunjiep | J1ansag wir eluosejed Sulpuad| £t
Jdy-wy pa1wgns aleq Aouady
yoew |erol sa|qesdAnl2q 1wy ddy |ero] 199foad aleq ang ddy awep 13foid R[umQ Suipung papiemy | #




Agenda
ltem

Consent Agenda



46 of 184
CONSENT AGENDA SUMMARY
Agenda Item #9(a) — Intergovernmental Coordination and Review
There were two clearinghouse items reviewed during the months of November and December.
Staff found the projects to be “Regionally Significant and Consistent” with the SWFRPC’s
Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP).
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
e Approve the administrative action on the Clearinghouse Review item.

Agenda Item #9(b) — Financial Statements for November 30, 2013 and December 31, 2013

Staff provided the balance sheet, income statement and statement of cash flow for the months of
November and December.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

e Approve the financial statements for the months of November and December.
Agenda Item #9(c) — Broadband Plan
The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) released the Southwest Florida
Comprehensive Broadband Plan on September 27, 2013. The pilot planning area for the plan

covers Charlotte, Collier and Lee Counties.

For more information about this project and plan the website link is located
www.swfrpc.org/broadband.html

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
e To endorse the Broadband Plan and support local jurisdiction implementation.
Agenda Item #9(d) — Glades-Hendry LCB Membership Certification

Pursuant to Chapter 427, Florida Statutes, Rule 41-2, Florida Administrative Code, and at the
request of the respective counties, the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council is the
Designated Official Planning Agency for the Transportation Disadvantaged (TD) Program in
Glades County and in Hendry County, which is now a joint service area. As the Planning
Agency, the Council is responsible for the appointment of members to serve on the Local
Coordinating Board.

The individuals listed below have been recommended to serve on the Local Coordinating Board.

The Planning Agency must certify the Local Coordinating Board membership each fiscal year
and any time the Local Coordinating Board membership changes.

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
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e Appoint to the LCB:

a. April White as the member agency representative representing Regional
Workforce Development Board.

b. Thais Kuoman as the alternate agency representative representing Regional
Workforce Development Board.

c. Nancy Acevedo as the alternate agency representative representing local medical
community.

d. Make additional appointments that may be announced.

e Authorize the Chairman to endorse the LCB certification form for the LCB provided in
Attachment A.

Agenda Item #9(e) — Southwest Florida Hazardous Materials Training

The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) and the Southwest Florida Local
Emergency Planning Committee for Hazardous Materials (LEPC) continues to provide
outstanding hazardous materials training and assistance to emergency responders and
government officials of the region. As in previous periods, the Southwest Florida
LEPC/SWFRPC is providing free training to government employees of the region. Free
Emergency Planning & Community Right-To-Act training is also directed to industry.
Continuing education and training are essential parts of our mission to provide comprehensive
emergency preparedness systems throughout Southwest Florida. Training opportunities can take
many forms from informal “in-house” sessions to major full-scale exercises. Listed below are
highlights of courses under consideration in Southwest Florida during the month of February
2014,

Course Location Attendees

EPCRA Hazardous Materials 2/7/2014 SWFRPC Currently 45
Awareness Compliance Course registrants
Florida Interoperability 2/24/2014-  Southwest Florida (Limited to
Communications Technicians 2/28/2014 Public Safety 15 students)
COM-T Training Academy, Fort Myers

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

e Information item.

Agenda Item #9(f) — Collier County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 14-1ESR)
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The Council staff has reviewed proposed changes to the Collier County Growth Management Plan
(DEO 14-1ESR). These changes were developed as a result of the 2012 Cycle Growth Management
Plan amendments. A synopsis of the requirements of the Act and Council responsibilities is
provided as Attachment I. Comments are provided in Attachment Il. Site location maps can be
reviewed in Attachment I11.

Staff review of the proposed amendments was based on whether they were likely to be of regional
concern. This was determined through assessment of the following factors:

1. Location--in or near a regional resource or regional activity center, such that it impacts the
regional resource or facility; on or within one mile of a county boundary; generally applied to
sites of five acres or more; size alone is not necessarily a determinant of regional significance;

2. Magnitude--equal to or greater than the threshold for a Development of Regional Impact of the
same type (a DRI-related amendment is considered regionally significant); and

3. Character--of a unique type or use, a use of regional significance, or a change in the local
comprehensive plan that could be applied throughout the local jurisdiction; updates, editorial
revisions, etc. are not regionally significant.

A summary of the results of the review follows:

Proposed Factors of Regional Significance
Amendment Location Magnitude  Character Consistent
DEO 14-1ESR
(CP-2013-1) no no no (1) not regionally

significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP

(CP-2013-3) no no no (1) not regionally
significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP

(CP-2013-4) no no no (1) not regionally
significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP
RECOMMENDED ACTION:

e Approve staff comments. Authorize staff to forward comments to the Department of
Economic Opportunity and Collier County.

Agenda Item #9(g) — Lee County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 14-1ESR)



49 of 184
Request Summary:

Southwest Florida International Airport — Airport Layout Plan (CPA 2013-03)

The Lee County Port Authority staff, on May 7, 2013, submitted to the Lee County Division of
Planning a request to change the Lee Plan to reflect changes that the Airport Authority desired to
make to the Airport Layout Plan (ALP), Map 3F. The request stated that the Lee County Port
Authority had recently completed a multi-year planning and design analysis and that during that
analysis a modification to the proposed runway layout and associated facilities as depicted on the
2004 ALP had changed. The changes were determined by the analysis to provide the most
flexibility for the future and the ultimate development of the airport. The changes were
submitted to the FAA and approved on August 27, 2013.

Lee Plan Consistency for DRI Review Thresholds (CPA2013-05)

These Lee Plan text amendments will change Policy 18.1.5, Policy 18.1.16, Policy 18.1.16.6, and
Policy 18.2.2 in order to make the Lee Plan consistent with the State requirements that prohibit
local governments from requiring Development of Regional Impact (DRI) review of projects that
do not meet or exceed the established State thresholds for large scale developments. The changes
only relate to the University Community land use designation located adjacent to FGCU.

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

e Southwest Florida International Airport — Airport Layout Plan (CPA 2013-03)
Council staff has reviewed the proposed ALP amendments to the Lee County
Comprehensive Plan and finds that the proposed changes are provided for an updated ALP in
order to properly manage the airport. The proposed changes are important for the health,
safety and welfare of population of the region. Based on the fact that the requested policy
changes to the Lee Plan have been approved by the FAA and in order to bring the airport
plan into consistency with the Lee Plan, Council staff finds the proposed amendments are
procedural in nature, are regionally important, but do not adversely affect any significant
regional resources or facilities that are identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan.

e Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments with respect to extra-jurisdictional
impacts on surrounding local government Comprehensive Plans and finds that the proposed
amendments do not negatively impact and are not inconsistent with adjacent local
governmental Comprehensive Plans.

e Lee Plan Consistency for DRI Review Thresholds (CPA2013-05)

Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Lee County Comprehensive Plan
and finds that the proposed changes are provided for an updated DRI review requirements of
the lands located in the University Community land use designation. The proposed changes
are important in order to provide consistency between State law and the Lee Plan. Based on
the fact that the requested policy changes to the Lee Plan provides consistency with the Lee
Plan, Council staff finds the proposed amendments are procedural in nature, are regionally
important because it addresses the region reviews of project, but does not adversely affect
any significant regional resources or facilities that are identified in the Strategic Regional
Policy Plan.

e Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments with respect to extra-jurisdictional
impacts on surrounding local government Comprehensive Plans and finds that the proposed
amendments do not negatively impact and are not inconsistent with adjacent local
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governmental Comprehensive Plans.

Agenda Item #9(h) — Sarasota County Comprehensive Plan Amendment (DEO 14-1ESR)
This item was withdrawn.

Agenda Item #9(i) — Palmer Ranch Increment MDO

Council Recommendations

On December 18, 1984, the Sarasota County Board of County Commissioners approved the
Application for Development Approval for the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact
(DRI) with Resolution No. 84-418. On October 17, 2013, the Council recommended approval of
the Coconut Point DRI Fourteenth Notice of Proposed Change (NOPC). The approval dealt with
changes to the DRI which revised two conditions of the Master Development Order (Resolution
No. 91-170, as amended).

Sarasota County Development Order

On November 20, 2013, the Board of Sarasota County Commissioners approved the Palmer
Ranch DRI Master Development Order. A copy of the development order was rendered to the
Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) and the Council (SWFRPC) on December 6, 2013.
The 45-day appeal period for the DEO Development Order expires on January 20, 2014. Staff
has reviewed the attached development order and finds that it is consistent with all regional
issues and recommendations identified within the Council’s Official Recommendations.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve consent agenda as presented.

1/2014
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Project Review and Coordination Regional Clearinghouse Review

The attached report summarizes the project notifications received from various governmental and non-
governmental agencies seeking federal assistance or permits for the period beginning November 1, 2013 and
ending December 31, 2013.

The staff of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council reviews various proposals, Notifications of
Intent, Preapplications, permit applications, and Environmental Impact Statements for compliance with
regional goals, objectives, and policies of the Regional Comprehensive Policy Plan. The staff reviews such
items in accordance with the Florida Intergovernmental Coordination and Review Process (Chapter 291-5,
F.A.C.) and adopted regional clearinghouse procedures.

Council staff reviews projects under the following four designations:

Less Than Regionally Significant and Consistent - no further review of the project can be expected
from Council.

Less Than Regionally Significant and Inconsistent - Council does not find the project to be of
regional importance, but notes certain concerns as part of its continued monitoring for cumulative
impacts within the noted goal areas.

Regionally Significant and Consistent - Project is of regional importance and appears to be consistent
with Regional goals, objectives and policies.

Regionally Significant and Inconsistent - Project is of regional importance and appears not to be
consistent with Regional goals, objectives, and policies. Council will oppose the project as
submitted, but is willing to participate in any efforts to modify the project to mitigate the concerns.

The report includes the SWFRPC number, the applicant name, project description, location, funding or
permitting agency, and the amount of federal funding, when applicable. It also includes the comments
provided by staff to the applicant and to the FDEP-State Clearinghouse in Tallahassee.
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval of the administrative action on Clearinghouse Review items.

1/2014
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2014 Workplan & Budget Finanacial Snapshot - December 2014

" Revenues
Local Assesments
Total Federal/State Grants
Misc. Grants/Contracts
Other Revenue Sources

180,000.00
160,000.00 -
140,000.00 =
120,000.00 -
00,000.00 -
80,000.00 -
60,000.00
48,000.80
2 ,ogo. 1o,
0.00
& Seriesl
t,
'5\\*
¥
Y
N
2
<&

Notes: Local Assesmients billed at the beginning of each quarter: October, January, April and July
Federal Grants (EPA) billed monthly: EPA: CHNEP; FAMWQ; and CE
State/Federal Grants biiled quarterly: LEPC, HMEP, TD, Lee Tran, and ED
Misc. Grants/contracts billed quarterly: Visit Florida
Misc. Grants/Contracts billed by deliverable: SQG, SCCF Dunn,CHNEP Local/Grants
Other(DRI) billed /recorded monthly as cost reimbursement

60,000

40,000 %

20,000 \

A < % 0 A @ W A
20,000 & & c"?’é ESHI I AN SN2
s G W @ & < ¥ Q,@,

« W™ 13-
-40,000 V
-60,000
-80,000

YTD: Net Income $ 22,276 ( Unaudited)
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SWFRPC
BALANCE SHEET
DECEMBER 31, 2013
ASSETS

CURRENT ASSETS

FUND BALANCE $ 771,328

ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 266,978

TOTAL CURRENT ASSETS 1,038,306
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT

PROPERTY, FURNITURE & EQUIP 2,040,983

ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION (588,913)

TOTAL PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT 1,452,070
OTHER ASSETS

AMOUNT T.B.P. FOR L.T.L.-LEAVE 55,640

FSA DEPOSIT 2,494

AMT T.B.P. FOR L T.DEBT-OPEP 59,864

AMOUNT T.B.P. FOR L.T.DEBT 1,008,589

TOTAL OTHER ASSETS 1,126,587
TOTAL ASSETS $ 3,616,963

LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL

CURRENT LIABILITIES

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE $ 0

RETAINAGE PAYABLE 1,209

DEFERRED INCOME 306,144

FICA TAXES PAYABLE (108)

FEDERAL W/H TAX PAYABLE (150)

UNITED WAY PAYABLE 518

FSA PAYABLE 986

LEPC CONTINGENCY FUND 305

TOTAL CURRENT LIABILITIES 308,904
LONG-TERM LIABILITIES

ACCRUED ANNUAL LEAVE 55,640

LONG TERM DEBT - OPEB 59,864

LONG TERM DEBT - BANK OF AM. 1,008,589

TOTAL LONG-TERM LIABILITIES 1,124,093
TOTAL LIABILITIES 1,432,997
CAPITAL

FUND BALANCE-UNASSIGNED 194,216

FUND BALANCE-ASSIGNED 514,000
FB-NON-SPENDABLE/FIXED ASSETS 1,452,070

NET INCOME 23,680

TOTAL CAPITAL 2,183,966

TOTAL LIABILITIES & CAPITAL

8 3,616,963




BALANCE SHEET
DECEMBER 31, 2013

SWTRPC

FUND BALANCE DETAIL

CASH - BANK OF AMERICA OPER.
CASH - IBERIA CDS

CASH - FL. LOCAL GOV'T POOL
CASH - FL. GOV'T POOL-FUND B
PETTY CASH

FUND BALANCE

OPERATING CASH

INVESTMENTS
PETTY CASH

FUND BALANCE

DEFERRED -NEP CE954836611-1.
DEFERRED INCOME NEP LOCAL
DEFERRED INCOME - FAMWQ
DEFERRED INC. DRI - FOUNTAINS
DEFERRED INC. PALMER RANCH XXI
DEFERRED INCOME LEE MEMORIAL
215318 DEFERRED PALMER XVI
DEFERRED PALMER IV

DEFERRED PALMER MDO

2157160 SWFCF DEFFERED

NET AVAILABLE FOR RESERVE

$

270,267
316,300
179,657
4,904
200

771,328

270,267

500,861
200

771,328

(163,887)
(49,282)
(64,952)

(8,706)
(948)
9)
(1,698)
(2,500)
838
(15,000)

465,184

57 of 184




Detail of Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance $ 542,977

Investments:

Iberia Bank CD

Local government Surplus Trust Fund Investment Pool (Fund A)
Local government Surplus Trust Fund (Fund B)

Total Investments

Petty Cash
Bank of America Operating Funds

Total Fund Balance
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$316,300.00
179,657
4,904
$500,861.00
200.00
41,216.00

$542,977.00




REVENUES

LOCAL ASSESSMENTS
CHARLOTTE COUNTY
COLLIER COUNTY
GLADES COUNTY
HENDY COUNTY

LEE COUNTY
SARASOTA COUNTY
CITY OF FORT MYERS
TOWN OF FORT MYERS BEACH |
BONITA SPRINGS
CITY OF SANIBEL

TOTAL LOCAL ASSESSMENTS

FEDERAL / STATE GRANTS
DEM TITLE ITI
HMEP-PLANNING & TRAINING
ECONOMIC DEV.-GRANT
GLADES HENDRY TD
1LEE BOCC-VA STUDY
3167 DEM-LEPC
'3174 VISIT FLORIDA
CIHNEP FEDERAL
6014-EPA
6014-FDEP
6014-SWFWMD
EPA FAMWQ ,
EPA-CONSERVATION
MARC - SOLAR READY

TOTAL FEDERAL /STATE GRAN

MISC. GRANTS / CONTRACTS
GLADES SQG

TBRPC ENERGY GRANT

THE NATURE CONSERVANCY
CHNEP LOCAL

NEP LOCAL

TOTAL MISC, GRANTS/CONTRA

OTHER REVENUE SOURCES

DRI MONITORING FEES
RENTAL SPACE-SENATOR
RENTAL SPACE CHNEP
DRIS/NOPCS INCOME

MISC. INCOME

INTEREST INCOME

BUDGETED CARRY OVER FB
BUDGETED CARRY OVER OPER

SWFRPC
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INCOME STATEMENT
COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE THREE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2013
Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Current Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget :
0 S 12,252 49,007 (36,755)
0 24,739 98,955 (74,216}
0 950 3,801 (2,851)
0 2,590 11,440 (8,850)
0 38,499 153,997 (115,498)
0 28,745 115,099 (86,354)
0 5,013 20,050 (15,037)
0 469 1,876 (1,407)
0 3,385 13,539 (10,154)
0 487 1,947 (1,460)
0 117,129 469,711 (352,582)
0 0 40,909 (40,909)
0 0 58,370 {58,370)
13,938 13,938 12,500 1,438
15,455 15,455 38,637 (23,182)
16,831 16,831 40,000 (23,169)
14,965 14,965 0 14,965
0 0 5,000 (5,000)
0 0 567,309 (567,309)
79,142 170,405 0 170,405
5,707 14,270 0 14,270
- 6,278 15,814 0 15,814
5,108 22,177 190,000 (167,823)
6,265 17,206 95,944 (78,738)
7,277 7,277 0 7.277
170,966 308,338 1,048,669 (740,331)
0 0 3,900 (3,900)
0 7,092 0 7.092
0 1,327 0 1,327
0 0 427,308 (427,308)
1,647 5,721 0 5,721
1,647 14,140 431,208 (417,068)
250 1,500 10,000 (8,500)
1,250 3,750 15,000 (11,250)
0 0 15,000 (15,000)
1,640 4,131 35,000 (30,869)
29 272 0 272
4 4 5,000 (4,996)
0 0 542,797 (542,797)
0 0 83,679 (83,679)

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY




TOTAL OTHER REVENUE SOURC
TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENSES

PERSONNEL EXPENSES
SALARIES EXPENSE
SALARIES EXPENSE - NEP
FICA EXPENSE
RETIREMENT EXPENSE
HEALTH INSURANCE EXPENSE
WORKERS COMP. EXPENSE

TOTAL PERSONNEL EXPENSES

OPERATIONAL EXPENSES
GRANT/CONSULTING EXPENSE
NEP-CONTRACTUAL
LEGAL
AUDIT SERVICES EXPENSE
TRAVEL EXPENSE
TELEPHONE EXPENSE
POSTAGE / SHIPPING EXPENSE
EQUIPMENT RENTAL EXPENSE
INSURANCE EXPENSE
REPAIR/MAINT. EXPENSE
PRINTING/REPRODUCTION EXP
UTILITIES (ELEC, WATER, GAR)
ADVERTISING/LEGAL NOTICES
OTHER MISC. EXPENSE
BANK SERVICE CHARGES
OFFICE SUPPLIES EXPENSE
COMPUTER RELATED EXPENSE
DUES AND MEMBERSHIP
PUBLICATION EXPENSE
PROF, DEVELOQOP,
MEETINGS/EVENTS EXPENSE
CAPITAL OUTLAY EXPENSE
CAPITAL QUTLAY - BUILDING
LONG TERM DEBT
RESERVE FOR OPERATIONS EXP

TOTAL OPERATIONAL EXP.

TOTAL CASH OUTLAY

NET INCOME (LOSS)

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY

INCOME STATEMENT

COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE THREE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2013
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Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Current Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget
3,173 9,657 706,476 {696,819)
175,786 449,264 2,656,064 (2,206,300)
94,669 231,024 663,042 (432,018)
0 0 292,510 (292,510)
6,873 15,528 73,100 (57,572)
6,849 13,224 94,535 (81,311)
(8,674) 11,646 138,190 (126,544)
370 1,110 3,696 (2,586)
100,087 272,532 1,265,073 (992,541)
0 1,125 51,336 (50,211)
3,380 3,380 394,208 (390,828)
0 0 15,000 (15,000)
0 1,500 40,000 (38,500)
5,601 13,192 21,870 (8,678)
910 1,519 6,540 (5,021)
45 97 4,100 {4,003}
35 1,809 8,750 (6,941)
4,251 18,576 22,500 (3,924)
651 2,443 15,000 (12,557)
28,907 29.677 1,500 28,177
1,854 6,050 22,000 (15,950)
203 412 3,600 (3,188)
246 1,442 4,500 (3,058)
0 541 2,280 (1,739)
158 1,454 8,836 (7,382)
7,338 22,562 38,500 {15,938)
0. 2,000 28,800 (26,800)
0 360 1,250 (390)
1,435 3,315 10,120 (6,805)
8.547 8,580 3,000 5,580
0 0 4,000 (4,000}
0 1,082 12,500 (11,418)
10,646 31,938 128,000 (96,062)
0 0 542,797 (542,797)
74,297 153,054 1,390,987 (1,237,933)
174,384 425,586 2,656,060 (2,230,474)
1,402 23,678 % 4 23,674




REVENUES

LOCAL ASSESSMENTS
FEDERAL / STATE GRANTS
MISC. GRANTS/CONTRACTS
OTHER REVENUE SOURCES

TOTAL REVENUES

EXPENSES
PERSONNEL EXPENSES

OPERATIONAL EXPENSES

TOTAL CASH OUTLAY

NET INCOME (LOSS)

- 610f 184

SWFRPC
INCOME STATEMENT
COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE THREE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2013
Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Current Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget

. 0 117,129 469,711 (352,582)
170,966 308,338 1,047,569 (739,231)
1,647 14,140 432,308 (418,168)
3,173 9,658 706,476 (696,818)
175,786 449,265 2,656,064 (2,206,799)
100,087 272,532 1,265,073 - (992,541)
74,297 153,054 1,390,987 (1 ,237,933)
174,384 425,586 2,656,060 (2,230,474)

$ 1,402 % 23,679 4 23,675

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY
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2014 Workplan & Budget Finanacial Snapshot - November 2014

Revenugs

Local Assesments

Total Federal/State Grants
Misc. Grants/Contracts
Other Revenue Sources

$70,000.00
$60,000.00 -
550,000.00 -
$40,000.00
$30,000.00
$20,000.00 -
$10,000.00
$0.00

& Seriesl

Notes: Local Assesments billed at the beginning of each quarter: October, January, April and July
: Federal Grants (EPA) billed monthly: EPA: CHNEP; FAMWQ; and CE
State/Federal Grants billed quarterly: LEPC, HMEP, TD, Lee Tran, and ED
Misc. Grants/contracts billed quarterly: Visit Florida

Misc. Grants/Contracts billed by deliverable: SQG, SCCF Dunn,CHNEP Local/Grants
Other(DRI) billed /recorded manthly as cost reimbursement

60,000

40,000

20,000

&
-20,000 &8
S

-40,000

-60,000

-80,000

-YTD: Net Income $ 22,276 ( Unaudited)



TOTAL LIABILITIES & CAPITAL
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SWFRPC
BALANCE SHEET
NOVEMBER 30, 2013
ASSETS
CURRENT ASSETS
FUND BALANCE $ 745,953
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 210,586
TOTAL CURRENT ASSETS 956,539
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT
PROPERTY, FURNITURE & EQUIP 2,040,983
ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION (588,913)
TOTAL PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT 1,452,070
OTHER ASSETS
AMOUNT T.B.P. FOR L.T.L.-LEAVE 55,640
FSA DEPOSIT 2,494
AMT T.B.P. FOR L.T.DEBT-OPEP 59,864
* AMOUNT T.B.P. FOR L.T.DEBT 1,014,434
TOTAL OTHER ASSETS ' 1,132,432
TOTAL ASSETS $ 3,541,041
LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL
CURRENT LIABILITIES
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE $ (12,974)
RETAINAGE PAYABLE 1,209
DEFERRED INCOME 219,400
FICA TAXES PAYABLE 2,848
FEDERAL W/H TAX PAYABLE 2,530
UNITED WAY PAYABLE 333
FSA PAYABLE (112)
LEPC CONTINGENCY FUND 305
TOTAL CURRENT LIABILITIES 213,539
LONG-TERM LIABILITIES -
ACCRUED ANNUAL LEAVE 55,640
LONG TERM DEBT - OPER . 59,864
LONG TERM DEBT - BANK OF AM. 1,014,434
TOTAL LONG-TERM LIABILITIES 1,129,938
TOTAL LIABILITIES 1,343,477
CAPITAL
FUND BALANCE-UNASSIGNED 194,216
FUND BALANCE-ASSIGNED 514,000
FB-NON-SPENDABLE/FIXED ASSETS 1,452,070
NET INCOME : 22,278
TOTAL CAPITAL

8 3,526,041



BALANCE SHEET
NOVEMBER 30, 2013

FUND BALANCE DETAIL

CASH - BANK OF AMERICA OPER.
CASH - IBERIA CDS

CASH - FL LOCAL GOV'T POOL
CASH - FL GOV'T POOL-FUND B
PETTY CASH

FUND BALANCE

OPERATING CASH

INVESTMENTS
PETTY CASH

FUND BALANCE

DEFERRED -NEP CE954836611-1
DEFERRED INCOME NEP LOCAL
DEFERRED INCOME - FAMWQ
DEFERRED INC. DRI - FOUNTAINS
DEFERRED INC, PALMER RANCH XXI
DEFERRED INCOME LEE MEMORTAL,
215318 DEFERRED PALMER XVI

NET AVAILABLE FOR RESERVE

SWFRPC

$

244,892
316,300
179,657
4,904
200

745,953

244,892

500,861
200

745,953

(103,498)
(50,929)
(52,810)

(8,706)
(948)
(9
(2,500)

526,553
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Detail of Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance $ 542,977

Investments:

Iberia Bank CD
Local government Surplus Trust Fund Investment Pool (Fund A}
Local government Surplus Trust Fund (Fund B)

Total Invesiments
Petty Cash

Bank of America Operating Funds

Total Fund Balance

65 of 184

$316,300.00
179,657
4,904
$500,861.00
$ 200.00
$ 41,916.00

$542,977.00



REVENUES

LOCAL ASSESSMENTS
CHARLOTTE COUNTY
COLLIER COUNTY
GLADES COUNTY
HENDY COUNTY

LEE COUNTY
SARASOTA COUNTY
CITY OF FORT MYERS
TOWN OF FORT MYERS BEACH I
BONITA SPRINGS
CITY OF SANIBEL

TOTAL LOCAL ASSESSMENTS

FEDERAL / STATE GRANTS
DEM TITLE III
HMEP-PLANNING & TRAINING
ECONOMIC DEV.-GRANT
GLADES HENDRY TD
LEE BOCC-VA STUDY
3174 VISIT FLORIDA
CHNEP FEDERAL
6014-EPA -
6014-FDEP
6014-SWFWMD
EPA FAMWQ
EPA-CONSERVATION

TOTAL FEDERAL /STATE GRAN

MISC. GRANTS / CONTRACTS
GLADES SQG

TBRPC ENERGY GRANT

THE NATURE CONSERVANCY
3174 VISIT FLORIDA

CHNEP LOCAL -

NEP LOCAL

TOTAL MISC. GRANTS/CONTRA

OTHER REVENUE SOURCES

DRI MONITORING FEES
RENTAL SPACE-SENATOR
RENTAL SPACE CHNEP
DRIS/NOPCS INCOME

MISC. INCOME

INTEREST INCOME

BUDGETED CARRY OVER FB
BUDGETED CARRY OVER OPER

TOTAL OTHER REVENUE SOURC

SWFRPC
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INCOME STATEMENT
COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE TWO MONTHS ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 2013
Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Current Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget
0 3% 12,252 49,007 (36,755)
0 24,739 98,955 {74,216)
0 950 3,801 (2,851)
0 2,590 11,440 (8,850)
0 38,499 153,997 (115,498)
0 28,745 115,099 {(86,354)
0 5,013 20,050 (15,037)
0 469 1,876 {1,407)
0 3,385 13,539 (10,154)
0 487 1,947 {1,460)
0 117,129 469,711 (352,582)
0 0 40,909 (40,909)
0 0 58,370 (58,370)
0 0 12,500 (12,500)
0 0 38,637 (38,637)
0 0 40,000 (40,000)
0 0 5,000 (5,000)
0 0 567,309 (567,309)
47,199 91,262 0 91,262
0 8.564 0 8,564
9,536 9,536 0 9,536
5,392 17,068 190,000 (172,932)
7,090 10,941 95,944 (85,003)
69,217 137,371 1,048,669 (911,298)
0 -0 3,900 (3,900)
0 7,002 0 7,092
1,327 1,327 0 1,327
0 "0 5,000 (5,000)
0 0 427,308 (427,308)
2,874 4,074 0 4,074
4,201 12,493 436,208 (423,715)
250 1,250 10,000 - (8,750)
1,250 2,500 15,000 (12,500)
0 0 15,000 (15,000)
328 2,491 35,000 (32,509)
0 244 0 244
0 0 5,000 (5,000)
0 t] 542,797 (542,797
0 0 83,679 (83,679
1,828 6,485 706,476 {699,991)

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY




- TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENSES

PERSONNEL EXPENSES
SALARIES EXPENSE

SALARIES EXPENSE - NEP
FICA EXPENSE

RETIREMENT EXPENSE
HEALTH INSURANCE EXPENSE
WORKERS COMP, EXPENSE

TOTAL PERSONNEL EXPENSES

OPERATIONAL EXPENSES
GRANT/CONSULTING EXPENSE
NEP-CONTRACTUAL
LEGAL
AUDIT SERVICES EXPENSE
TRAVEL EXPENSE
TELEPHONE EXPENSE
POSTAGE / SHIPPING EXPENSE
EQUIPMENT RENTAL EXPENSE
INSURANCE EXPENSE
REPAIR/MAINT. EXPENSE
PRINTING/REPRODUCTION EXP
UTILITIES (ELEC, WATER, GAR)
ADVERTISING/LEGAL NOTICES
OTHER MISC. EXPENSE
BANK SERVICE CHARGES
OFFICE SUPPLIES EXPENSE
COMPUTER RELATED EXPENSE
DUES AND MEMBERSHIP
PUBLICATION EXPENSE
PROF. DEVELOP.
MEETINGS/EVENTS EXPENSE
CAPITAL OUTLAY EXPENSE
CAPITAL OUTLAY - BUILDING
LONG TERM DEBT
RESERVE FOR OPERATIONS EXP

TOTAL OPERATIONAL EXP.

TOTAL CASH OUTLAY

NET INCOME (LOSS)

SWERPC

INCOME STATEMENT
. COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE TWO MONTHS ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 2013
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Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Current Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget

75,246 273,478 2,661,064 (2,387,586)

76,302 136,355 663,042 (526,687)

0 0 202,510 (292,510)

5,542 8,655 73,100 (64.,445)

9,708 6,375 04,535 (88,160)

11,487 20,319 138,190 (117,87hH)

370 740 3,696 (2,956)

103,409 172,444 1,265,073 (1,092,629)

1,125 1,125 51,336 (50,211)

0 0 394,208 (394,208)

0 0 15,000 {15,000)

0 1,500 40,000 (38,500)

859 7,591 21,870 (14,279)

420 609 6,540 (5,931)

0 52 4,160 {(4,048)

549 1,774 8,750 (6,976)
1,882 14,325 22,500 (8,175)

1,341 1,792 15,000 (13,208)

754 770 1,500 (730)

2,166 4,196 22,000 (17,804)

39 119 3,600 (3.481)

1,196 1,196 4,500 (3,304)

296 541 2,280 {1,739}

419 1,296 8,836 (7,540)

6,295 15,224 38,500 (23,276)

2,000 2,000 28,800 {26,800)

360 360 1,250 (390)

0 1,880 10,120 (8,240)

20 34 3,000 (2,966)

0 0 4,000 {4,000)

0 1,082 12,500 (11,418)

10,646 21,292 " 128,000 {106,708)

0 ¢ 542,797 (542,797)

30,367 78,758 1,390,987 (1,312,229)

133,776 251,202 2,656,060 (2,404,858)

¥ (58,530) 5,004 17,272

22,276 §

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY



REVENUES
LOCAL ASSESSMENTS
FEDERAL /STATE GRANTS
MISC. GRANTS/CONTRACTS
OTHER REVENUE SOURCES

TOTAL REVENUES

EXPENSES
PERSONNEL EXPENSES

OPERATIONAL EXPENSES

TOTAL CASH OUTLAY

NET INCOME (LOSS)
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SWFRPC
INCOME STATEMENT
COMPARED WITH BUDGET
FOR THE TWO MONTHS ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 2013
Current Month Year to Date Year to Date Cutrent Balance
Actual Actual Approved Budget

G 117,129 469,711 (352,582)
69,217 137,371 1,047,569 (910,198)
4,201 12,493 432,308 (419,815)
1,829 6,484 706,476 (699,992)
75,247 273,477 2,656,064 (2,382,587)
103,409 172,444 1,265,073 (1,092,629)
30,367 78,758 1,390,987 (1,312,229)
133,776 251,202 2,656,060 (2,404,858)

4 22,271

$ (58,529) % 22275 %

UNAUDITED FOR MANAGEMENT PURPOSES ONLY
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BROADBAND PLAN

The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) released the Southwest Florida
Comprehensive Broadband Plan on September 27, 2013. The pilot planning area for the plan
covers Charlotte, Collier and Lee Counties.

A team of community leaders worked together with the SWFPRC to assess broadband gaps,
identify goals, and develop strategies for the region. The plan adopts specific recommendations
and action items that are key next steps and are critical to the implementation of the plan over the
next several years.

The Comprehensive Broadband Plan represents the needs and desires of Southwest Florida’s
diverse communities for broadband services throughout the region. This plan lays the
groundwork for implementation of many strategies that will help Southwest Florida thrive in the
digital economy. The success of this Comprehensive Broadband Plan rests on the strategies that
are implemented to enhance broadband development in our region, providing positive impact to
the overall quality of life in our communities. This plan must produce actionable initiatives that
drive its purpose forward and measure success along the way. To do so, the plan identifies key
short-term and long-term initiatives that will reinforce its goals and continue to foster broadband
development in Southwest Florida.

The plan is an important step to ensuring the long term economic success of the region in the
new emerging digital economy. The Broadband Planning Project will enable the region to build
upon planning efforts that have been undertaken independently to establish an innovative new
approach to envisioning Southwest Florida’s future through a Broadband Plan.

http://www.swfrpc.org/content/Resources/Publications/SWFL BB Plan.pdf

Background History:

The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council, in partnership with the Central Florida
Regional Planning Council and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, received a grant
from the State Department of Management Services to develop a Comprehensive Broadband
Plan, toolkit and training manual. The broadband toolkit contains databases, surveys, models,
and other tools necessary to assess broadband demand and create a strategic broadband plan. The
broadband toolkit is also applicable to any community or region, rural, suburban or urban. The
broadband training manual guides community leaders and stakeholders through the planning
process, providing instruction as to the use and applicability of the broadband toolkit.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: To endorse the Broadband Plan and support local
jurisdiction implementation.

1/14
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MEMBER APPOINTMENTS AND CERTIFICATION FOR THE GLADES AND
HENDRY COUNTY JOINT LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED

Pursuant to Chapter 427, Florida Statutes, Rule 41-2, Florida Administrative Code, and
at the request of the respective counties, the Southwest Florida Regional Planning
Council is the Designated Official Planning Agency for the Transportation
Disadvantaged (TD) Program in Glades County and in Hendry County, which is now a
joint service area. As the Planning Agency, the Council is responsible for the
appointment of members to serve on the Local Coordinating Board.

The individuals listed below have been recommended to serve on the Local
Coordinating Board. The Certification form provided in Attachment A lists the full
membership of the Joint Local Coordinating Board and highlights the new nominees’
name or other changes in bold. The Planning Agency must certify the Local
Coordinating Board membership each fiscal year and any time the Local Coordinating
Board membership changes.

Nominations and applications

Council staff is pursuing nominees to fill existing vacancies on the Local Coordinating
Board. Staff may provide additional nominations at the Board meeting. Staff has
received assurances from the respective County Commissioners representing the Local
Coordinating Board that the appointment process is satisfactory.

About the Local Coordinating Board

The Glades-Hendry Joint Local Coordinating Board typically meets quarterly to guide
the functioning of the CTC, Good Wheels, Inc. The next LCB meeting will be held on
March 5, 2014 at 10:30 a.m. at Hope HealthCare Services in LaBelle.

The Local Coordinating Board is established to oversee the appointed Community
Transportation Coordinator (CTC), in its role of coordinating the provision of
transportation service. Some of the basic duties of the Board include:

1) Develop, review and approve the annual Transportation Disadvantaged Service
Plan (TDSP), including the Memorandum of Agreement, prior to is submittal to
the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged (CTD);

2) In cooperation with the CTC, the Board shall review and provide
recommendations to the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged on
funding applications affecting the transportation disadvantaged;

3) Review the coordination strategies of service provision to the transportation
disadvantaged in the designated service area;

4) Conduct the required annual evaluation of the CTC.
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RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

1.

Appoint to the LCB:

A. April White as the member agency representative representing
Regional Workforce Development Board.

B. Thais Kuoman as the alternate agency representative representing
Regional Workforce Development Board.

C. Nancy Acevedo as the alternate agency representative representing
local medical community.

D. Make additional appointments that may be announced.

Authorize the Chairman to endorse the LCB certification form for the LCB
provided in Attachment A.
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SWFRPC/SWF LEPC Sponsored
Hazardous Materials Awareness Training

Introduction

The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) and the Southwest Florida
Local Emergency Planning Committee for Hazardous Materials (LEPC) continues to
provide outstanding hazardous materials training and assistance to emergency responders
and government officials of the region. As in previous periods, the Southwest Florida
LEPC/SWFRPC is providing free training to government employees of the region. Free
Emergency Planning & Community Right-To-Act training is also directed to industry.
Continuing education and training are essential parts of our mission to provide
comprehensive emergency preparedness systems throughout Southwest Florida. Training
opportunities can take many forms from informal “in-house” sessions to major full-scale
exercises. Listed below are highlights of courses under consideration in Southwest
Florida during the month of February 2014.

Course Location Attendees

EPCRA Hazardous Materials 2/7/2014 SWFRPC Currently 45
Awareness Compliance Course registrants
Florida Interoperability 2/24/2014-  Southwest Florida (Limited to
Communications Technicians 2/28/2014 Public Safety 15 students)
COM-T Training Academy, Fort Myers

Emergency Planning & Community Right-To-Know Hazardous
Materials Compliance Workshop

Course Description: This course will cover the major provisions of the Federal
Emergency Planning & Community Right-To-Known Act and the Florida Hazardous
Materials Program.

Cost

EPCRA courses are offered free to both public and private sector employees. All travel
arrangements and expenses are the responsibility of the student.
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Target Audience

Industry Representatives, Chemical Storage Operators, Agricultural Managers, Chemical
Transporters, Utilities, Hospitals, Plant Managers, Environmental Engineers, Printing and
Paving Operations, and Chemical Manufactures, and facilities required to file chemical
data under the Emergency Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act.

Communications Unit Technician (COMT) Training

Course Description: The All-Hazards Communications Unit Technician (COMT) class
provides DHS approved National Incident Management System (NIMS) Compliant
instruction to train emergency responders on practices and procedures common to
COMTs during all hazards emergency operations. It introduces public safety
professionals and support staff to various communications concepts and technologies,
including interoperable communications solutions, Land Mobile Radio (LMR)
communications, satellite, telephone, data, and computer technologies used in incident
response and planned events. The course helps participants develop the essential core
competencies required for performing the duties of the COMT during an all-hazards
incident and addresses responsibilities appropriate to a COMT operating in a local,
regional, or State-level All-Hazards Incident Management Team (AHIMT). Upon
completion of formal classroom training, students must complete and have signed off on
a comprehensive position-specific task book before they can be certified as an All-
Hazards COMT.

Cost

COMT courses are offered to public sector employees at no charge for qualified
applicants. All travel arrangements and expenses are the responsibility of the student.

Target Audience

The COMT class is targeted for all local, regional, state and federal emergency response
professionals and coordination/support personnel in all disciplines who have a technical
communications background.

NIMS ICS All-Hazards Position-Specific training should be completed by personnel who

are regularly assigned to functional, support, or unit technician positions or by those
persons who desire to seek qualifications in those positions.

STAF RECOMMENDATION: None (Information Item)

2/2014
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Southwest Florida District I X Local Emergency Planning Committee
Proudly Presents

Emergency Planning & Community

Right-To-Know Act
Facility
“How to Comply Workshop”
Two (2-Hour) Sessions

February 7, 2014
10:00 a.m. - 12 Noon
2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.

EMERGENCV

PLANNING

y Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council
Conference Center

1926 Victoria Avenue
Fort Myers, FL 33901

Course Sponsors:
Southwest Florida Local Emergency Planning Committee
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council

Program Description:

The course will cover Sections 301, 302, 304, 311, and 312 of the Emergency Planning &
Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA). Also, Section 313 of EPCRA will be briefly
addressed. Moreover, the course will expose individuals to compliance requirements congruent to
EPCRA. Facilities which fail to comply with EPCRA reporting requirements are potentially
subject to substantial administrative, civil and criminal penalties.

Program Cost:
This program is provided free of charge and is offered by the Southwest Florida Regional
Planning Council and Florida District 1X Local Emergency Planning Committee.

Who Should Attend:

Industry Representatives, Chemical Storage Operators, Agricultural Managers, Chemical
Transporters, Utilities, Hospitals, Plant Managers, Environmental Engineers, Printing and Paving
Operations, and Chemical Manufactures, and facilities required to file chemical data under the
Emergency Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act.

Name of person(s) attending:
Organization:
Phone:

FAX OR EMAIL TO:
John Gibbons
District IX LEPC
Fort Myers, Florida 33901




80 of 184

Fax (239) 338-2560, Phone (239) 338-2550 Email: jglbbons@swfrpc org

FLORIDA

INTEROPERABILITY

Communications Technician
(COM-T) Training Course
Expression of Interest

The All-Hazards Communications Technician (COM-T) course trains emergency
responders on practices and procedures common to radio communication
technicians during all-hazards emergency operations. This course will help
communications technicians work within the Incident Command System (ICS)
organizational structure. Individuals who are responsible for managing a
Strategic Technology Reserve (radio cache, mobile communications vehicle, or
other deployable communications assets) are encouraged to attend.

Prerequisites: ICS 100, ICS 200, IS 700, IS 800 (ICS 300 strongly
recommended, but not required)

Course dates, February 24-28, 2014.

Students are to register on Florida SERT TRAC

To Express Interest please call/e-mail: Name of Person:
John Gibbons, District 9 LEPC Staff Organization:
Phone: (239) 338-2550 Ext. 229 Phone:

Email: jgibbons@swfrpc.org Email:
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPREHENSIVE PLLAN AMENDMENTS
COLLIER COUNTY

The Council staff has reviewed proposed changes to the Collier County Growth
Management Plan (DEO 14-1ESR). These changes were developed as a result of the
2012 Cycle Growth Management Plan amendments. A synopsis of the requirements of
the Act and Council responsibilities is provided as Attachment I. Comments are provided
in Attachment I. Site location maps can be reviewed in Attachment I11.

Staff review of the proposed amendments was based on whether they were likely to be of
regional concern. This was determined through assessment of the following factors:

1. Location-—-in or near a regional resource or regional activity center, such that it
impacts the regional resource or facility; on or within one mile of a county
boundary, generally applied to sites of five acres or more; size alone is not
necessarily a determinant of regional significance;

2. Magnitude--equal to or greater than the threshold for a Development of Regional
Impact of the same type (a DRI-related amendment is considered regionally
significant); and

3. Character--of a unique type or use, a use of regional significance, or a change in the
local comprehensive plan that could be applied throughout the local jurisdiction;
updates, editorial revisions, etc. are not regionally significant.

A summary of the results of the review follows:

Proposed * Factors of Regional Significance
Amendment Location Magnitude  Character Consistent
DEO 14-1ESR
(CP-2013-1) no no no (1) not regionally

significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP

(CP-2013-3) . no no no (1) not regionally
significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP

(CP-2013-4) no no no (1) not regionally
: significant; and
(2) consistent with
SRPP
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve staff comments. Authorize staff to forward
comments to the Department of Economic Opportunity
and Collier County.

01/14
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Attachment 1

COMMUNITY PLANNING ACT

Local Government Comprehensive Plans

The Act requires each municipal and county government to prepare a comprehensive plan
that must include at least the following nine elements:

1.

LN

Future Land Use Element;

Traffic Circulation Element;

A local government with all or part of its jurisdiction within the urbanized
area of a Metropolitan Planning Organization shall prepare and adopt a
transportation element to replace the traffic circulation; mass transit; and
ports, aviation, and related facilities elements. [9J-5.019(1), FAC]

General Sanitary Sewer, Solid Waste, Drainage, and Potable Water and
Natural Groundwater Aquifer Recharge Element;

Conservation Element;

Recreation and Open Space Element;

Housing Element;

Coastal Management Element for coastal jurisdictions;

Intergovernmental Coordination Element; and

Capital Improvements Element,

The local government may add optional elements (e. g., community design,
redevelopment, safety, historical and scenic preservation, and economic).

All local governments in Southwest Florida have adopted revised plans:
Charlotte County, Punta Gorda
Collier County, Everglades City, Marco Island, Naples
Glades County, Moore Haven
Hendry County, Clewiston, LaBelle
Lee County, Bonita Springs, Cape Coral, Fort Myers, Fort Myers Beach, Sanibel
Sarasota County, Longboat Key, North Port, Sarasota, Venice

Page 1
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Attachment 1
Comprehensive Plan Amendments

A local government may amend its plan at any time during the calendar year. Six copies
of the amendment are sent to the Depariment of Economic Opportunity (DEO) for
review. A copy is also sent to the Regional Planning Council, the Water Management
District, the Florida Department of Transportation, and the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection.

The proposed amendments will be reviewed by DEQ in two situations. In the first, there
must be a written request to DEO. The request for review must be received within forty-
five days after transmittal of the proposed amendment. Reviews can be requested by one
of the following;:

the local government that transmits the amendment,
» the regional planning council, or
» an affected person.

In the second situation, DEO can decide to review the proposed amendment without a
request. In that case, DEO must give notice within thirty days of transmittal.

Within five working days after deciding to conduct a review, DEO may forward copies to
various reviewing agencies, including the Regional Planning Council.

Regional Planning Council Review

The Regional Planning Council must submit its comments in writing within thirty days of
receipt of the proposed amendment from DEO. Tt must specify any objections and may
make recommendations for changes. The review of the proposed amendment by the
Regional Planning Council must be limited to "effects on regional resources or facilities
identified in the Strategic Regional Policy plan and extra-jurisdictional impacts which
would be inconsistent with the comprehensive plan of the affected local government.

After receipt of comments from the Regional Planning Council and other reviewing
agencies, DEO has thirty days to conduct its own review and determine compliance with
state law. Within that thirty-day period, DEO transmits its written comments to the local
government.

NOTE: THE ABOVE IS A SIMPLIFIED VERSION OF THE LAW. REFER TO
THE STATUTE (CH. 163, FS) FOR DETAILS.

Page 2
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Attachment I1

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL
LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REVIEW
FORM 61

LOCAL GOVERMENT:

Collier County

DATE AMENDMENT RECIEVED:

November 26, 2013

DATE AMENDMENT MAILED TO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND STATE:

Pursuant to Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, Council review of proposed amendments to local

government Comprehensive Plans is limited to adverse effects on regional resources and
~ facilities identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan and extra~jurisdictional impacts that
would be inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan of any affected local government within the
region. A written report containing the evaluation of these impacts, pursuant to Section
163.3184, Florida Statutes, is to be provided to the local government and the State land planning
agency within 30 calendar days of receipt of the amendment.

December 26, 2013

1. Amendment Name
Collier County 2013 Cycle Growth Management Plan Amendments
DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT(S): |
Transfer of Development Rights (CP-2013-1)

This petition was submitted by iStar Development Company, SFI Naples Reserve, LLC, and
Wilton Land Company, LLC and is requesting an amendment to the County’s Future Land
Use Element (FLUE) to introduce specific exception from the County’s Transfer of
Development Rights (TDR) program limitations, affecting the transfer of TDR credits among
properties in the Rural Fringe Mixed Use District (RFMUD) and the Urban Residential
Fringe (URF) Subdistrict. This amendment would allow the transfer of TDR credits
originating more distant than one (1) mile from the URF boundary for use in the URF portion
of the Naples Reserve Planned Unit Development (PUD). If adopted by the County, the
amendment would allow new rights to the co-applicant’s property to utilize TDR credits
from a more distant RFMUD sending lands area.
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Buckley Mixed Use Subdistrict (CP-2013-3)

This petition was submitted by the McGuire Development Company and Airport Pulling
Orange Blossom, LL.C and is requesting an amendment to the County’s Future Land Use
Element (FLUE), Buckley Mixed Use Subdistrict. The subject site contains 21.7 acres and is
located on the west side of Airport Road, north or Orange Blossom Drive, and approximately
one-~quarter mile south of Vanderbilt Beach Road. The request is to: a) remove the office and
retail square feet caps and allow up to 7,500 square feet of gross floor area of commercial
uses per acre or 11 residential dwelling units per acre; b) to make residential development
optional; ¢) to prohibit commercial and residential uses on the same parcel; d) to limit multi-
tenant commercial buildings to more than 50% of the commercial square footage in order 1o
provide for stand-alone commercial development; and €) to revise development standards,
including increasing the cap on the size of individual commercial uses to 100,000 square feet.
Adoption of this amendment would allow the subject site to develop as a single use category
(all retail or all office or all residential). This type of development on the site is not currently
allowed on the site. The amendment would allow a single commercial user up to 100,000
square feet of floor area; such development is generally allowed in the County’s existing
Mixed Use Activity Center Subdistrict.

Olde Florida Golf Club (CP-2013-4)

This petition was submitted by the Olde Florida Golf Club, Inc, and is requesting an
amendment to the County’s Future Land Use Map (FLUM), to re-designate the
approximately 553-acre site from Rural Fringe Mixed Use District (RFMUD) Neutral Lands
to RFMUD Receiving Lands. The subject site is located on the north side of the easterly
terminus of Vanderbilt Beach Road, two miles east of Collier Boulevard (CR 951). This re-
designation would allow for: a) an increase in residential density from 1 dwelling unit per 5
acres to 1 dwelling unit per acre for non-Rural Village development, through participation in
the TDR program; b) allow for development of a Rural Village (density 2-3 dwelling units
per acre, commercial, civic, and recreational uses, and greenbelt on the project perimeter),
also through the TDR program; and ¢) decrease the native vegetation retention requirement
from 60% to 40% of the native vegetation present on the site.

. ADVERSE EFFECTS TO SIGNIFICANT REGIONAL RESOURCES AND

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN THE STRATEGIC REGIONAL POLICY PLAN:
Transfer of Development Rights (CP-2013-1)

Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Collier County GMP and finds
that the proposed changes will facilitate the future development of the Olde Florida Golf
Club. The implementation of the Collier County TDR program is considered by Council
staff as a local issue. Council staff has reviewed the request and determined that the
proposed changes will maintained by the local government in a manner consistent with the
County’s overall comprehensive plan and that there are adequate preservation and
conservation of natural resources on the property. Because the proposed changes will not
produce a regional development, the proposed changes are not considered to be regionally
significant. The future development of the propeity will provide for increased economic

2
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development in the County and the region. The requested change to the County TDR
program in this particular request is determined by the Council staff to be consistent with the
Goals of the SRPP. Finally, Council staff finds that the proposed amendment does not
adversely affect any significant regional resources or facilities that are identified in the
Strategic Regional Policy Plan.

Buckley Mixed Use Subdistrict (CP-2013-3)

Council staff has reviewed the proposed map amendments to the Collier County GMP for the
Buckley Mixed Use Subdistrict. The proposed site is located in the urbanized area of the
County and may eventually contain a commercial project of a maximum of 100,000 square
feet. While Council staff shares the County staff’s concern about the location of the
proposed commercial development mid-block instead of an activity center as required by the
County’s GMP, Council staff finds that the proposed changes are not going to produce a
project of regional size and therefore the proposed amendments are not regionally significant
and are consistent with the Goals of the SRPP because it will assist in the development of an
urbanized area of Collier County. These improvements to the Future Land Use Element
(FLUE) will provide increased opportunities for economic development in the area and
provide for improvements fo future job creation in this important area of the region.
Additionally, Council staff finds that the proposed amendments do not significantly
adversely affect any regional resources or facilities that are identified in the Strategic
Regional Policy Plan.

Olde Florida Golf Club (CP-2013-3)

Council staff has reviewed the proposed map amendments to the Collier County GMP that

will provide for the future development of the Olde Florida Golf Club. Because the size of

this project will never exceed the DRI thresholds for Collier County, Council staff finds that
the project is not regionally significant and also finds that the proposed amendments are
consistent with the Goals of the SRPP because it will increased opportunities for economic
development in the development area and provide for improvements to the job creation in
this important area of the region. Additionally, Council staff finds that the proposed
amendments do not adversely affect any significant regional resources or facilities that are
identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan.

. EXTRA-JURISDICTIONAL IMPACTS INCONSISTENT WITH THE

COMPREHENSIVE PLANS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS WITHIN THE REGION

Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments with respect to extra-jurisdictional
impacts on surrounding local government Comprehensive Plans and finds that the proposed
amendments .do not negatively impact and are not inconsistent with adjacent local
governmental Comprehensive Plans.

Request a copy of the adopted version of the amendment? X Yes  No
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CP-2013-3, Buckley Mixed Use Subdistrict Agenda ltem 9.C.

Activity Centers Proximate to the Subject Site

Activity Center # 11 (Airport Rd. and Vanderbilt Beach Rd.): The mid-point of this Activity Center is
located approximately % mile north of the subject site (refer to green area on above map) and the
closest commercial zoning and development is +500 feet north of the Subdistrict. The Center consists of
approximately 188 acres and is permitted for up to +1,249 600 square feet of commercial development.
The range of uses includes, but is not fimited to: restaurants, retail, and office — situated on stand-alone
sites and within the traditional shopping center configuration.

Below is a summary of developed and undeveloped commercial acreage within Activity Center 11:
¢ Southwest Quadrant of Airport Rd. & Vanderbilt Beach Rd. — Walgreen’s PUD (15.68 ac./156,800
-8q. ft, with 78,904 sq. ft. undeveloped); Fountain Park PUD (10.14 ac./71,400 sg. ft.); and,
Venetian Plaza PUD (6.02 ac./90,000 sq. ft., with 15,000 sq. ft. undeveloped)
o Northwest and Northeast Quadrants of Airport Rd. & Vanderbilt Beach Rd. ~ Pelican Marsh
PUD/DRI (80 ac./331,400 sq. ft.) :
*» Southeast Quadrant of Airport Rd. & Vanderbilt Beach Rd. — Vineyards PUD (75.86 ac./600,000
sq. ft, with approximately 82% of sq. ft. developed.)

Activity Center # 13 (Airport-Pulling Rd. and Pine Ridge Rd.): The mid-point of this Activity Center is
located approximately 1-mile south of the subject site (refer to green area on above map) and the
closest commercial zoning and development is +2/3 mile south of the Subdistrict. The Center consists
of 306 acres and is permitted for up to +2,275,017 square feet of commercial development. The range
of uses includes, but is not limited to: Big-box development such as “category killers” (PetCo, Sports
Authority, Bed, Bath and Beyond, Toys R Us, Staples and more), grocers, restaurants, general retail, and
office — situated on stand-alone sites and within the traditional shopping center configuration.
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i

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS
LEE COUNTY

The Council staff has reviewed proposed changes to the Lee County Growth
Management Plan (DEO 14-1ESR). A synopsis of the requirements of the Act and
Council responsibilities is provided as Attachment I. Comments are provided in
Attachment II. Site location maps can be reviewed in Attachment 111,

Staff review of the proposed amendments was based on whether they were likely to be of
regional concern. This was determined through assessment of the following factors:

1. Location--in or near a regional resource or regional activity center, such that it
impacts the regional resource or facility; on or within one mile of a county
boundary; generally applied to sites of five acres or more; size alone is not
necessarily a determinant of regional significance;

2. Magnitude--equal to or greater than the threshold for a Development of Regional
Impact of the same type (a DRI-related amendment is considered regionally
significant); and * .

3. Character--of a unique type or use, a use of regional significance, or a change in the
local comprehensive plan that could be applied throughout the local jurisdiction;
updates, editorial revisions, etc. are not regionally significant.

A summary of the results of the review follows:

Proposed Factors of Regional Significance
Amendment Location Magnitude  Character Consistent

SW Florida International
Airport Layout Plan :
(CPA 2013-03) no no yes (1) procedural
‘ (2) regionally
significant; and
(3) consistent with

SRPP
Lee Plan Consistency
for DRI Review
Thresholds
(CPA 2013-05) , no no yes (1) procedural

(2) regionally
significant; and

(3) consistent with
SRPP
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve staff comments. Authorize staff to forward
comments to the Department of Economic Oppertunity
and Lee County.

01/14
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Attachment

COMMUNITY PLANNING ACT

Local Government Comprehensive Plans

The Act requires each municipal and county government to prepare a comprehensive plan
that must include at least the following nine elements:

1.
2.

R A

Future Land Use Element;

Traffic Circulation Element;

A local government with all or part of its jurisdiction within the urbanized
arca of a Metropolitan Planning Organization shall prepare and adopt a
transportation element to replace the traffic circulation; mass transit, and
ports, aviation, and related facilities elements, [9J-5.019(1), FAC]

General Sanitary Sewer, Solid Waste, Drainage, and Potable Water and
Natural Groundwater Aquifer Recharge Element; :
Conservation Element;

Recreation and Open Space Element;

Housing Element;

Coastal Management Element for coastal jurisdictions;

Intergovernmental Coordination Element; and

Capital Improvements Element.

The local government may add optional elements (e. g, community design,
redevelopment, safety, historical and scenic preservation, and economic).

All local governments in Southwest Florida have adopted revised plans:
Charlotte County, Punta Gorda
Collier County, Everglades City, Marco Island, Naples
(lades County, Moore Haven
Hendry County, Clewiston, LaBelle
Lee County, Bonita Springs, Cape Coral, Fort Myers, Fort Myers Beach, Sanibel
Sarasota County, Longboat Key, North Port, Sarasota, Venice

Page 1
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Attachment I
Comprehensive Plan Amendments

A local government may amend its plan at any time during the calendar year. Six copies
of the amendment are sent to the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) for
review. A copy is also sent to the Regional Planning Council, the Water Management
District, the Florida Department of Transportation, and the Florida Department of
~ Environmental Protection.

The proposed amendments will be reviewed by DEO in two situations. In the first, there
must be a written request to DEO. The request for review must be received within forty-
five days after transmittal of the proposed amendment. Reviews can be requested by one
of the following: :

+ the local government that transmits the amendment,
+ the regional planning council, or
+ an affected person.

In the second situation, DEO can decide to review the proposed amendment without a
request. In that case, DEO must give notice within thirty days of transmittal.

Within five working days after deciding to conduct a review, DEQ may forward copies to
various reviewing agencies, including the Regional Planning Council.

Regional Planning Council Review

The Regional Planning Council must submit its comments in writing within thirty days of
receipt of the proposed amendment from DEO. It must specify any objections and may
make recommendations for changes. The review of the proposed amendment by the
Regional Planning Council must be limited to "effects on regional resources or facilities
identified in the Strategic Regional Policy plan and exita-jurisdictional impacts which -
would be inconsistent with the comprehensive plan of the affected local government.

After receipt of comments from the Regional Planning Council and other reviewing
agencies, DEO has thirty days to conduct its own review and determine compliance with
state law. Within that thirty-day period, DEQO transmits its written comments to the local
government.

NOTE: THE ABOVE IS A SIMPLIFIED VERSION OF THE LAW. REFER TO
THE STATUTE (CI. 163, FS) FOR DETAILS.

Page 2
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Attachment I1
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REVIEW
FORM 01

Pursuant to Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, Council review of proposed amendments to local
government Comprehensive Plans is limited to adverse effects on regional resources and
facilities identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan and extra-jurisdictional impacts that
would be inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan of any affected local government within the
region. A written report containing the evaluation of these impacts, pursuant to Section
163.3184, Florida Statutes, is to be provided to the local government and the State land planning
agency within 30 calendar days of receipt of the amendment.

1

LOCAL GOVERMENT:
Lee County
DATE AMENDMENT RECIEVED:

December 2, 2013

DATE AMENDMENT MAILED TO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND STATE:

January 6, 2014
1. AMENDMENT NAME

Southwest Florida International Airport — Airport Layout Plan
Lee Plan Consistency for DRI Review Thresholds

2. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT(S):
Southwest Florida International Airport — Airport Layout Plan (CPA 2013-03)

The Lee County Port Authority staff, on May 7, 2013, submitted to the Lee County Division
of Planning a request to change the Lee Plan to reflect changes that the Airport Authority
desired to make to the Airport Layout Plan (ALP), Map 3F, The request stated that the Lee
County Port Authority had recently completed a multi-year planning and design analysis and
that during that analysis a modification to the proposed runway layout and associated
facilities as depicted on the 2004 ALP had changed. The changes were determined by the
analysis to provide the most flexibility for the future and the ultimate development of the
airport. The changes were submitted to the FAA and approved by the FAA on August 27,
2013. :
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The airport’s land use designations have changed over time as the airport has been expanded.
The current land use designations for the airport property are Airport and Wetlands.

Recent changes to the ALP, which was adopted info the Lee Plan as Map 3F by
Comprehensive Plan amendment CPA2003-02. It incorporated the results of the Airport
Master Plan process that was ongoing at the time. Lee Plan amendments CPA2005-10
amended the Airport Noise Zones. CPA2007-57 and CPA2010-08 amended policies relating
to future development within the airport boundaries, The Regional Planning Council has
reviewed and approved these past amendments,

The revised ALP contains five changes from what is currently depicted on Map 3F of the Lee
Plan. The first change is the shift of the new parallel runway (6R/24L) eighty feet to the
south from it proposed location on the existing ALP. The second change is the addition of a
third crossfield taxiway for commercial aircraft. This additional taxiway will allow the
airport to maintain unrestricted commercial operations. The third and fourth changes include
shifting the location of the fire department and control tower facilities as currently depicted
on Map 3F. The changes will accommodate the additional crossfield taxiway. The proposed
new location of the control tower is infended to provide proper visibility of the airport after
completion of the second runway. The proposed new location of the fire department will
allow for rapid access to both the existing and future parallel runway. The fifth change to the
ALP now depicts existing facilities that have been constructed on site since the adoption of
the 2004 ALP. This includes the midfield terminal and its apron and taxiway, long term and
employee parking, stormwater detention areas and other airport related facilities.

Lee Plan Consistency for DRI Review Thresholds (CPA2013-05)

These text amendments will change Policy 18.1.5, Policy 18.1.16, Policy 18.1.16.6, and
Policy 18.2.2 in order to make the Lee Plan consistent with the State requirements that
prohibit local governments from requiring Development of Regional Impact (DRI) review of
projects that do not meet or exceed the established State thresholds for large scale
developments.

The proposed text changes are as follows:

e Policy 18.1.5

- In order to create a cohesive community, sitc design within the University
Community must ut8lize alternative modes of transportation such as pedestrian
networks, mass transit opportunitics, sidewalks, bike paths and similar facilities. Site
design must link related land uses through the use of alternative modes of
transportation thus reducing automobile traffic within the University Community,
The county will work cooperatively with the University on. these matters as the
University proceeds through the Campus Master Plan process.

Prior to local Development Order approval on property within Area 9, the University
Community, the developer must demonstrate that the proposed plan of development
supports pedestrian, bicycle and transit opportunities. A multi-modal interconnection
between the property and the FGCU campus must be provided at no cost to Lee
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County. The owner/developer must dedicate the right-of-way for the 951 extension
between Alico road and Corkscrew Road to Lee County prior to Developmentof
Regional-Impaet Development-Order rezoning approval. The value of the right-of-
way on the date of dedication must not reflect the added value of the lands changed
from DR/GR to University Community by virtue of CPA 2009-01. The county will
issue road impact fee credits for the dedication. (Amended by Ordinance No. 94-30,
00-22, 10-40) '

Policy 18.1.16

For those lands in Area 9, all development must be designed to enhance and support
the University. All rezoning in this area must include a specific finding that the
proposed sues qualify as Associated Support Development, as that term is defined in
the glossary. The final design and components will be determined as part of the DRY
rezoning process and must be consistent with the following development standards:
[No changes proposed to Policy 18.1.16 number paragraphs 1 through 5.]

Policy 18.1.16.6

6. Development Acreage: The prewous mining and crushing operations in Area 9
have rendered a large portion of the property unsuitable for development. Some areas
that were previously mined have been filled with materials left over from the crushing
operations know as fines. These and other activities have left an area of approx 350
acres that has never been mined that remains suitable for development of structures
and other site improvements. Development is therefore limited to this area, The
previously impacted areas may only be used for reclamations and development as
unoccupied open space. Property may be designated for residential use, non-
residential use, or a combination of uses classified as mixed use. Out of the 350 acres
available for development, 40 acres of developable land, not including right-of-way
which is intended to serve as the connection between Area 9 and FGCU, will be
dedicated to FGCU concurrent with DR} rezoning approval. The 40 acres dedicated
to FGCU will become part of the FGCU campus and development there will be
calculated against the maximum residential unit count, nor maximum commercial
square footage otherwise allowed. [No changes proposed to Policy 18.1.16 number
paragraph 7 to Policy 18.2.1.]

Policy 18.2.2

The University Village is an area which provides the associated support development
and synergism to create a viable University Community. This sub-category allows a
mix of land uses related to and justified by the University and its development.
Predominant land uses within this area are expected to be residential, commercial,
ofﬁce pubhc and quam-pubhc recreation, and research and development parks In
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3. ADVERSE EFFECTS TO SIGNIFICANT REGIONAL RESOURCES AND
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN THE STRATEGIC REGIONAL POLICY PLAN:

Southwest Florida International Airport — Airport Layout Plan (CPA 2013-03)

The proposed changes to the ALP will bring the airport plan up to date and provide for the
future changes proposed for the continued development of this major regional facility. The
proposed shift in the location of the new runway will provide the airport with an
unconstrained commercial aircraft runway and parallel taxiway. The eighty foot shift also
creates more area for the future Concourse A terminal at the airport. Although the new
runway location moves it closer to the FPL power lines, an analysis performed during the
design process showed no conflict was produced by making this change. The relocation of
the control tower and fire department facilities will allow them to operate more effectively
within the airport. None of the changes will increase any off site impacts.

Council staff has reviewed the proposed ALP amendments to the Lee County Comprehensive
Plan and finds that the proposed changes are provided for an updated ALP in order to
propetly manage the airport. The proposed changes are important for the health, safety and
welfare of population of the region. Based on the fact that the requested policy changes to
the Lee Plan have been approved by the FAA and in order to bring the airport plan into
consistency with the Lee Plan, Council staff finds the proposed amendments are procedural
in nature, are regionally important, but do not adversely affect any significant regional
resources or facilities that are identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan.

Lee Plan Consistency for DRI Review Thresholds (CPA2013-05)

The University Community future land use designation was initially adopted into the Lee
Plan and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) on October 27, 1992 by Ordinance 92-47, which
adopted PAM/T92-02, Florida’s Tenth University. This plan amendment adopted the
University Community land use category descriptor policy, Policy 1.1.9, and Goal 20 (later
renmumbered to Goal 18): University Community, which provided detailed descriptions of the
development that was anticipated to surround what is not FGCU.

Since its initial adoption in 1992, all privately owned property with the University
Community designation, have been required 10 undergo a DRI review. This requirement was
put in place to help ensure that the University Community area developed as a cohesive
community. The specific requirement for the DRI review was contained in Policy 20.2.4.
(Later renumbered to Policy 18.2.2.)

The University Community arca was cxpanded in 2010 to include a 9™ area. This was
accomplished through an amendment to the Lee Plan adopted on October 20, 2010 by
Ordinance 10-40, which adopted CPA2009-00001, Alico West. The Alico West Lee Plan
amendment included details about the development of Area 9 of the University Community.
The property that was the subject of Area 9 was previously an aggregate mine and was not
originally included in the University Community area because it was not consistent with the
desired uses. Consistent with development requirements with the University Community
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area as originally adopted, development within Area 9 would be required to undergo DRI
review.

The 2011 legislative amendments adopted by HB7207 changed the DRI statute to prohibit
local governments from imposing DRI review on developments that do not exceed the State
thresholds for DRIs. The pertinent part of the DRI Statute, F.S. 380.06(24)(u), is as follows:

(u) Notwithstanding any provisions in an agreement with or among a local government,
regional agency, or the state land planning agency or in a local government's
comprehensive plan to the contrary, a project no longer subject to development-of-
regional-impact review under revised thresholds is not required to undergo review.

In response to this change in the Florida Statutes, the Lee County Attorney’s Office has
advised the County planning staff that the requirement that all development within the
- University Community area undergo DRI review is no longer consistent with the Florida
Statutes and that the requirement may not be enforced and should be removed from the Lee
Plan. '

Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Lee County Comprehensive Plan
and finds that the proposed changes are provided for an updated DRI review requirements of
the lands located in the University Community land use designation. The proposed changes
are important in order to provide consistency between State law and the Lee Plan. Based on
the fact that the requested policy changes to the Lee Plan provides consistency with the Lee
Plan, Council staff finds the proposed amendments are procedural in nature, are regionally
important because it addresses the region reviews of project, but does not adversely affect
any significant regional resources or facilities that are identified in the Strategic Regional
Policy Plan, :

. EXTRA-JURISDICTIONAL IMPACTS INCONSISTENT WITH THE

COMPREHENSIVE PLANS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS WITHIN THE REGION

Council staff has reviewed the proposed amendments with respect to extra-jurisdictional
impacts on surrounding local government Comprehensive Plans and finds that the proposed
amendments do not negatively impact and are not inconsistent with adjacent local
governmental Comprehensive Plans.

Request a copy of the adopted version of the amendment? X Yes _ No
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DEO 14-1ESR

Growth Management Plan
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PALMER RANCH
DRI # 08-8283-032
REVIEW OF SARASOTA COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Council Recommendations

On December 18, 1984, the Sarasota County Board of County Commissioners approved the Application
for Development Approval for the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact (DRI) with Resolution
No. 84-418. On October 17, 2013, the Council recommended approval of the Palmer Ranch DRI
Fourteenth Notice of Proposed Change (NOPC). The approval dealt with changes to the DRI which
revised two conditions of the Master Development Order (Resolution No. 91-170, as amended).

The first change related to a change to Land Use/Housing Condition A.3 would increase the total number
of residential units allowed in the Palmer Ranch DRI by 10%, from 10,500 to 11,550 dwelling units. The
second change dealt with a proposed revision to Transportation Condition B.6 that added an equivalency
matrix that clarifies the process for reallocating unused dwelling units from Increments to other areas of
the Palmer Ranch DRI. The proposed equivalency matrix was designed to provide an effective tool for
measuring traffic impacts in conjunction with DRI incremental traffic reviews and consistency with the
Palmer Ranch 5-Year Traffic Reanalysis.

Sarasota County Development Order

On November 20, 2013, the Board of Sarasota County Commissioners approved the Palmer Ranch DRI
Master Development Order. A copy of the development order (see Attachment I) was rendered to the
Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) on December 6, 2013 and to the Southwest Florida
Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) on December 6, 2013. The 45-day appeal period for the DEO
Development Order expires on January 20, 2014. Staff has reviewed the attached development order and
finds that it is consistent with all regional issues and recommendations identified within the Council’s
Official Recommendations.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 1. Accept the Sarasota County approved Development Order as
rendered.
2. Notify Sarasota County, the Florida Department of Economic
Opportunity and the applicant that the approved Development
Order is consistent with the Council approved NOPC.

01/14
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION N0 2043-_| Qlo

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNTY OF SARASOTA. FLORIDA AMENDING
THE MASTER DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE PALMER RANCH
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT ORIGINALLY ADOPTED BY
SARASOTA COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 84-418, AS AMENDED BY
RESOLUTION NO. 91-170, AS AMENDED: PROVIDING FOR FINDINGS
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW; PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT
TO THE PALMER RANCH MASTER DEVELOPMIINT ORDER:

PROVIDING FOR ENFORCEMENT: PROVIDING FOR SEVLRABILITR: 3
PROVIDING FOR SERVICE AND RECORDING: PROVIDING AN- o
EFTECTIVE DATE: PROVIDING FOR RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER: =
REGULATIONS AND PROVIDING FOR CONSENT TO PROVISIONSSEE:  °)
DEVELOPMENT ORDER. oon O

: EAE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SAESSOEA
COUNTY, FLORIDA: :_g"“ on
- o

“ e s i » ™, ] H 1 T L;‘.@ .
SECTION 1. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. The Board of County Commissioners
of Sarasola County, Florida hereby makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

L On December 18, 1984, the Bowd of County Conunissioners approved the
Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact by issuing the Master Development OQrder
(Resolution No, 84-418) for the property located in Sarasota County, Florida, cast of U.S, 41,
north of Preymore Street, south of Clark Road and west of [-75 more particularly described in
Eixhibit "A", :

12 The issuance of the Palmer Ranch Master Development Order (MDO) hus
oceurred in accordance with Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as specified in the
Amended and Restated Master Development Order. Resolution No. 91-170, as amended,

L3 On luly 12, 2013, Palmer Ranch Holdings. Lid., through their authorized agenl.
James A. Paulmann, submitied to Sarasota County an application for & Notification of Proposed
Change (NOPC) o the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact (DRI} Masier
Development Order (MDO) (Resolution No. 91-170, as amended) tn accordance with Chapler
380,06, Florida Statutes 1o inctease the total number of residential units allowed in the Patmer
Ranch DRI by 10%. from 10,500 to 11,550 dwelling units and to add an cquivalency matrix to
measure the traffic impacts in conjunction with DRI incremental traffic reviews and consistency
with the Palmer Ranch 5 year Traf fic Reanalysis,

1.4 The Board of County Commissioners of Sarasoty County held a duly noticed
public hearing on said NOPC on November 20, 2013,

Lacis- 19¢,
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15 Pursuant to Section 380.06 (11), Florida Statutes. public Notification for a hearing i
on said NOPC before the Board of County Commissioners of Sarasota County was duly @
published in the "Sarasola Herald-Tribune” on September 17, 2013 and was duly provided to the

Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEQ). the Southwest Florida Regional Planning
Council (SWIFRPC) and pther persons designated by DEQ ruies. ' 1

1.6  When developed in accordance with the modifications imposed by this NOPC to
the Master Development Order. which also reguires further review of all specific segments of the
Paimer Ranch development pursuant to Applications for Incremental Development Approval, the
Paimer Ranch development:

(@) Will have a favorable impact on the environmient and natural and historical
resources of the region;

()  Will have a favorable cconomic impact on the cconomy of the region by
providing new employment and business for the residents of the region:

(¢) Wil cfficiently use walcr, sewer. solid waste disposal, public school facilities.
and other necessary public facilities:

()  Will effectively use public trapsportation fucilities:

(¢)  Will faverably affect the ability of people to find adequate housing reasonably
accessible 1o their places of employment; und

() Complies with such other criteria for determining regional impact as the regional
planning agency deems appropriate including, but not limited 1o, the extent {0
which {he development would create an additional demand for, or additional use

of energy. %

1.7  The proceedings herein relating the Palmer Ranch NOPC have been conducted
in compliance with the provisions of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes; and the Master Development
Order for the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact (Resolution No. 91-170, as
amended); and ail conditions precedent to the amendment of the MDO required by Chapter 380
Florida Statutes, have occurred,

1.8 The proposed amendment is not jocated in an Area of Critical State Concein
designated pursuant o the provisions of Section 380.05. Florida Statules.

1.9 ‘The proposed amendment does not uareasonably interfere with the achievement of
the objectives of an adopted State f.and Development Plan applicable (0 the Paimer Ranch
Development of Regional mpact, '

1,10 The proposed amendment, subject 10 the conditions imposed herein, is consistent
with the Sarasota County Comprehensive Plan and does not appear to conflict with other local
land development regulations.

1.1 The proposcd amendment is consisteat with the Report and Recommendation of
1he SWERPC pursuant o Section 1800.06(12), Florida Statutes.

fet

K 4013 19C
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not cause the development to be subject 1o further development of regional impact review
pursuant 1o Section 380.06(19), Florida Statuies,

SECTION 2. Approval of Amendrent o the Palmer Ranch Master DBevelopment Order

{Resolution No. 91-170)

i
|
l
1.12 The propused changes do not constitute # substantial deviation and therefore do 1
|
|
3
1
1
|

2.1 The Board of County Commissioners of Sarasota County, Florida hereby
approves, adopts, and incorporates by reference as an amendment to Palmer Ranch Master
Pevelopment Order (Resolution No. 91-170, as amended) the following: '

]
|
® A revision to Land Use/Housing Condition A.3 to increase the total number of |
residential units allowed in the Palmer Ranch DRI by 10% from 10,500 to 11.550 |
dwelling units, set lorth in Exhibit *B” 1o this Resolution. i

e To add an cquivalency matrix to measure the traffic impacts in conjunction with
DRI incremental traffic reviews and consistiency with the Palmer Ranch § year
Tratfic Reanalysis, set forth in Exhibit “N™ (o this Resolution,

22 The revisions 1o the Peimer Ranch Master Development Order (Resolution No,
91-170, as amended) are approved with this Resolution and are hereby incorporated with the
modification of Exhibit “B”, Exhibit “B-1". and Exhibit "N, These exhibits are contained
within this Resolution.

SECTION 3. Eaforcement

A1 Al conditions, restrictions. requirements, commitments and impact mitigating
provisions contained or incorporated by reference in this Resolution may be enforced by
Sarasota County by action at Jaw or equity, and, in the cvent Sarasota Counly prevails in such
action at law or equity, it shall be awarded all its costs. including reasonable attorneys' feus.

32 The cbligations of this Resolution shall run with. the land.  Palmer Ranch
Holdings, Ltd. is bound by the terms of this Resolution so long as it owns such propenty. This
Resolution shall be binding upon and inure o the henefit of all owners of property within the
"almer Ranch MD() area and their assignees or successars i interest, I is understood that any
teference herein to any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future instrumen-
tality which may be created and designated as successor in interest thereto, or which otherwise
possess any of the powers and duties of any referenced governmental ageaey in existence on the
clfective date of this Resolution,

SECTION 4.  Severability

4.1 I any section, sentence, clause, phrase or word of this Resolution is for any
reason held or declared to be invalid, inoperative or void, such holding of invalidity shall not
affect the remaining portions of the Master Development Order and it shall be construed 1o have
been the intent to pass this Resolution, without such invalid or inoperative part therein, and the

3

£ 2005-19¢,
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remainder, exclusive of such part or paris, shall be deemed and held to be valid as if such paris e
had not been included therein, unless to do 50 would frustrate the intent of this Resolution. . if%

SECTION 5. Service and Recording

AR | The Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners is hereby direeted to vecord
this Resolution in the Official Record Book of the Clerk of the Circuit Court.  All costs
associated with the recording of this Resolution shall be borne by the Palmer Ranch Holdings,
Lid, in accordance with Section 380.06 (15) (0. Florida Stawtes. This Resolution shall be
binding upon the Owner, its SUCCESSOrS and assigns and upon Sarasota County.

512 The Smasota County Clerk shall certify the date upun which certified copies of
his Resotution are deposited in the U.S. Mail for the DHEO. the SWIRPC and Palmer Ranch
Huldings, Lud,

SECTION 6. Effcctive Date

6.1 This Resolution shall take effect upon execution of the. consent provided for in |
Section Y of this Resolution,

SECTION 7. Relationship to Other Reeulations

7.1  This Development Order shali not be constiued as an agreement on the pare of
Surasota County to exempt Palmer Ranch Holdings, Lid.. their successors and assigns, from the
operation of any ordinance, resolution or other governmental regulation now in effect or
hereafler adopled.

STCTION B, Consent 1o Pravisions of Development Order

8.1  Palmer Ranch Holdings. Lid., by signing this document in the space hereinafter
provided, signifies their approval and asseat to the provisions of this amending Resoclution.

L 2013196
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PASSED AND l)UI[Y ADOPTED by the Board of County Commissioners of Sarasota County.

Florida, this?Q _ ol 2013,

ATTLCST:
KAREN E. RUSHING. Clerk of Circuit Court
and ex ofticio Clerk of the
Baard of County Commissioners of
Sarasota County. Florida

hyd

BOARD. OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA

Al 1"\' -

Chairmars-
£

LA3/9¢,
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Applicant’s Agreement and Consent to Terms

Palmer Ranch Holdings, Ltd.. hereby approve and assent to all the terms, conditions, and
provisions of the above and forcgoing Resolution and acknowledge that the same are hinding
upon Palmer Ranch Holdings. Lid.. , and their successors and assigns.

Witnesses as to
Palmer Ranch Holdings, 1.id.

Authorized Agent '

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF SARASOTA

The foregoing instrument was acknowledeed before me this i day of E«EG- . 2013,
by gyﬁré‘_ . éﬂg{f , of Palmer Ranch Holdings, 1 4d.. who acknowledged hefore me

that he executed the same. as its authorized agent, for an ts in conumon,

d in hehalf of said tena

TR o
B | My o, B ey 2 2018

b

P 201319
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a certificd capy of the foregoing Development Order was
deposited in the U S. Muil 1o the Flotida Department of Economic Oppottunity, the Southwest
Florida Regional Planning Council, and Palmer Runch Holdings Lid. this (& day of b
L2013,

Brenda Winningham

Department of Economic Opportunity
Division of Community Development
MSC 160

{07 Eust Madison Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

David Crawford

Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council
1926 Vicloria Avenue

Fort Myers. Florida 33901

Justin N, Pawel]

Palmer Ranch Holdings, L.
5589 Marquesas Circle. Suite 204
Sarasoty, FI. 34233

£ 2013-19¢
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LIST OF EXHIBITS

Note: The following are Exhibits fownd in rthe Pabner Raneh Muster Development Order
{Resolution 91-170 as amended): ‘

|

1

Bxhibit “A" - Legal Description - J‘
Fxhibit “B” - Development Order Conditions
|

Exhibit “B-~1" - Unit Allocations for Palmer Ranch
Exhibit “C™ - Best Manugement Practices ‘
I.-.ixhihil 1y - Surface Water Management, Maintenance and Monitoring Manual ;
Exhibit “I" - Surface Water Monitoring Program ‘
Exhibit “I™" - Native Habitat Preservation. Alteration, and Mitigatien Plan

Exhibit “G” - Wildlife Corridor Plan i

|

Iixhibit “H™ - Gopher Tortoise Capture /Relocation/Release Permits |

Exhibit “I” - Conceptual On-site Surfuce Water Management Plan Shown on Map G.2.1

Exhihit ©)" - Approximate Actes ol Native Wetland Habitat Proposed to be Aliered on the

Palmer Ranch Eastside

Exhibit “K" — Conceptual Master Plan (Map H-2A
Exhibit “L” - Sections 3 thvough 7 of Resolution No. 89-98 Rclaling to Tran.s‘pormtida
Supplemental Requirements ;
Fxhibit "M - Soutﬁwesl Florida chional Planning Council Regionul Issues }

{ixhibit "N - Byuivalency Matrix

R 015194



125 of 184

EXHIBIT “A” -~ LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Section 14, Township 37. Range 18 Fasi: LESS premises conveyed to Robert K. Afunan and

wife in O.R. Book 388. Page 261 of the Public Records of Sarasota County, Florida: and |
LESS that portion of said Section 14, lying Northerly and Westerly of the Southerly and

Easterly right-of-way line of the “Loop Road™ described in O.R. Book 1455, Page 961 of said

Fublic Records,

The East Hulf of Section 15, Township 37 South, Ranse 18 East:: LESS premiscs excepted
from Parcel B recorded in O.R. Book 1168, Pages 1466 through 1481 of the Public Records of
Sarasota Couaty, Floridy (see Page 1475) and LESS that partion of said Section 15 lying
Northeasterly of the Southwesterly righi-of-way line of the “Loop Road” described in O.R.
Book 1455, Page 961 of said Public Records.

The North Half of the Southeast ¥ of Section 22, Township 37 South. Range 18 Bast; LESS
premised conveyed to the Church of Jesus Christ of Laiter Day Saints in O.R. Bunk 1137.
Page 828. and Q.R. Book 1137, Page 829 of the Public Records of Sarasota County, Florida:
and LESS Ballentrac. 4 condominium recorded in Condominium Book 14. Puge 26 through
26G of said Public Records: and LESS The Country Club of Sarasota recorded in Pla Buok
24, Pages 16 through 16K of said Public Records.

Section 23, Township 37 South. Range 18 Bast; LES The Country Club of Sarasoia recurded
in Plat Bonk 24, Papes 16 through 16K of the Public Records of Sarasoia County. Florida: and
LESS Lots 3. 4. 5. 6. 11, 12, 13. 42, 43 49, 50, 52, 53, 64, and 65 of Ridgewood Terrace
Tstates recorded in Plat Book 2. Page 3 of saidt Public Records.

Section 24, Township 37 South. Range 18 Gast: L.ESS the North Hulf of the North Hulf:
Section 25, Township 37. South, Range 18 Hust: '
Section 26, Township 37 South. Range 18 Easi

The East Hall. the Northeast % of the Norhwest Y und that part of the Southeast Y of the
Southwest % lying asterly of the Hasterly right-of-way of State Road 45, ail in Section 27.
Township 27 South. Range 18 Bast;

‘That part of the East Half of Section 34. Township 37 South, Range 18 East. lying Easterly of
the Hasierly right-of-way line of Siate Road 45: LESS Lots 7, 8, and 9, Block 1. and Lots 4
and 35, Block 4 of Sarusota-Venice Company’s Subdivision of the Gast Hatf and 1he Northwest
% of Section 34. recorded in Plat Baok A, Page 12 of the Public Recards of Sarasota Counly,
Florida:

Also that part of the Southwest 14 of Seclion 34. Township 37 South, Range 18 Bast lying
Easterly of the Easterly right-of-way line of Statc Road 45 and Southesly of the Southerly line
of Lot 5. Block 4, Sarasota-Venice Company’s Subdivision of the Bat Half and the Naorthwest
Y of Section 34. recorded in Plat Book A. Page 12 of the Public Records of Sarasoln County.
Forida,

Section 35, Township 37 South, Range 18 East: LESS prcfm’scs conveyed o Alheri Glueck
and wile in O.R. Book 696. Page 247 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida,

% _ Sectton 36, Township 37 South. Range 18 East; LESS a tract of lund lying in Scction 22, 23,
Y .
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26 and 27. all in Township 37 South. Range 18 East, Sarasota County. Florida described as
follows:

Commence al 2 Smally, Wellford & Nalven concrete monument al the Southeast corner of the
Southeast % of said Section 22: thence §.89°28'12"-W along the Southerly line of said
Southeast 1 a distance of 197.56 feet o a Smalty. Wellford & Nalven concrete monuiment at
the Southeast comer of The Country Club of Sarasola recorded in Plat Book 24, Pages 16
through 16K of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida for the PQINT OF
BEGINNING (the following 6 calls are to concrete monuments along the lines of The Country
Club of Sarasota; thence N-00°31759™-W u distance of 2039.04 feet: thence N-89°28°01"-E a
distance of 100,00 fect: thenee N-00"31°59"-W a distance of 250.00 feet; thence N-§Y"28°01"- |
E a distance of 583.77 feet: thence NLOOP3 1 59™-W o distance of 600.49 feet: ihence N- |
89°28°01"-E a distance of 4073.67 feet to the Basterly line of Ballantrae. a Condominium ;

ﬁ

recorded in Condominium Book 14, Pages 26 through 26G of said Public Records: thence N-
(0°03' 2671 along said Easterly line a distance of 650.00 feel to a Smally. Wellford & Natven
concrete monument ot the Southerly tine of premises conveyed by Sarasota Realty |
Developnient Corporation (o the County of Sarasota by Dedication Deed dated March 11, |
1980 recorded in O.R. Book 1362, Page 1827 of suid Public Records. said point being a poinl |
an a curve of which the radius puint fes N-14%40°27"-W ¢ radial distance of Go0.00 feet: |
thence Northeasterly along the arc through & central angle of 45°43'337 a distance of 526.72 |
fout 10 the PRC of a curve 1o the right having a central angle of 40°44°48” and a cadius of ]
580.00 feet: thenee Northeasterly along the are a distance of 412.48 feet to the PRC of a curve %
to the lef having a central angle of 18°39"03" and & radius of 212000 fect thence

Northeasterly along the arc a distanee of 690.10 feer: thence N-51°41"46™-E 4 distance of |
800.00 feet to the BC of 2 curve to the right having a cental angle of 50°07°27" and u radivs |
of 62000 feet: thence Northeasterly and Southeasterly along the arc a distance of 542.40 fect
{herice S-78"10°477-E a distance of 847 Y8 feet to the PC of a curve to the left having a central
angle of 27°09°55" and 4 gaciug of 760.00 feet: thence Southeasterly and Northeasterly along |
the arc o distance of 360,34 tect to the PRC of a curve to the right having u central angle of |
$4°09°28" and a radius of 25.00 feet: thence Northeasterly and Southeasterly along the arc a
distance of 36.72 feet to the PRC of a curve (0 the left having a central angle of 48°24745” and |
a radius of 1360.00 feet: thenee Southeasterly along the arc g distance of 1149.14 feet to the

PRC of 4 curve to the right having a central angle of 57°49716” and a radius of 124000 feets

thence Southeasterly along the arc a distance of 1251.37 feet to a line which is 120.00 fect

\

|
Southwesterly of and paraflel with the Westerly right-ol-way line of the Seaboard Coast Line |
Raitway (100 feel wide) as conveyed by Adrian C. Honore (0 Seaboard Air Line Railway by ‘ |
Right-of-Way Deed dated November 5. 1910 recorded in Deed Book 23. Page 127 of the i
aforementioned Public Records: thence S-1 1°46°47-F along said paraliel line a distance of |
647.48 feet o the PC of a curve to the right haviag a central angle of 137057 14 and a radius |
of 180,00 feet: thence Southeasterty along the are 2 distance of 33806 feet to the PRC of 4
curve 1o the left having a central angle of 260107297 and a radius of 1600.00 feet: thence
Southeasterly along the are a distance of 730.94 feet to the PRC of & curve to the left having a
central anpte of 13°05'14” and 4 radius of 1480.00 fect; thence Southeasterly along the arc a
distance of 338.06 feel 0 the aforeinentioned parallel Ting 12000 feet Southwesterly of the
Westesly right-of-way line of the Seabourd Coast Line Railroad: thence 8-11°46°4371 along
said paratlel line a distance of 953,36 feet to the PC of a curve to the right having a central
angle of 96°45'34" and a radius of 840.00 feet; therce Southeasterly and Southwesterly along
the arc a distance of 1418.57 feet: thence $-B4°58°517-W a distance of 8§0.00 feet to the PC
of a curve to the left having a central angle of 62°08'54" and a radius of 1660.00 fect: ihence
Southwesterly along the arc a distance of 1800.89 feet to the PRC of a curve 1o the right
having a central angle of 857307 13" and a radius of 25.00 fect: thence Southwesterly along the

10
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arc a distance of 37,31 fect to the PRC of u curve to the left having a central angle of
1839° 50" and a radivs of 1000.00 feet to the PC of a curve to the right having a central angle
of 38°37°29" and 4 radius of 1140.00 feet: thence Northwesterly along the are a distance of
76851 feet to the PRC of a curve to the left having a central angle of 38°37°29" and radius of
1260.00 feer: thence Northwesterly along the are a distance of 849,40 fect to a line which is
60,00 feet Northerly of and parallel with the Northerly line of the South Half of the Northwest
% of the aforementioned Section 27: thenee $-89°40°21".W along said parallel line a distance
of 1338.53 feet to the Easterly line of Pine Tree Village. a condominium recorded in
Condominium Book 17. Pages 44 through 441 of the aforementioned Public Records: thence
N-01°04' S87-E along said Easterly line a distance of 1282.26 feet to the Sowtherly line of the
Southwest % of the wforementioned Section 22: thence N-8§9°28'39" along said Southerly
line g distance of 1337.06 fee! o o caped iron pipe found at the Southwest comer of the
Southeast %4 of said Section 22: thence N-§9°28'12.E dlong the Southerly line of suid
Southenst ¥ u distance of 2498.54 feet 10 the POINT OF BEGINNING.

ALSO LESS:

A ract of land lying in Section 15, Township 37 South. Range 18 Gast, Sarasom County,
Florida, deseribed as follows:

Connmence at the Northeast corner of the Southeast ¥ of said Section 15: thence N-§9°36"31"-
W along the Northerly line of said Southeast ¥ a distance of 45,00 fet: theace 8-00°16°7-
W parallel with the Easterly line of said Southeast % a distance of 1640.00 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING: thence continue S-00°16'1 7w along suid paraliet line & distance of
45939 feet: thence continue N-89"47°05"-W a distance of 314.06 feel: thence N-89°11° 16" W
a distance of 24335 fee: thence N-89°10°38"-W 3 distance of 476,74 feet: thence N-
00°59°23"-E a distance of 235.02 feer: thence N-44°43° 107 W & distance of 102798 feel:
thence 8-77°02'20"-W a distance of 184,18 feel: thence N-47°24"29"-W y distance of 145.72
feet: thence  N-89°00°00"-W a distance of 31040 feet to the Easterly line of premised
excepted from Parcel B, recorded in Instrument dated April 11, 1977 in O.R, Book 1168,
Pages 1466 through 1481 (sec Page 1475); thence N-00°15°S8™13 along said Basterly line a
distance of 1244.44 feet: thence $-44%45' 137§ a distance of 234,53 fect: thence 5-49°31°0]1-
E a distance of 301,04 feet to a point on 2 curve of which the radiys point Hes N-45"L4487-12
4 radial distance of 2340.00 feet: thence Southeasterly along the ure through a central angle of
10°00'00" a distance of 408.41 feet: thence S-54%45712"-12 a distance of 282.70 feet to the PC
-Of g curve to the right huving 2 central angle of 21°33°12™ and o radius of 1300.00 feet: thence
Southeasterly along the are a distance of 489.03 feet: thence S-33°12°00™-E a distance of
491.93 feet 1o the PC of 4 curve o the left having a central angle of 53°48°56" and a radius of
250.00 feet: thence Southeasterly along the are a distance of 892.30 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING. Containing 41.457 acres.

ALSO LESS:

A tract of land lying in Sections 14 and 15. Township 37 Sowh, Range 18 East. Sarasola
County, Florida, deseribed as follows:

Commence at the Northwest comer of the Southwest % of said Section 14: thence S-
89"36°06"-E along the Northerly line of suid Southwest ¥ a distance of 75.00 feet: thence S-
OU°16"17"-W parallel with the Wesierly line of said Southwest % 4 distance of 1640.80 feet 10
the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence continue 3-00°16°17"-W along said parallel line a

£E . distance of 458.21 feet: thence N-89"47°05"-W 4 distance of 459.39 feet 1o point on a curve
@ of which the radius point Hes N-02°59"03"-1 a radial distance of 950.00 feel: thence Easterly
i1 ‘
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along the arc through a central angle of 02°42°47" a distance of 44.98 feet: thence S- %
89°43°44"-I3 a distance of 75.03 feet to the POINT QIF BEGINNING. Containing 1.263 acres, =

ALSO LESS:

A tract of land tying in Section i4, Township 37 South, Range 1§ East. Sarasola County, : ‘
Hlorida. described as follows: |

Conwvience ai the Norihwest corner of the Southeast % of said Section 14t thence S-
89°36'06"-E along the Northerly line of said Southeast % a distance of 50.00 feet; thenee 8-
G0°13°09"-W parallel with the Westerly line of said Southcast Y a distance of 77.36 fect to the
POINT OF BOGINNING: thence continue S-00°13°097-W a distance of 603670 feet 1o the PC
of a curve io the right having a central angle of 56°48"21" and a radius of 950.00 feet: thenee
Southwesterly along the are w distance of 941.88 fect: thence 5-63°42'34"-E a distance of
292.83 fect: thence N-26°17°267-F a distance of 39000 feet: thence N-O0°43°037-W
distance of 121.02 feel: thence N-2600°007-E a distance of 670.00 feet: thence N-32°3G"13"-
W a distance of 542.32 feet to the POINT QF BEGINNING. Contuining 6.151 acres.

A tract of land lying in Section 26. Township 37 South. Range 18 Eust, Surasota Couniy.
Florida. described as follows:

Commence at a Smatly, Weliford & Nalven concrete moaument at the Northwest corner of the
Northwest Quarter of said Scction 26: thence S-89°31°517-E slong the Northerly line of said
Novihwest Quarter a distance of 2420.00 feet to the Westerly right-of-way line of Seahoard |
Coast Line Railroad (100 feet) as conveyed by Adrian C. Honore to Seaboard Airline Railway
by right-of-way deed dated Novewber §, 1910, recorded in Deed Book 23, Page 127 of the
Pablic Records of Sarasola County, Florida: thedee $-11°46"43"- along suid Westerly fine a
distance of 978.21 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence continue 8-11°46°43"-13 along
said Westerly line a distance of 1118.75 feet: thence $-38"52735"-W a distance of 473,29 feet

\
|
|
|
|
ALSQ LESS:

thence S-89°31'53"-W u distance of 102233 feet; thence N-49°43"17"-W a distance of 620,47
feot: thence N-11946'43"-W g distance of 1108.80 feet to a Smally, Wellford & Nalven
concrete monument set: thence N-84°58°51"-E u distance of 681.75 feet 1o a Smally. Weliford
& Nalven concrete monument set at the PC of a curve to the left having a central angle of
11°31°37" and a radius of 960,00 feet; thence Northeasterly along the are a distance of 561.75
feet to 2 Smally, Wellford & Nalven concrete monusent set: thence S-TN°20°537-E a distance
of 397.45 fect: thence S-56°46'43"-E a distance of 266,59 leel o the PQINT QU
BEGINNING. Comtaining 61,500 acres. .

Excepting from all of the ahove, right-of-wiy for $.R. Y3, S.R. 681 and Scaboard Coust Line
Railroad.

. Containing 4284.29 acres. more of less,
AND

A tract of land in the Nottheast % of Scction 15, Township 37 South. Range 18 Bust. Sarasota
County. Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the Northeast % of said Section 15: thence S-00°14°48"-W along the Westerly

line of said Northeast 4 a distance of 50,06 feet 10 the Southerly Yine of premises conveyed by

Honore A. Palmer and wife to the State of Florida by Deed dated February, 1257, recorded in
12
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Deed Book 272 on Page 61 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida (Southerly line
of Clark Road - 100 feet wide): thence 5-8926" |9™-E along said Southerly line a distance of
2664.84 feet to a concrete monument on the Wester) y right-of-way line of McIntosh Road (48
feet wide) for the POINT OF BEGINNING: theace $-00°16'13-W along said right-of-way
line u distance of 532.67 feet; thence N-8926"19".W g distance of 130115 feet: thence N
(0°14'48"-E 2 distance of 532,67 feet to the aforementioned Southerly line of Clark Road:
thence 5-89°26719"-E along said Southerly line a distance of 1301.37 feet o the POINT OF
BEGINNING. Containing 15.91 acrcs,

AND

A traet of Tand lying in Section 135, Township 37 South. Range 18 Bast. Sarasota County. -
Florida. deseribed ays foliows;

Commence at the Northeast corner of the Southeast ¥ of said Section 15: thence N-89°36°13™-
W along the Northerly line of said Southeast % a distance of 24.00 feel 1o the Westerly right-
of-way line of McIntosh Road (48 feet wide) as shown on the Plat of Surasota-Venice
Company’s Subdivision of Sections 14 and 15, Township 37 South, Range 18 Eust. recorded
in Plat Book A on Page 10 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida (Plat Book 2.
Page 34 of Manatee County records) for the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence S-00°16° 17 -W
uwlong said Westerly right-of-way line a distance of 1540.68 feet o 3 point on a curve of which
the radivs point lies N-OI°S3° 13K a radial distance of 850,00 feet; theace Northwesterly
along the are through a central angle of 54°54°47" 3 distance of 814.65 feet: thence N-
A3°12°007-W a distance of 491,93 feel to the PC of a curve o the left having a centeal angle of
213%°12" and a radius of 1400.00 foet: thence Northwesterly along the arc a distance of
526.65 feet: thence N-54°45" 127-W a distance of 282.70 feet 10 the PC of a curve to the right
having a ceniral angle of 10°00700™ and a radius of 2240.00 feet: thence Northwesterly along
the are a distance of 390,95 feet: thence N-39°59'23"-W a distance of 30126 feet to the
centerline of an existing drainage ditch (the following 6 calls are along said centerline): thence
S-62%42°01™E a distance of 27171 feet: thence S-87°41°51™-E a distance of 194.60 feel:
thence N-63°23'25"-E a distance of 410,11 feet; thence S-82°16'13"-E a distance of 114,19
feet: thence $-55°09°22-E a distance of 299.11 feet; theace S-46°32" 20K & distance of
200.53 feet to the aforementioned Noriherly line of the Southeast % of Section 15: thence S-
89"16"13"-E nlong said Northerly line a distance of 739.20 feat to the POINT OF
BEGINNING. Containing 40,43 acres.

AND

A tract of land bying Sections 14 and 15, Township 37 South. Range 18 Zast, Sarasota County.
Florida, described as follows;

Commence at the Northwest comer of the Southwest % af said Section 140 theme S-
RYI6 0617 atong the Northerly line of suid Southwest ' o distunce of 775.98 fees to the
Westerly right-of-way line of the Scaboard Coast Line Railraud (100 feet wide) as conveyed
by Adrian C. Honore to Seaboard Air Line Railway by right-of-way deed dated November §.
1910 recorded in Deed Book 23, Page 127 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida:
thence §-11°46°43"-15 along said Westerly right-of-way line a distance of 1573.93 feet to the
POINT OFF BEGINNING: thence N-89°43°44"-W a distance of 1104.59 feet to the PC of a
curve to the right having u central angle of 56°31°43” and 2 radius of 850,00 feet; thence
Northwesterly along the arc a distance of 838.62 feet: (thenee N-33%2°007-W a distance of

% 491.923 [eet to the PC of a curve 10 the left having a central angle of 21733712 and a radius of
1450.00 feet; thence Northwesterly along the are n distance of 526.65 feet: thence N-
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5445 177-W 1 distance of 282.70 feet 1o the PC of a curve to the right having & central angle %
of 1070700 and a radivs-of 2240.00 feet: thence Northwesterly along the arc a distance of -
300.95 feel: thence N-39"59°23"-W a distance of 301.26 feet to the centerline of an existing

drtinage ditch (the [ollowing 2 calls are along said centerline): thence N-62°42°017-W a

distance of 7.79 feet: thence N-77°48'05™-W g distance of 270.69 fect: thence §-44°45'13"-E

g distanee of 234.53 feet: thence S-49°31°01"-E a distance of 301.04 feet 1o 2 point on 4 curve

of which the radius point lies N-45°14'48™-E a radial distance of 2340.00 feet: thence |
Southeasterly along said are through a central angle of 10°00°00" a distance of 498.41 feet: i
{hence $-54%45° 127 a distance of 282.70 feet to the PC of a curve to the right baving a |
central angle of 21°337127 and a radius of 1300.00 feet: thence Southeasterly along the arc ¢ J
distance of 489.03 feet; thenee $-33°12°007-E a distance of 491.93 fect to the PC of ncurve (o |
the left having a central angle of 56°31°43" and a radius of 950.00 feets thence Southeasterly |
along the are a distunce of 937.28 feet: thence $-89°43°44"-1 u distance of 112593 feet to the
aforementioned Westerly right-of-way line of the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad: thence N-
11%46° 43" W along said Westerly right-of-way line a distance of 102.25 {eet o the POINT OF
BEGINNING, Containing 4.732 geres.

AND

A tract of land lying in Section 14, Tawnship 37 Souih. Range 18 Cast. Sarasoia Counly, |
Florida. described as {follows: |

Commence ut the Northeast comer of the Northwest % ol said Section 14 thenee 3-
00°13°09"-W along the Easterly line of suid Northwest % a distance of 50.35 feet (o fhe
Southerly right-of-way line of Clark Road (100 feed wide): thence N-89°25'37"-W along said
Southerly right-of-way line a distance of 50.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence S-
40°13709"-W paratiel with the Basterly line of said Northwest Y a distance of 332029 feet w0
the PC.of a curve to the right having o central angle of 90°03°07" and a radius of 850.00 feet:
thenice Southerly and Westerly along the arc a distance of 1335.95 feet: thence N-89°43744"-
W a distance of $71.37 feet to the Basterly line of premises conveyed by Adrian C. Honore 1o
Seaboard Aitline Railway by Right-of-Way Deed dated November 5, 1910, recorded in Pewd
Book 23 on Page 127 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida: thence N-11%46°43"-
W along said Easterly line a distance of 1549.14 [eet to the Southerly sight-of-way line of
Savage Road (4% feet wide) as shown on the Plat of Sarasota-Venice Company's Subdivision
of Sections 14 and 15. Township 37 South. Range 18 East, recorded in Plat Book A on Page
10 of the aforementioned Public Records (Plat Book 2. Page 34 of Manatee County records).
hence S-89°36°06°-13 atong suid Southerly right-of-way line a distance of 112478 leet:
thence N-OOP137357-E aleng the Easterly line of Lots 6 and 3 of said Surasota-Venice
Company's Subdivision a distance of 2661.80 feet to the aforementioned Southerly right-of-
way linc of Clark Road: thence 5-89°25' 37715 ulong said Southerly right-of-way line a
distance of 618.81 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING. Contuining 89.24 acres.

AND

A tract of land lying in Section 14, Township 37 South, Range 18 Bast. Sarasola County,
Florida, described as follows:

Commence & the Northeast comer of the Northwest % of said Section 141 thenee S-
U0°13'09”-W alonp the Basterly line of said Northwest ' a distance of 50.55 feut to the
Southerly right-of-way line of Clark Road (160 feet wide) for the POINT OFF BEGINNING:
thence N-89°25°37"-W along said Southerly right-of-way line a distance of 50.00 feet: thence
S-00°13°09"-W parallel with the Easterly line of said Northwest V4 a distance of 332029 feet
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10 the PC of a curve to the right having a central angle of 90°03°07” and a radius of 850.00
feet; thence Southerly and Westerly along the are a distance of 1335.95 feet thesce N
R9°43'44"-W 3 distance of $71.37 feet o the Easterly right-of-way Jine of the Seabourd Coast
line Railroad (100 feet wide} as conveyed by Adrian C. Honore to Seaboard Air Ling Railway
by right-of-way deed dated November 5. 1910. recorded in Deed Book 23, Page 127 of (he
Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida: thenice $-11°%46°43-1 long said Easterly right-
of-way line a distance of 102,25 feer; thence S-80°43°44™-E a distanee of 550,02 feet to the
PC of a curve to the feft having a central angle of $0°03°07” and a radius of 950,00 feer:
thence Easterly and Northerly along the are a distance of 1493.12 feet; thence N-00°I3°09"-E
4 distance of 3319.67 feet (o the aforementioned Southerly right-of-way line of Clark Road:
thenee N-89°25°37°-W along said Southerly right-of-way line a distance of 50.00 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 12,156 acies.

AND

A tract of land lying in Section 15. Township 37 South, Range 18 East. Sarasota County.
Florida. deseribed as foliows;

Commence ut the Northeast comer of the Southeast % of said Section 15 thence N-89°36' 13-
W along the Northerly line of said Southeast % a distance of 48.00 feet: thence S-00°16°17"-
W parallel with the Easterly tine of said Southeast U a distance of 1640.00 feet to the POINT
QU BEGINNING: thence continue S-00°16717°-W glong said parallel line a distnce of
45939 feet: thence N-RY47°05"-W u distance of 31406 feor thenee N-49%41°16"-W a
distunce of 243.35 feet: thence N-84"10°38"-W a distance of 476.74 fect: thence N-00°59°23"-
E a distane of 235,02 feet: thence N-44™43°10"-W 3 distance of 1027.98 feet: thenee S-
77°02°20"-W 3 distance of 184.18 feet: thence N-47°24'29"-W & distunce of 145,72 Teet:
thence N-89°00°00"-W a distance of 310.00 feot 10 the Hasterly line of premises excepted
from Parcel B. recorded in Instrunent duted April 1§, 1977 in O.R. Book 1168, Pages (466
through 1481 (sec Page 1475): thence N-00°15'58"L along said Easterly line a distance of
1244.44 feet: thence S-44°45° 13" a distance of 234.53 feet: thence S-49°31°01"-E u distance
of 301,04 feet to a poiat on a curve of which the radius point lics N-45°14°48".E a radial
distance of 2340.00 feet: thence Southeasterly along the arc through a centyal angle of
000" a distance of 408.41 feet: thence §-54°45" 12K a distance of 282.70 feet to the PC
al'a curve to the right having a centra! angle of 21°33° 12" and 4 radius of 1300.00 feet: thence
Southeasterly alung the are a distance of 489.03 feer: thence $-33°12°00™-F a distance of
491.93 feet ta the PC of a curve (o the Jefi having a central angle of $3°48°56™ and # radius of
950,00 feet: thence Southeasterly slong the arc a distance of 892,30 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING, Containing 41,457 acres.

AND

A tract of tand lying in Sections 14 and 15, Township 37 South. Runge 8 Bast. Smason
County, Floridu. described as follows:

Commence ar the Northwest corner of the Southwest Y% of said Section 14: thence §-
89"36'06"-E along the Northerly line of said Southwest % u distance of 75,00 feet: thence $-
(0°16' 17"-W parallel with the Westerly line of said Southwest 4 a distance of 1640.00 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING thence continue S-00°1617°-W along said parallel Hae a
distance of' 458.21 feet: thence N-89°47°05"-W a distance of $20000 feet: thence N-(N“16° 17
& a distance of 459.39 feet 10 a point on a curve of which the radius point lies N-02°9'03".}

g a radinl distance of 954.00 feet: thence Easterly along the arc through a ceniral angle of
. 02°42°47" a distance of 44.98 feer: thence S-89°43'44'-E u distance of 75.03 feel 1o the

15
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POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 1,263 acres.

AND

A tract of fand lying in Section 14. Towaship 37 Sounth. Runge I8 Fast. Sarasota County.
Florida. described as follows:

Comtnence at the Northwest comner of the Southeast 14 of said Section 14 thence S-
§9°36'06"-E along the Northerly line of said Southeast 14 o distance-of 50.00 feet: thence S-
00°13°09"-W paratlel with the Westerly line of said Southeast ¥ a distance of 7736 fuet 1o the
POINT OF BEGINNING: thence continte S-00°13°09"-W a distance of 606.70 feet to the PC
of a curve to the right having a central angle of 56°48°217 and @ radivs of 950.00 feet: thence
Southweslerly nfong the are a distance of 941,88 feet: thence $-63°42'347-E 4 distance of
39283 feet: thence N-26"17'26"-1 a distance ol 390.00 feet thence N-G043°037-W a
distance of 121.02 feet: thence N-26700°007-E a distance of 670,40 feet: thence N-32736"137-
W a distance of 542.32 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. Contsining 6,151 acres.

AND

A tract of land lying in Sections 22. 23, 26, and 27 ali in Township 37 South, Runge 18 Hasl.
Sarasota County. Forida. deseribed us follows:

Commence al a Smally, Wellford & Nalven concrele monument at the Southeast corner of the
Southeast % of said Scction 22: thence S-89728°12"-W along the Southerly line of said
Southeast ¥ a distance of 197.56 feet 10 a Smatly. Wellford, & Nalven concrete monument i
the Southeast corner of The Country Club of Sarasota recorded in Plat Book 24, Pages {6
through 16K of the Public Records of Sarasota County. PFlorida for the POINT QF
BEGINNING (the following & calls are to conereie monuinents along the lines of The Country
Ciub of Sarasota: thence N-G0°3 139" W a distance of 2039.04 feet: thence N-89°28°01-EH a
distance of 10000 feet: thence N-DUP31"5Y9"-W a distance of 250,00 feet: thence N-89"28'01"-
F a distance of 583.77 feet: thence N-GOP3ITSY-W 4 distance of 6((1.49 feel: thence S-
99°28° 0 17-W a distance of 4073.67 feet to the Fasterly line of Ballanirae, a Condominium
recorded in Condominium Book 14, Pages 26 through 26G of said Public Records: thence N-
$0°03° 26" along said Rasterly line a distance of 650.00 feet to o Smally, Wellford & Nalven
concrete monumeni at the Southerly lne of premises conveyed by Sarusota Realty
Development Corporation to the County of Sarasota by Dedication Deed dated March 20,
1980 recorded in OR. Book 1362, Page 1827 of said Public Records. said point being & point
on a curve of which the radius point lics NS-14°40°27"-W a radial distance of 660.00 feet:
thence Northeasterty along the are through a central angle of 45°43'33" 4 distance of 326.72
feet to the PRC of a curve io the right having a ceatral angle of 40°44°48" and a radius of
580.00 fect: thence Northeasterly along the arc a distance of 412,48 feet 1 the PRC of a curve
to the left having # central angle of 18739703 and a radius of 21200 feets thence
Northeasterly along the are a distanee of 690.10 feet: thence §-51°417467-1% o distance of
80000 feet 10 the PC of s curve 1o the sight having a central angle of 50°07" 27" and a radius
of 620,00 feel: thence Northeasterly and Southeasterly along the arc a distance of 542.40 feet:
thence S-78°10°477-E a distance of 847.9% feet to the PC of 4 curve to the left having a central
angle of 27°09°55"” and a radius of 760.00 fecl: thence Southeasterly and Northeasterly along
the arc a distance of 360.34 feet to the PRC of a curve to the right having a central angle of
24"09° 28" and 1 radius of 2508 feet: thence Northeasterly and Southeasteriy along the agc a
distance of 36.72 feet to the PRC of a curve (o the left having a central angle of 48°24°45” and
a radius of 1360.00 feet: thence Scutheasterly along the wrc a distance of 1149,14 fect jo the
PRC of a curve 1o the right having a central angle of §7°49° 16" and a radins of 1240.60 feelt
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thence Southeasterly along the are a distance of 1251.37 feet to 4 line which is 120,00 feet
Southwesierly of and pacallel with the Westerly right-of-way line of the Seaboard Coust Line
Railway (100 feer wide) as conveyed by Adrian C. Honore to Seaboard Air Line Railway hy
Right-of-Way Deed daed November 5. 1910, recorded in Deed Book 23, Page 127 of the
aforetmentioned Public Records: thence $-11°46'43"-E atong suid paralle] line 4 distance of
647.48 feet 1o the PC of a curve 1o the right having a cenwat angle of 13°05°14" and a radius
of 1480.00 feer: thence Souwtheasierly along the arc a distance of 338.06 feot 10 the
atorementioned paratlel line 120.00 feet Southwesierly of the Westerly right-of-way line of
the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad: thence §-11°46'43"-8 along said parailel line, a disiance of
953.36 feet to the PC of a curve fo the right huving a central angle of 96°45'34™ and a radius
of §40.00 feet: thence Southeusterly and Southwesterly along the are g distance of 1418.57
feet: thence 8-8458"51°-W a distance of $10.00 feet 16 the PC of a curve to the left having o
central angle of 62°08°54™ and a radius of 1660.00 feet: thence Southwesterly along the arc a
distance of T800L59 feet to the PRC of a curve to the rigit having a ceniral angle of 85°30° 13"
and o radivs of 23.00 feet: thence Southwesterly along the arc a distance of 37.31 feet to the
PRC of a curve to the left having a central angle of 18°39'50" and a radius of H0.00 fect:
thence Northwesterly atong the arc a distance of 325.75 fect: thence S-89°40°21"-W a distance
of 1530.00 feet o the PC of 4 curve 1o the right liaving a central angle of 38°37°29" and o
radius of 114000 feer: thence Northwesterly along the are u distance of 768.51 feet to the
PRC of 4 curve to the left having a central angle of 38°37°29" and a radius of 1260.00 feet:
thence Northwesterly along the are a distance of 849.40 feel to 4 line which is 60.00 feet
Northerly of and parallel with the Northerly line of the South Half of the Northwest Y of the
aforementioned Section 27: thence $-89%40r21"-w along said purallel line a distance of
[338.53 feet 1o the Basterly line of Pine Tree Village. a Condominium recorded in
Condominium Book 17. Pages 44 through 441 of the aforementioned Public Records: thence
N-G0°04"58"-I2 along said Easterly line g distance of 1282.26 feet to the Southerly line of the
Southwest % of the sforementioned Section 22 thence N-89"28°29" along said Southerly
line a distance of 179,16 fest to a capped iron pipe found ar the Southwest corner of the
Southeast 4 of said Section 22: thence N-84°28'12°-0 along the Southerly line of said
Southeust ¥4 u distance of 2498.54 {cet 1o the POINT QF BEGINNING, Containing 494,662
acres, '

AND

Begin at a concrete monument marking the Northeast corner of said plat of “The Country Club
of Sarasota™ thence 8-00°57'33"-E, 600.49 feet to g concrete moatment; theace 8-89"%)2°277.
W. 583.77 feet to u concrete monument: theace S-O0°S7°33"-E, 350,00 feet to 2 conercte
monurent: thence S-89°02727"W. 100,00 feet to a concrete monuient: thence N-QGP55 44
W. 85049 feet o a concrete monwment: thence N-89°02'27°.E. 683.32 fect 1o the POINT OFF
BEGINNING, Containing 16,00 acres,

AND

Part of the Southwest % of Section 14. Township 37 South, Range 18 Bast. Sarasota County,
Floridu described as follows:

Commence at a concrete monument found at the Northwest comer of the Southwest 4 of said
Section 14: thence $-00"16"16™-W along the Wesiterly line of the Southwest %4 of said Section
14, a distance of 1540.84 feet: thenee S-89°43°3875 paraliel with the Southerly line of 1he
Norih ¥ of the Southwest % of said Section 14 2 distance of 75.00 feet 10 the POINT OFF
BEGINNING: thence coniinue $-89"43"38"-E along said paradlet line a distance of 1029.41

7
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feet fo the Westerly right-of-way line (100 feet wide) of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad.
Deed Book 23. Page 127 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida: thence N-
11%6307-W along said Westerly right-of-way line a distance of 133697 feet to its
intersection with a line which Is 36 feet Southerly of and paraliel with the Northerly line of the
Southwest V4 of said Section 14: thence N-89°36"07"-W along said paratlel line a distanee of
708.64 foet to its intersection with a line which is 75 feet Easterly of and parallel with the
Westerly line of the Southwest % uf said Section 141 thenee S-00°16" 167-W paraliel with the
Westerly line of ihe Southwest ¥ of said Section 14 g distance of 1504.67 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING. Containing 30.08 acres. .

AND

A tract of land lying in Section 26, Township 37 South. Range 18 Hast., Sarasota Caunty.
Florida. described as tollow:

Commence at 2 Smally. Wellford and Nalven concrete monument at the Northwest corner of -
the Northwest Quacler of said Section 26: thence §-49°31°51"-E along the Noriherly line of
ctid Northwest Quarter a distance of 242000 feet to the Westerly right-of-way fine of
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad (100 feet wide) as conveyed by Adrian C. Honure t0 Seaboard
Airfine Raitway by right-of-way deed dated November 5. 1910, recorded in Decd Baok 23,
Page 127 of the Public Records of Sarasota County. Florida: thence $-11°%46'43"-E alony said
Westerly finc a disiance of 978.21 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence continue S-
11%6°43"-E along said Westerly line u distance of 111875 feel: thence $-38°52°357-W o
distance of 1022.33 feet; thence N-49°43°177- a distance of 62047 feet: thence N-1 1°46°43"-
W a distance of 1108.80 feet (o a Smally. Wellford & Natven concrete snorument set thenee
N-R4"58°51"-F a distance of 681,75 feet to o Smally, Wellford & Malven concrete monuinent
cet ut the PC of a curve 1o the feft having a central angle of 33°31°37" and a radius of 960,00
foet: thenee Northeasterly atong the are a distmce of 561,75 feet: thence Northeasterly along
the arc a distance of 561,75 feet to u Smally, Wellford & Nalven concrete monument setd
thenee S-70°20°53°-% a distance of 397.45 feet; thence 8-56°46'43"E a distance of 266.59
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. Containing 61,500 acres.

AND

‘That portion of the Bast half of the East Half of Section {3, Township 37 South, Range I
East; being more particutarly described as follows:

Commence ai the Scutheast corner of said Section 130 thence S$-88°55°38™-W along the
Southerly line of said Scetion 13. 4 distance of S08.79 feet o the westerly line of State Road
93 (1-75) for the POINT OF BEGINNING: thence continue along said Southerly line S-
$4755°38"-W a distance of 823,25 fect to the Westerly line of the Bast half of the East half of
suid Section 13: thence N-00"22' 1971 along said Westerly line. a distance of 2622.12 feet fo
i Northerly line of the Southeast % of suid Section 13 thence continue N-00°25°26"-1 along
the westerly line of the East hall of the Eust half of suid Section 13, a distance of 676.52 feen:
thence N-89"58°007-E a distance of 853,52 feet 1o the aforementioned Westerly line of State
Road 93 (1-75): (the following 3 calls are along said Westerly line): thence SH0P02°00"-1 a
distance of 569.58 feet; thence §-01°06°45"-W a distance of 2665.37 feet ©0 tie PC of a curve
(o the ripht having a ceniral angle o 00°H25” and a radius of 1624022 feet: thence along the
arc in a Southwesterly direction a distance of 49.20 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 63.707 Acres, .

g
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ALSO

Section 24, Township 37 South, Range 18 Bast: being more particularly described as follows:

That portion of the North % of the Northeast % of Section 24, Township 37 South. Range 18
East. lying Weslerly of the Westerly right-of-way line of State Road 93 (1.75).

Containing 63.497 Acres,

ALSO

West of 175 and approximately 1000 feet south of Centrai Sarasota Parkway. being mare
particularly deseribed as follows:

That part of Section 31, Township 37 South. Range 1913, Sarasom County. Florida. lying
wosterly of I.75. :

Containing 38.4 Acres,

14
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EXHIBIT “B" - AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER CONDITIONS

Note: The following winendments 1o the Conditions for Development Approval and Issues Subject
10 Further Review at AIDA's found in the Palmer Ranch Mastes Development Order (Exhibit B
of Resolution 91-170 as amended) shall read us follows:

LAND USE/HOUSING
A. CONDITIONS FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL

1. A total of 16:560 11,550 dwelling units will be allowed for the Pabmer Ranch Project o g
combination of the lnnd uses in the cquivatency mairix, “Exhibit N In the Incrementat
Deve]opme“t Orders (1[)05) or-lnererpents-t—th RV VAR YAL VAL DS A G0 S S a2 the
total number of DUs, a maximum number of DUs, or a not to exceed number of DUs were
approved. Increments e M e Xeb-and -0 referenced in “Exhibit B-1"
have heen completely built out at less than the number of approved DUs, Attached to this Master
Development Order (MDO) is & schedule of the total number of DUs approved in each of the
puilt-ont IDOs and the total number of DUs actually consiructed within the respective
Increments. The maximum number of DUs approved for these Tncrements is hereby reduced to
the number of DUs existing at build-out, as shown on the attached Schedule “Exhibit €B-1."
DUs that have been removed from the Increments by this reduction shall be available for
assignment to other increments a8 they arc applied for. As additional residential increments
bhecome built out. the Palmer Ranch shall, in its biennial reports or as part of an Application for
Incremental Development Approval, update the attached Schedule and Map H-2A, to reduce a
maximum DU count for such huilt-out Increment. and make the DUs removed from such
Increment avaitable to another Increment. Future residential TDOs shall contain language that
clates the maximom number of dwelling units allowed and the process of reducing the same,
consistent with this condition.

a b era e e

Us,
T

B. ISSUES SUBJECT TO FURTHER REVIEW AT AIDA’S

¢ in USE Dy

voposing & chang H
th the S-veur

1 conjunciion wi

. Al YA sub i jans (o approved 1DOs |
wtilize the attached equivalency matrix. “Exhibit N” as applicable i
Tralfic Reanalysis.
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EXHIBIT “B-1” - UNIT ALLOCATIONS FOR PALMER RANCH
Residential Unit Allocation within the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional Impact

Dacrease in
Units IDO Units
Approved | Units Pianned/| Approved but
Increment |  Parcel Community in IDO Platted not Used
Prestancia 498
| J The Paimer Club 116
Palmer Square 41
TOTAL 286 658, 331
D Marbella ) 139 - 7
" = :Ii}gfglirsadés‘ # . __%43 Do ~
G Mira Lago is3
! ~lvoral 7 686 365 azi
” I K(a} Vintage Grand _7 T 432
""" Kib) |CitationClub | I 320 *'
K{c) Pinestone 310
" K(d) g?evseb’ﬁen:i:gechumh 10
K(e) |Claire Bridge ACLF T T
L&N  [Deer Creek 484 '
; ‘Qla& Qb llowe's 7 T — e —
TOTAL 1726 1592} 134
Qa  [Bella Villino 348!
Qb Piaza de Flores 200!
v ,_,_.E,c__ N _’f’i’lﬁ,‘?gt"“ Foint . , 202 —
| Reast [Stoneybrook G&CC 840!
§ Rwest [Stoneybrook i : 180
j C[rotac T 1870 1870 0
T BT Y B N I
Y 02  |Bolanica 170.
L TOTAL 1080 928; 122
B | B4 &85 [Wellington Chase 220,
B3 Serenade ‘ 324.
TOTAL 580 844’ 6
i
| 57 |eatcars il
; vt 87b Stonebridge 118]
! TOTAL 250 106, 64
X - Saratoga Place gﬁ
| LCIC S -7 225 2%
] X BS, 8565 ad Hamptons 254 1
21




Residential Unit Allocaticn within the Palmer Ranch Development of Regional impact
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) | Decrease in
Units i IDO Units
] Approved Units Planned/ | Approved but
increment |  Parcel Community in iDO Platted : not Used
TOTAL 275 254 21
Sia Silver Oak 181]
Stb  |Vineyards 72 T
xi e
81ic Enclave 21
| N TOTAL 400 274 T 124
Glenridge 260
Xl V1802 Iovar 360 360 0
" P1.F2. PS & vitagewsik _1_1_115
foraL | 1240 | L
Ct Arigile 192!
xVi TOTAL 152 e T
E o T18&T4 rlsres of Sarasofa 700 "“2“5“1
TOTAL 700 626 74
KIX  Bo Wentura i __NOTAPPROVED
TOTAL
| XX U3, U4 & P4 |Arbor Lakes 267 | inProcess 267, 0
%4 | 72873 [Sandhil Preserve 290 | In-Process 290 0
" Totals 11,116 9,828 1,288
Maximum Units under MDO 11,550
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EXHIBIT “N” - EQUIVALENCY MATRIX
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Accomplishments of the Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management

Assisted in review and comment on the SFWMD on the Phase 11 Estero Bay Watershed
Assessment.

Assisted in the development of and continues support and defense of the Lee County
fertilizer ordinance.

Assisted in the development of the Southwest Florida Regional Ecosystem Restoration Plan
for RESTORE

Assisted in the Environmental Impact Study on Improving the Regulatory Process in
Southwest Florida.

Assisted in the Regional Restoration Coordination Team that supported the Southwest
Florida Regional Watershed Plan.

Assisted in the Lee County Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment and the Lee County
Climate Change Resiliency Strategy

Assisted in the Lee County DR/GR Studies.

Assisted in the planning and development of filter marshes in the Estero Bay Watershed
including Ten-Mile Canal Filter Marsh and Island Park.

Collects and maintains a data library for Estero Bay at the offices of the Regional Planning
Council.

Conservation Lands' Economic Value Cela Tega Wednesday November 2, 2011. (Cela Tega
is the southwest Florida native (i.e.: Calusa) term for “A view from high ground”.)

Contributed acquisition and restoration projects for consideration by the Southwest
Florida Feasibility Study and included in the Southwest Florida Comprehensive Watershed
Plan.

Developed acquisition and restoration projects and methodology for the Lee County Master
Mitigation Plan for Lee County and LDOT.

Estero Bay Land Acquisition Cela Tega: Monday December 8, 2008 Purpose: To convene
public & private land managers in the Estero Bay Watershed to identify common
challenges for focusing future Agency on Bay Land Acquisition activities.
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Estero Bay Land Management Cela Tega Monday June 9, 2008 To convene public &
private land managers in the Estero Bay Watershed to identify common challenges for
focusing future Agency on Bay Management activities.

Estero Bay State of the Bay Report 1997.
Estero Bay State of the Bay Report 2004.
Estero Bay State of the Bay Report 2009.
Estero Bay Watershed Public Symposium 2009 in partnership with the CHNEP.

Participated in the Development of Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLSs) for the Estero
Bay Watershed.

Provides support for and defends the Estero Bay Aquatic Preserve.
Requested water reservations for the Caloosahatchee.

Review and assistance in improved environmental design of large sized projects in the
Estero Bay Watershed through comments to the SWFRPC

Review and comment on my water quality rules and issues including the DEP Designated
Water Uses Rule, statewide stormwater rule,

Review and comment on the General Permit for Maintenance of Public Navigation
Channel Infrastructure by the West Coast Inland Navigation District within Lee County

Reviewed and sent comments regarding the “Harper Method” of assessing wetland
impacts.

Support for conservation land acquisitions in the Estero Bay Watershed by public and
private entities.

Worked with the South Florida Water Management District and other appropriate
agencies to develop BMPs for Clean and Snag projects.
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History of the EBABM

Negotiations over the permit issuance for the Florida Gulf Coast University led to a Settlement
Agreement that called for the creation of the "Arnold Committee™ and an assessment of overall
land uses and natural systems, environmental protection and mitigation tools in the Estero Bay
watershed. Upon completion of the Assessment and its adoption by the Arnold Committee in
October of 1996, the Council established and began providing Staff support to the Estero Bay
Agency on Bay Management (ABM).

The ABM is a non-regulatory advisory committee to the Council. Its directive is to make
comments and recommendations regarding the management of Estero Bay and its watershed.
The ABM collects and maintains data and it reviews and comments to regulatory agencies on
issues affecting the watershed. I1ts members include Lee County legislative delegates and
representatives of the Council, local chambers of commerce, citizen and civic associations, the
Responsible Growth Management Coalition, Lee County, Collier County, Fort Myers, Fort
Myers Beach, the SFWMD, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection, the Florida
Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, Florida Gulf Coast University, Federal agencies
involved in natural resource management, commercial and recreational fishing interests,
environmental and conservation organizations, scientists, affected property owners, and the land

development community.

ABM Meetings

The ABM typically meets on the second Monday of each month beginning at 9:30 a.m. Most
meetings are held in the conference room of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council,

but some are occasionally held at other sites within the Estero Bay watershed.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council

FROM: Sean McCabe, Regional Counsel

SUBJECT: Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management

DATE: January 15, 2014

Questions/lIssues

1. Whether parties or signatories to the Settlement Agreement have a legal obligation to contribute
to funding of the Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management (ABM).

2. Whether the ABM exists in perpetuity.

3. What obligations or duties are imposed on SWFRPC by the Settlement Agreement.

Summary

1. The language of the Settlement Agreement does not create a legal obligation for parties and
signatories to the to fund the ABM.

2. The language of the Settlement Agreement is silent regarding both funding for the ABM, and the
life span or duration of the ABM.

3. The Settlement Agreement, which was signed by the SWFRPC, requires that the SWFRPC

establish the ABM as a council subcommittee and provide staff support to the ABM.

A. Background & Discussion

The ABM is a non-regulatory advisory committee to the Council. Its directive is to make comments and
recommendations regarding the management of Estero Bay and its watershed. The ABM collects and
maintains data, and reviews and comments to regulatory agencies on issues affecting the watershed.

Creation of ABM

The Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management (ABM) was established as one of the terms of a settlement
agreement related to the planning approval process for the Florida Gulf Coast University (FGCU.)

The named parties to the action were:
e Petitioners: Responsible Growth Management Coalition, Inc. (RGMC) and Ellen Peterson;

e Respondents: Florida Board of Regents of the State University System of Florida (BOR) and
South Florida Water Management District; and

e Intervenor: Lee County Board of County Commissioners.

The Florida Gulf Coast University siting process was conducted in 1991-1992, and resulted in the
selection of a site by the Florida Board of Regents. Siting studies indicated that there were many
environmental and planning issues associated with the chosen site. In addition to those issues, federal
agencies were concerned about the impacts of construction on natural resources, including listed species
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and wetlands, and RGMC raised concerns that the school would introduce intense urban uses into a rural
1
area.

The RGCM and Ellen Peterson sued the Florida Board of Regents (BOR) and the South Florida Water
Management District (SFWMD) to prevent the issuance of permits by the SFWMD and to keep the BOR
from moving ahead with the siting and planning process for FGCU; Lee County intervened to protect its
interests and have a voice in the resolution of the dispute. For purposes of this discussion, the case is
referred to as RGMC, Inc. v. Florida Board of Regents.

Settlement Agreement?

Negotiations to resolve the legal dispute resulted in the drafting of a complex, multi-stage planning
process, outlined in a settlement agreement (“Settlement Agreement,” Appendix B.) The Settlement
Agreement involving a number of entities other than the parties to RGMC, Inc. v. Florida Board of
Regents, including the SWFRPC. 3

The first step was the creation of the Arnold Committee. Section 4 of the Settlement Agreement states:

State Representative J. Keith Arnold shall chair a cooperative planning process composed
of state and federal regulatory agencies, Lee County, Responsible Growth Management
Coalition, affected property owners, and environmental organizations (Arnold
Committee). The Arnold Committee shall be a non-regulatory advisory body. Details of
the membership, geographic scope, duration goals and scope of study are set forth in
Exhibit A hereto. The Florida Department of Community Affairs agrees to provide the
staff support for the Arnold Committee.

Section 5 of the Settlement Agreement describes the creation of the ABM:

After the completion of the Arnold Committee, but in no case later than September, 1996,
the Southwest Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) shall establish an Estero Bay
Agency on Bay Management (ABM) as a subcommittee on the SWFRPC. The SWFRPC
shall provide staff support to the ABM.

The ABM shall be a non-regulatory advisory body whose directive is to make comments
and recommendations for the management of Estero Bay and its watershed. The ABM
shall collect and maintain data concerning the Estero Bay watershed, and make such data
available to the public.

The ABM shall review and comment upon the District's Estero Bay management and
improvement study as it is developed. The ABM shall also review and comment to

I See Appendix A, Background Section of the Arnold Committee Report.

2 Stipulation signed April 10-11, 1995, in re DOAH Case No. 95-569. Parties included: Responsible Growth
Management Coalition and Ellen Peterson, Petitioners (counsel: Thomas Reese); Florida Bd of Regents of the State
University System of Florida (Robert Rhodes, counsel; Charles Reed, Chancellor, BOR ) and the South Florida Water
Management District (John Fumero, counsel; Sam Poole, Exec. Dir.) , Respondents; Lee County Bd of County
Commissioners, Intervenors (Linda Shelley also signed as Secretary of DCA).

3 It is presumed that the SWFRPC and DCA agreed to facilitate the process and provide technical assistance for the
Arnold Committee, and subsequently to the ABM, because such a role was clearly within their mission and required
under their statutory responsibilities. The settlement occurred in 1995; in 1993, the legislature made a substantive
revision to the role and power of regional planning councils, including the responsibility for resolving regional land use
disputes: “The regional planning council is recognized as Florida’s only multipurpose regional entity that is in a position
to plan for and coordinate intergovernmental solutions to growth-related problems on greater-than-local issues, provide
technical assistance to local governments, and meet other needs of the communities in each region.” § 186.502(4), F.S.;
Florida Iand Use Law, Second Edition, Section 20.07; Julian Juergensmeyer, Ed., Lexis Law Group 1999.
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regulatory agencies on issues affecting Estero Bay and its watershed. It is recommended
the ABM issue an annual "State of the Bay" report.

ABM members shall initially be appointed to one year terms by the Arnold Committee.
Thereafter the ABM shall determine the method of membership appointments. ABM
membership shall consist of, but not be limited to, Lee County legislative delegation
members who desire to participate, and shall include, but not be limited to, members
from the following: local Chambers of Commerce, Citizen and Civic Associations, Lee
County, the District, the Department of Environmental Protection, the FCFWFC, the
FGCU, the SWFRPC, commercial and recreational fishing interests, environmental and
conservation organizations, Responsible Growth Management Coalition, Fort Myers
Beach Civic Association, Citizens Association of Bonita Beach, scientists, affected
property owners, and the land development community.

(emphasis added)

The cooperative planning process referenced in section 4 of the Settlement Agreement culminated in the
adoption of the Arnold Committee Report and Recommendations in 1996. Subsequently, the Southwest
Regional Planning Council established the ABM as a council committee.

There are a number of issues discussed in the settlement agreement; unfortunately, the funding of and
duration of the ABM are not among them.

B. Ongoing Obligations Required by the Settlement Agreement
Duty to Provide Funding

The Settlement Agreement is silent on both the issues of funding and duration for the ABM. The
agreement discusses funding for the Estero Bay Improvement and Management Plan, which was
completed by the SFWMD, but not for the Arnold Committee or the ABM. The SWFRPC agreed to
house the ABM as a council committee, but the agreement did not address funding.

The issue of funding for the ABM only became an issue starting in 2010, the year the governor started
vetoing funding allocated for regional planning councils. At the direction of its board, SWFRPC staff
requested that ABM members make voluntary contributions to offset the cost of administering the ABM.
Several agencies and local governments have made voluntary contributions to the SWFRPC over the past
several years, and the ABM has also received periodic funding from various sources, including some
members who make contributions to the ABM as they are able.

Since no entity is legally obligated to provide payments to fund the ABM, there should be no punitive
legal ramifications to an entity for not funding the ABM. It was proposed during discussions in the
minutes that signatories to the Settlement Agreement might have an obligation to fund the ABM;
however, the plain language of the agreement does not contemplate funding for the ABM, and there is no
legal precedent setting a legal obligation for members of a “non-regulatory advisory body” to make
payments for the administrative costs of such bodies.

Duty to Staff ABM

Section 5 of the Settlement Agreement (supra) requires that the SWFRPC establish the ABM as a
subcommittee on the SWFRPC and provide staff support to the ABM.

Section 7(a) of the Settlement Agreement implies an ongoing obligation by SWFRPC and DCA (or DEO,
its successor in interest) to continue providing services; it states that SWFRPC and DCA were required to
sign the agreement because they are required to perform tasks relating to the Estero Bay ABM:
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7. Implementation

a. Because the settlement agreement requires the SWFRPC, the Florida
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), and State Representative J. Keith Arnold to
perform tasks relating to the Estero Bay ABM and the southeastern Lee County
cooperative planning process committee, the SWFRPC, DCA, and Representative Arnold
have been made signatories to this settlement agreement even though they are not parties
to the above-styled permit challenge proceeding.

(emphasis added)
Tenure of the ABM

Since the agreement is silent on the duration or life of the ABM, it will continue to exist until and unless
legal action is taken to dissolve the body. Any action to unilaterally dissolve the body could be contested
by the petitioners, Responsible Growth Management Coalition, Inc. and Ellen Peterson (Ms. Peterson’s
successor in interest.)

C. Conclusion

The language of the Settlement Agreement is conspicuously silent on several salient points: (1) a funding
source for the ABM, and (2) the life span or duration of the ABM.

e The Settlement Agreement does not contain language requiring Lee County or any other member
of the ABM to pay for the costs associated with the body.

e The Settlement Agreement was signed by the SWFRPC, and states that the SWFRPC will
establish the ABM as a council subcommittee and provide staff support to the ABM.

e The Settlement Agreement does not contain language limiting the life of the ABM.

Taking any action towards dissolution of the ABM would involve at least the potential to incur significant
legal costs. However, there are options for pursuing dissolution of the ABM, if the Council wishes to do
S0:

e Call a meeting of the remaining parties to the original agreement to determine whether there is
consensus to dissolve the ABM;

e File a motion to dissolve the ABM with the Division of Administrative Hearings (problem:
standing issue, since SWFRPC was not a party to the dispute); or

e Unilaterally decide to eliminate staffing for the ABM (problem: opens Council to the risk of
significant legal costs if the action is contested.)
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Appendix A. Background Section of the Arnold Committee Report
ARNOLD COMMITTEE
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS
l. BACKGROUND

The creation of the Arnold Committee resulted due to permit considerations involving Federal agencies,
and due to a challenge to permits pending issuance from the South Florida Water Management District
(SFWMD) for construction of the Florida Gulf Coast University. The Florida Gulf Coast University siting
process conducted through 1991-2 resulted in the selection of a site by the Florida Board of Regents (the
"Alico site"). Siting studies indicated that the site had its natural environment heavily impacted by nearby
mining operations, hydrologic alterations and exotic vegetation infestation. Federal agencies, however,
had concerns about the direct and secondary impacts that construction would have upon sensitive on-site
and off-site natural resources. Further, challengers to the SFWMD permits also raised concerns that this
University would introduce more intense urban uses to a rural area, an issue that also concerned Federal
entities.

Negotiations over permit issuance led to a settlement agreement that called for the creation of the Arnold
Committee and an assessment of overall land uses and natural systems, environmental protection, and
mitigation tools. The assessment in turn would lead to recommendations for action, and the creation of an
Agency for Bay Management for Estero Bay. This committee, the Arnold Committee is the vehicle by
which the settlement agreement is satisfied. The committee is a non-regulatory advisory body made up of
private citizens and landowners, along with representatives of non-profit groups and several levels of
government.

The primary charge of the "Arnold Committee™ was to develop a set of recommendations for the different
management entities that would result in a coordinated program of sustained resource management for
Southeast Lee County and Estero Bay. At its heart, land-use planning is about connections. Some of these
connections are functional: whether avoiding overt conflicts between incompatible land uses, or trying to
ensure geographic balance between residential, commercial, and industrial lands. Other connections are
physical: understanding the interaction and need for movement of people, drainage, power, drinking
water, and wildlife. Most of all, planning is about balance, trying to bind the things our society builds (or
conserves) into a mutually supportive whole. The Arnold Committee has undertaken its efforts seeking
appropriate connections and a balance between public and private needs.
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Appendix B. Settlement Agreement
RGMC, Inc. v. Florida Board of Regents, DOAH Case No. 95-569

(Following Page)



158 of 184

STATE OF FLORIDA
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

RESPONSIBLE GROWTH MANAGEMENT
COALITION, INC., and ELLEN PETERSON,

Petitioners,
DOAH Case No. 95-569
V.

)

)

)

)

)

)

- )
FLORIDA BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE )
STATE UNIVERSITY SYSTEM OF FLORIDA, )
and SOUTH FLORIDA WATER )
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, )
)

Respondents, )

)

and )
)

)

)

)

)

)

LEE COUNTY BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,

Intervenor.

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Petitioners, Responsible Growth Management Coal}tion, Inc. {(RGMC) and Ellen
Peterson (Peterson) and the Respondents, Florida Board of Regents of the State
University System of Florida (BOR) and South Florida Water Management Disfrict
7(District) hereby resolve and settle the above styled proceeding on the following
terms.

1. The Florida panther.

The final order for the wetland resource permit in this proceeding sought by the
BOR shall be amended to include the following language concerning the review of

adverse impacts of proposed projects upon the conservation of the Florida panther and
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its habitat.

"Section 403.918 (2) (a) (2), Fla. Stat. (199T) [now codified in Section
373.414 (1) (a) (2), Fla. Stat.,] and implemented in this case through the wetland
resource regulatory program and Fla. Admin. Code Chapter 62-312) provides in part
that:

"In determining whether an activity, which is in, on, or over surface waters or
wetlands. . .and is regulated under this part, is not contrary to the public -
interest or is clearly in the public interest, the governing board or the
department shall consider and balance the following criteria:

* * *
2. Whether the activity will adversely affect the conservation of fish and
wildlife, including endangered or threatened species, or their habitats. . ."

"In order to comply with the directive in Section 403.918 (2) (a) (2), Fla. Stat.
(1991), in the implementation of the wetland resource regulatory program, the
District’s review of impacts of wetland alteration projects upon the conservation of
the Florida panther and its habitats must include the evaluation of all habitat impacts
on the proposed site. Review can not be limited to just wetland habitat impacts and
denning site impacts.”

"While the District and the BOR neither agree with nor stipulate to the following
findings, they do acknowledge that the October 27, 1994 United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS) Biological Opinion for the Fiorida Gulf Coast University (FGCU)
project, the Treeline Boulevard project, and the Timberland & Tiburon project,
included such findings as:

1. The FGCU site is dominated by vegetative cover types of high suitability
as potential Florida panther habitat, namely upland hardwood hammocks and pine
flatwoods (pg. 14);

2. The Greater Corkscrew Region, of which the FGCU site is a part may
support a separate breeding segment of the Florida panther population (pg.11);

3. The Florida panther is a potentially present species on the FGCU site
according to the BOR consultants (pg. 16);

4, Florida panthers have been documented to the north of the FGCU site
(pg. 17);

5. According to the FWS Biological Opinion, no evidence of Florida panther
usage has been discovered on the FGCU site (pg. 17). However, the Florida Game
and Fresh Water Fish Commission asserts that a radio collared male Florida panther
was located via aerial telemetry on the FGCU site on May 29-30, 1989 (Florida Game
and Freshwater Fish Commission (FGFWFC) memo, 11/10/94);

6. The FGCU site currently has a deer and pig prey base for Florida
panthers, which is in the category of poor (pg. 11); ’

2
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7. The FGCU site is not within the area delineated by the January, 1994
Interagency Florida Panther Habitat Protection Plan (HPP) as priority lands (pg. 21);
and

8. Issuance of the three permits for the FGCU, Timberland & Tiburon and
Treeline Boulevard projects will adversely affect the Florida panther, but will not
jeopardize the continued existence of the species (pg. 22);"

"In order to mitigate for any potential adverse affects of the FGCU project on
habitat, and not create any adverse cumulative and secondary affects on the
conservation of the Florida panther and its habitat, Lee County has agreed to mitigate
for any lost habitat functions on the FGCU site by purchasing currently impacted lands
within the area identified in the January, 1994 Florida Panther Habitat Protection Plan
(HPP) within Lee County, in accordance with Lee County Board of County Commission
Resolution No. 95-01-13 which is incorporated herein.by reference.”

"The proposed mitigation plan for the FGCU project consists of $1.7 million for
the purchase, restoration and management of approximately 560+ acres of land
within the HPP in Lee County. This land is to be located within the area identified in
Special Condition #35 of the surface water management permit and Special Condition
#32 of the wetland resource permit, and in accordance with Lee County Board of
County Commission Resolution No. 95-01-13. The key elements of this mitigation
plan are the acquisition of all or part of Section 12 (T 46 R 26 E) or acquisition of all
or parts of Sections 23 and 24. The management of these lands will be combined
with the management of the Green Meadows Mitigation Areas, which will be
consistent with the CREW Project management plan. The purchase of the land will
result in the creation of a larger area of ecosystem protection in Lee County, in the
area of the Green Meadows and Flint-Penn Strand Corridors."

"This mitigation plan will not individually adversely affect the conservation of
the Florida panther and its habitat because there -will be no net loss of Florida panther
habitat functions since the identified land to be purchased, restored and managed is
within the HPP and the land has been disturbed by previous agricultural row cropping
activities. The land acquisition, restoration and management provided for herein will
address the impacts of the Treeline Avenue and FGCU projects. The purchase of this
previously disturbed land replaces and restores the Florida panther habitat functions
which may be adversely impacted on the FGCU site, resulting in no net loss of panther
habitat functlons

2. Surface Water Treatment Criteria.

For each phase of the project, FGCU shall provide 1/2 inch of dry

detention/retention pretreatment in addition to the required primary treatment volume

3
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of the first one-inch of wet or dry detention treatment for all runoff to "waters of the
state” (i.e. total treatment of the first 1.5 inches of Tunoff). For the one-inch of
primary treatment volume, FGCU shall have the option of providing this treatment by
means of a systerﬁ which provides the functional equivalent or better of one-inch of
" wet detention, or the equivalent dry detention treatment in terms of quality. This
treatment criteria will be added to the FGCU surface water management permit.
- 3 Estero Bay Improvement and Management Plan

The District shall develop an Estero Bay Improvement and Management (EBIM)
plan. The EBIM plan shall include and address the following tasks:

a. collect, develop and analyze data on freshwater inflows (surface and
groundﬁater) into Estero Bay; |

b. collect, develop and analyze data on the total pollutant loads (i.e. point
source, non-point source, airborne) into Estero Bay and its tributaries;

c. collect, develop, and analyze vegetative community trends in Estero Bay
and its tributaries;

d. develop biological goals and standardé for Estero Bay and its tributaries;

e. develop pollution load reduction goals (PLRG) for point sources and non-
~ point sources discharging into Estero Bay and its tributaries..

The EBIM plan shall be iniﬁally funded by the District for a sum of at least
$50,000.00 to be funded in the FY 1996 Budget, subject to Governing Board

adoption, for an Estero Bay freshwater inflow plan.
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It is estimated that an additional sum of at least $500,000.00 will be necessary
for the District to develop and complete the plan. In the event the Florida Legisiature
does not make an appropriation sufficient to fund the study, the District, FGCU, and
the SWFRPC shall use their best efforts to obtain the necessary funding. In the event
insufficient funding is provided for plan development, the District shall undertake as
many of the plan ta;sks (a) through (e) above as possible vyith available fundiﬁg. This
agreement, howéver, does not constitute a commitment by the parties hereto to fund
the study beyond the sum of $50,000.00 for the freshwater inflow study, as referred
to above.

4. Representative Arnold Commi

State Representative J. Keith Arnold shall chair a cooperative planning process
composed of state and federal regulatory agencies, Lee County, Responsible Growth
Management Coalition, affected property owners,'and environmental organizations
{Arnold Committee). The Arnold Committee shall be a non-regulatory advisory body.
Details of the membership, geographic scope, duration goals and scope of study are
set forth in Exhibit A hereto.  The Florida Department of Community Affairs agrees to
provide the staff support for the Arnold ACOmmitt'ee.

5. Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management

After the completion of the Arnold Committee, but in no case later than
September, 1996, the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (SWFRPC) shall
establish an Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management (ABM) as a subcommittee on the

SWFRPC. The SWFRPC shall provide staff support to the ABM.
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The ABM shall be a non-regulatory advisory body whose directive is to make
comments and recommendations for the manageméT\t of Estero Bay and its
watershed. The ABM shall collect and maintain data concerning the Estero Bay .
- watershed, and make such data available to the public.

The_ ABM shall review and comment upon the District’s Estero Bay management
and improvement study as it is developed. The ABM shall also review and comment
to regulatory agencies on issues affecting Estero Bay and its watershed. It is
recommended the ABM issue an annual "State of the Bay" report.

ABM members shall initially be appointed to one year terms by the Arnold
Committee. Thereafter the ABM shall determine the method of membership
appointments. ABM membership shall consist of, but not be limited to, Lee County
legislative delegation members who desire to participate, and shall include, but not be
limited to, members from the following: local Chambers of Commerce, Citizen and
Civic Associations, Lee County, the District, the Department of Environmental
Protection, the FGFWFC, the FGCU, the SWFRPC, commercial and recreational fishing
interests, environmental and conservation organizations, Responsible Growth
Management Coalition, the Ft. Myefs Beach Civic Association, Citizens Association
of Bonita Beach,‘ scientists, affected property owners, and the land development

community.
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6. Mitigation Banks in Southeastern Lee ngﬁxx

The District shall identify and establish a mitigation bank in the HPP area of
southeastern Lee County. Where appropriate, the District shall also encouragé private
mitigation banks in the HPP area of southeastern Lee County.

7. Implementation |

a. Because the settlement agreement requires the SWFRPC, the Florida
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), and State Representative J. Keith Arnold
to perform tasks relating to the Estero Bay ABM and the southeastern Lee County
cooperative planning process comniittee, the SWFRPC, DCA, and Representative
Arnold have been made signatories to this settiement agreement even though they are
not parties to the above-styled permit challenge proceeding.

b. The RGMC, Peterson, the District, and BOR agree to request the State
Division of Administrative Hearings (DOAH) to relinquish jurisdiction to the District
Governing Board for the purpose of taking final agency action to implement this
settlement agreement and issue the challenged surface water management and
wetland resource permits to the BOR.

c. The execution of the settlement agreement by the parties and the District
Governing Board’s adoption of a ﬁhal order implementing the settlement agreément
and issuing thé requested permits shall resolve all claims of the parties relating to the

subject matter of the permits at issue in this proceeding.
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d. In the event the District Governing Board fails to approve this settlement
agreement and take final agency action to implement the settlement agreement, the
parties shall request the DOAH Hearing Officer to schedule the final hearing as soon
as practicéble.

e. In the event this settlement agreement is not approved by the District -
Governing Board, the settlement agreerﬁent shall not be admissible at the final hearing
and shall in no manner limit the arguments of the parties.

f. The Petitioner RGMC and their undersigned counsel, Thomas W. Reese,
hereby agree not to participate in any further judicial or administrative proceedings
challenging the FGCU project or any future phases thereto or the Treeline Avenue
Project. Actions to enforce the instant settilement agreement are not included within
this prohibition.

g. This settlement agreement shall not be construed to bind other projects
or landowners that are not a party to this agreement.

h. This settlement agreemenf is contingent upon the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency providing a letter of support

and participation regarding the cooperative planning processes outlined herein.




STIPULATED this |Q\'k_ day of Q@ j'ii , 1995

LINDA LOOMIS SHELLEY
Secrotary, DCA
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'JOHN_J,PUMERO, ESQUIRE SAMUEL E. POOLE, Il
Counsel for the District Executlve Director for the District
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' P .
STIPULATED this _72" " dayof _Zpie’t 1995

ROBERT M. RHODES, ESQUIRE CHARLES B. REED
Counsel for BOR Chancellor, BOR




STIPULATED this

// _day of

12

g A

, 1995
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STIPULATED this _{ l day of 4&4‘/ , 1995

omae 4/ ooone

THOMAS W. REESE, ESQUIRE
Counsel for Petitioners R C and Peterson

13




STIPULATED this Ii day of )4)&/1/ , 1995

President, RGMC

14
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EXHIBIT "A"

The Arnold Committee
Section |: Purpose

4 The parties recognize that there are concerns about the environmental
sensitivity of southeastern Lee County and the need for close coordination of land use
planning, land acquisition for environmental protection, and environmental permitting.
By executing this agreement the parties agree to establish a cooperative, time-limited,
interagency advisory committee to make recommendations on planning issues for
southeastern Lee County with an opportunity for full participation of property owners
in the area and the general public. Each party agrees to participate in the planning
process.

The primary purpose of this effort is to share and enhance knowledge of the
~area, to continue and accelerate land acquisition for environmental protection, to
evaluate and where warranted and reasonable improve the technical basis for
environmental permitting, and to establish a strategy for regional mitigation banking.

The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council and Florida Department of
Community Affairs agree to facilitate the process and provide technical assistance.

Section lI: Membership

By September 1, 1995, there shall be established an advisory committee whose
membership shall include the Florida Board of Regents, South Florida Water
Management District, Responsible Growth Management Coalition, Inc., Lee County,
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council, Florida Department of Community
Affairs, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, U. S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and affected property owners. The meetings of the
Committee shall be public, with notice given in the local newspaper. The Committee
shall establish supporting sub-committees: aland Acquisition Group whose focus will
be on coordination of various land acquisition programs and formulation of strategy
for regional mitigation banking; and a Technical Work Group whose focus will be on
evaluation and improvement to technical standards for environmental permitting. The
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers agrees to assist and advise and Committee and sub-
committees on the impact of their proposals and recommendations on the Section 404
permit program.

Section Ill. Geographic Scope

The Committee shall address the area delineated by S. R. 82 to the north, the
Lee County boundary to the east, the Lee County boundary to the south and I-75 to
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the west, except for the Southwest Florida International Airport Project and expansion
lands.

Section IV. Duration

The Committee shall complete a final report no later than one year after
execution of this agreement.

Section V. Goals
All efforts of the Committee shall be directed towards establishing a

coordinated approach to land use planning, land acquisition and environmental
permitting which would achieve the following goals:

1. Improved protection and management of water and wetland resources.

2, Improved protection and management of wildlife resources.

3. The establishment of a regional mitigation bank for the acquisition of land
for environmental protection.

4, Continued and accelerated acquisition, restoration and management of
fands important for the protection of water, wetlands, habitat and wildlife.

5. Protection of the rights of property owners. The protection of the rights
o private property owners shall include, but not be limited to, the provision
of

greater certainty, predictability and lower permitting costs.
Section VI. Scope of Study

The report for southeast Lee County, prepared by the Committee, shall at a
~ minimum address the following specific topics:

1. ‘Land Use

The Committee shall identify through maps and inventory existing land
uses, future land uses as allowed by the Lee County Comprehensive Plan
and land uses which have not yet been developed although specific
permits have been issued.
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Land Acquisition

The Committee shall identify through maps and inventory those areas
acquired for environmental protection, those areas identified for future
acquisition and those additional areas for which land acquisition is
recommended. The Committee shall also identify the potential funding
sources for the acquisition, as well as the acquisition costs.

Wildlife Habitat

The Committee shall identify through maps and inventory areas of
habitat for protected wildlife. The Committee shall address the most
desirable methods to protect the wildlife particularly with regard to areas
for land acquisition.

Water Management

The Committee shall determine if revisions are desirable to South Florida
Water Management District and U. S. Army Corps of Engineers wetland
permitting criteria for the particular characteristics of southeastern Lee
County. Particular attention shall be given to the maintenance of
wetland hydrology. The Committee shall determine if post development
water quantity and quality, including timing, will degrade the water
quality of Estero Bay and Corkscrew Swamp, and make
recommendations which address maintaining surface water quality.

Regional Mitigation Strategy
The Committee shall formulate a strategy for regional mitigation banking.

The strategy shall encompass the efforts of those agencies party to this
agreement and shall complement existing acquisition programs.
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Nominations Committee Report/Election of 2014 Officers

At its November 21, 2013 meeting, the Council asked for volunteers and the following members
volunteered to serve on the 2014 Nominations Committee. A meeting/conference call was

scheduled for Tuesday, December 17, 2013 at 11:00 a.m.

» Commissioner Frank Mann, Lee County BOCC
» Commissioner Cheryl Cook, City of North Port
» Mr. Phil Flood, SFWMD

After careful review and the nominees had been contacted and accepted the positions, the
Nominations Committee recommended the following:

% 2014 Chair - Councilwoman Teresa Heitmann, City of Naples
% 2014 Vice Chair - Mr. Robert Mulhere, Collier County Governor Appointee
% 2014 Secretary - Mr. Don McCormick, Charlotte County Governor Appointee

* 2014 Treasurer - Councilman Forrest Banks, City of Fort Myers

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

1. Approve the Nominations Committee Report.
2. Approve the 2014 Slate of Officers

01/2014
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SWEFRPC Resolution #2014-01

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL OPPOSING THE
DESIGNATION AND SALE OF CAYO COSTA LAND PARCELS BY THE DEP DIVISION OF STATE LANDS

WHEREAS, Chapter 253, Florida Statutes, provides the authorization under which the Board of Trustees
of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of the State of Florida (Board of Trustees) may hold title to state
property, and under which it is authorized to surplus and dispose of lands for which it holds title;

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection’s (DEP) Division of State Lands is
Florida’s lead agency for environmental management and stewardship, and serves as staff to the Board
of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund;

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 216.0153, Florida Statutes, DEP and the Department of Management
Services must submit to the Governor and Legislature by October 1 of each year a list of state-owned
property recommended for disposition;

WHEREAS, prior to the sale of conservation land owned by the Board of Trustees, it must first be
reviewed by the Acquisition and Restoration Council (ARC), a 10-member group with representatives
from four state agencies, four appointees of the Governor, one appointee by the Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission, and one appointee by the Commissioner of Agriculture and Consumer
Services, and ARC must determine that that the land is no longer needed for conservation purposes;

WHEREAS, in response to a mandate from the Florida Legislature, the Division of State Lands, in
cooperation with state conservation land managing agencies, has conducted an extensive inventory of
state-owned conservation lands, evaluating the lands for their conservation value, with the purpose of
raising money through the sale of state surplus lands for purchase of lands that may have a greater need
for conservation®, and has created a draft list of surplus lands to be offered for sale by the Board of
Trustees;

WHEREAS, the ARC list of surplus lands includes parcels of land within Cayo Costa State Park in Lee
County, which create a valuable buffer area which would be lost if they were to be sold for development
or any other incompatible land use;

WHEREAS, the listing of the Cayo Costa parcels is opposed by numerous citizens and organizations,
including the Conservancy of Southwest Florida, Audubon Florida, Charlotte Harbor National Estuary
Program, Florida Wildlife Federation, Florida Coastal and Ocean Coalition, Friends of Cayo Costa, and
others, based on their belief that the land is still needed for conservation purposes, including the
following rationales:

e The process and methodology utilized to create the draft list of surplus lands were flawed;

e The land is highly susceptible to storm surge and hurricane damage, and private development of
the land would place private owners and potentially taxpayers in Florida at risk of loss by
underwriting reconstruction of structures homes built on these lands through the state-run
Citizens Property Insurance Corp. and the Florida Hurricane Catastrophe Fund;

e The Land Management Plan adopted by the Division of State Lands, and approved by the ARC
states that the "The optimum boundary for Cayo Costa State Park includes all remaining public

! Florida Forever Budget Proviso language From the 2013-2014 General Appropriations Act.
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and private lands on Cayo Costa Island, and remaining unimproved private parcels on the
central and southern portions of North Captiva Island.”?;

e The parcels have a Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of Conservation Land Upland
and/or Conservation Wetland, which does not permit residential density or commercial
development, indicating that the parcels are not suitable for development, and it would be
contrary to public policy to change the FLUM designation on these parcels to any other
designation;

e The parcels have significant environmental value, as evidenced by the presence of three or more
rare species and functional wetlands; and

o Selling the parcels would be contrary to the intent of Article X, Section 18, of the Florida
Constitution concerning the disposition of conservation lands, which requires that public lands
designated for natural resources conservation purposes be managed for the benefit of the
citizens of the state, and may be disposed of only if it is determined that the property is no
longer needed for conservation purposes;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council opposes the
designation or sale of any parcels on Cayo Costa as surplus lands by the DEP Division of State Lands.

DULY ADOPTED by the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council this 16" day of January, 2014.

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

Teresa Heitman, Chair

ATTEST:

Margaret Wuerstle, Executive Director

2 Cayo Costa State Park Management Plan, Dec. 9, 2005, pg. 49.
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SWFRPC Resolution #2014-02

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL
SUPPORTING UF/IFAS BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE SWFREC

WHEREAS, the Southwest Florida Research and Education Center (SWFREC), part of University of
Florida’s Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences (UF/IFAS), was established as a UF support facility in
1958 and became a UF/IFAS station in 1986 after agricultural interests in southwest Florida convinced
the state that the region needed its own center to serve the area’s unique agricultural needs;

WHEREAS, the research and extension capacity at SWFREC has been and will continue to be an
economic engine for the region and the state;

WHEREAS, the SWFREC serves Collier, Lee, Charlotte, Hendry and Glades counties, which produce
almost 25% of Florida’s citrus and nearly 80% of the tomatoes and other fresh vegetables sold during
winter to northeastern U.S. markets;

WHEREAS, southwest Florida agricultural interests, including citrus, vegetable, sugarcane, and
ornamental growers, along with cattle ranchers, collectively generate S1 billion in farm sales annually,
and are the core of an agribusiness and natural resource economy in southwest Florida that contributes
more than $6 billion of total annual economic activity statewide;

WHEREAS, in 2009, SWFREC ranked in the top 25% among the 29 departments within UF/IFAS in terms
of competitive grants and refereed journal publications per faculty, two important metrics of academic
productivity;

WHEREAS, in recent years, the SWFREC has last funding for staff, faculty and research programs, limiting
and endangering the ability of the SWFREC to promote and protect the health and productivity of
southwest Florida agricultural interests;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council supports the
UF/IFAS budget request of $4.9 million to restore the Southwest Florida Research & Education Center
(SWFREC) programs to prior levels, including hiring a center director, restoring lost faculty and staff
positions, and providing for the construction of new buildings to accommodate the increased staff,
faculty, and students.

DULY ADOPTED by the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council this 16" day of January, 2014.

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

Teresa Heitman, Chair

ATTEST:

Margaret Wuerstle, Executive Director
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