REGULAR MEETING OF THE LADY LAKE TOWN COMMISSION

DATE: Monday, January 4, 2016
TIME: 6:00 p.m.
PLACE: Town Hall Commission Chambers

409 Fennell Blvd., Lady Lake, Florida

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE CORDIALLY INVITED TO ATTEND THIS
PUBLIC MEETING

AGENDA*

CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Ruth Kussard

PROCEDURAL: Citizens are encouraged to participate in the Town of Lady Lake

meetings. Speakers will be limited to three (3) minutes. Additional time may be granted

by the Mayor. Citizen groups are asked to name a spokesperson and the Mayor, at
his/her discretion, may allow longer than three minutes. Upon being recognized by the

Mayor, please approach the dais, state your name and address, and speak into the

microphone. The order of agenda items may be changed if deemed appropriate by the

Town Commission. Please be respectful of others and put your cell phone on silent

mode.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Mayor Ruth Kussard

INVOCATION!': Pastor James Keough — Congregational Church of The Villages

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENTS?

PRESENTATION:

1. Presentation of a Certificate of Appreciation to the Veterans Memorial Park of The
Villages for the Donation of a Sound System to the Police Department (Chris
McKinstry)

2. Retirement of Officer Vernon Wherry (Chris McKinstry)

CONSENT’:

3. Minutes — December 7, 2015 — Regular Commission Meeting

OLD BUSINESS



J. NEW BUSINESS:

4. Water Oak Country Club Estates — Major Modification to Site Plan - MJM
09/15-002 — Proposing a 130°x90” Area for Six Pickle Ball Courts, a 50’x84’
Basketball Court, a 30°x60” Volleyball Court, a 30°x50” Picnic Pavilion, Add Ten
Regular Parking Spaces, 48 Golf Cart Parking Spaces, Installation of a Retention
Pond Area, and Landscaping Buffer Upgrades all Along Water Oaks Boulevard at
the Shady Oaks Recreation Complex — Located at 1 Shady Oaks Park (Thad
Carroll)

4 . Consideration to Replace the 15 Ton Condensing Unit at the Library (Marsha
Brinson)

K. TOWN ATTORNEY’S REPORT:

5. Resolution No. 2015-113 — First/Final Reading — Variance Request by SRK Lady
Lake 43 Associates, LLC for the Verizon Store to Allow a Secondary Wall Sign to
be Placed on the Northwest Elevation of an Outparcel Building — Located at 472 N.
US Hwy 27/441 (Thad Carroll)

6. Ordinance No. 2016-04 — First Reading — Suspension of the Supplemental
Education Assistance Fee (Thad Carroll)

L. TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT:

7. Consideration of One Appointment to the Economic Development Advisory
Committee (Kris Kollgaard)

8.  Consideration of Changing the Meeting Dates of the Second Commission Meetings
in January and February Due to the Martin Luther King Jr. and Presidents’ Day
Holidays (Kris Kollgaard)
M. MAYOR/COMMISSIONER’S REPORT:
N.  PUBLIC COMMENTS*
0. ADJOURN

*Back up for agenda items is available on the Town’s website at www.ladylake.org or
contact the Town Clerk at (352) 751-1571.

This public hearing is being conducted in a handicapped accessible location. Any handicapped person requiring an interpreter for the hearing
impaired or the visually impaired should contact the Clerk's Office at least two (2) days prior to the meeting and an interpreter will be provided.
To access a Telecommunication Device for Deaf Persons (TDD), please call (352) 751-1565. Any handicapped person requiring special
accommodations at this meeting should contact the Clerk's Office at least two (2) days prior to the meeting.

Advice to the Public: If'a person decides to appeal a decision made with respect to any matter considered at the above meeting or hearing, he
may need a verbatim record of the proceedings including the testimony and evidence, a record of which is not provided by the Town of Lady
Lake. (F.S. 286-0105) Please be advised that one or more members of any other Town Board or Committee may be in attendance of this
meeting.

NS/Word/Town Clerk/Agendas - Commission Meeting — 01-04-2016

YUny invocation that may be offered before the official start of the Commission meeting shall be the
voluntary offering of a private citizen, to and for the benefit of the Commission. The views or beliefs



expressed by the invocation speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by the Commission,
and the Commission is not allowed by law to endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, or any other
speaker.

2 This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. It is not
limited to items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.

* All items listed under consent are considered routine by the Town Commission and will be enacted by
one motion, There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Town Commissioner so
requests, in which event the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered in its normal
sequence.

* This section is reserved Jor members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. It is not
limited to items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.



There is no packet
for

Agenda Item G-1.



There is no packet
for *

Agenda Item G-2.
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE LADY LAKE TOWN COMMISSION
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA

December 7, 2015
The Regular Meeting of the Lady Lake Town Commission was held in the Commission Chambers
at Lady Lake Town Hall, 409 Fennell Blvd.,, Lady Lake, Florida with Mayor Ruth Kussard
presiding. The meeting convened at 6:00 p.m.

A. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Ruth Kussard

B. PROCEDURAL: Citizens are encouraged to particip

meetings. Speakers will be limited to three (3) minutes. A
the Mayor. Citizen groups are asked to name a spo
discretion, may allow longer than three minutes.

the Town of Lady Lake
nal time may be granted by
: the Mayor, at his/her
ognized by the Mayor,

Please be respectful of others and put Your g
C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
D.  INVOCATION: Reverend/Dr. P;

E. ROLL CALL:

ABSENT:

Library Staft; Darryl F'landers, Lead WW Operator; Steve Pfouts,
dministrative Assistant; Brenda Brock, Utilities Staff Assistant;
ibiition & Collection Operator; Kevin Yoakam, Utility Locator; Pete
Sullivan, Utility Te Johnathon Wimes, Utility Tech 1; Joe Grubb, Lead Mechanic; and Butch
Goodman, Utilities Supervisor of Public Works; Julia Wolfe Admlmstratwe Assistant to Town
Manager; and Nancy Slaton, Deputy Town Clerk

F. PUBLIC COMMENTS!

Mayor Kussard asked if there were any comments at this time. There were no comments.

G. PRESENTATION:

1. Presentation of Bright Idea Awards for 2015 (Kris Kollgaard/Department Heads)
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

The background summary for this agenda item is on file in the Clerk’s office. It includes the
nomination reports by department heads for their staff members.

Town Manager Kris Kollgaard stated that this employee incentive program was started in 2011 and
has been very successful every year. She stated that staff has saved the Town $250,000 over the
past five years, with $80,000 in savings reoccurring every year. She stated that the department
heads will read the background for the awards and present the certificates and checks (5200 to each
employee recognized) to the employees this year. Ms. Kollgaard introduced Chief Chris
McKinstry.

Chief Chris McKinstry recognized Captain Jason Brough of the Police Department for his effort in
saving money for the Department by locating grant funding to providgacogt effective solution to
replace outdated and/or inefficient records software programs. H fated that countless man hours
were saved by the new programs and software automation. on, the savings from the
discontinued support service fee of $10,000 per year for maififaining® mctionality of the mobile
NCIC/FCIC query function was utilized to purchase printerssfor &l patrol enable the printing
of crash reports and traffic citations at a one-time cost o 0; resulting i t year savings of
$4,883, and second and subsequent year savings of $9,483 thereafter. Chief Kinstry accepted
the award on behalf of Captain Brough who was undblgito attend this evening. 4

Ms. Kollgaard introduced Marsha Brinson, Library Directo esent awards to her staff.

Ms. Brinson stated she nominated the li%

o Mary Petrucelli, Be
and Victoria-Bak

staff for their cooperative effort. He stated their idea
& clarifier wheel replacement at the wastewater plant by
ent instead of a contractor, and having the wheels recovered or
taff. He stated that this equals to a savings per wheel replacement
evious cost of $10,200 per wheel). Mr. Eagle reported the total
staff replaced four wheels. He recognized the recipients from his

employee with their Bright Idea award certificate and check:

utilizing T
rebuilt, the
of $9,875.00 (
savings for 2015 Wz
department and pres

e Darryl Flanders, L.éad WW Operator; Steve Pfouts, WW Operator; Peggy Smith, Administrative
Assistant; Brenda Brock, Utilities Staff Assistant; Robert Barnes, Lead Distribution &
Collection Operator; Kevin Yoakam, Utility Locator; Pete Sullivan, Utility Tech 1; Johnathon
Wimes, Utility Tech 1; Joe Grubb, Lead Mechanic; and Butch Goodman, Utilities Supervisor of
Public Works

The Commissioners and audience applauded staff for these achievements.

Ms. Kollgaard stated that although department heads are not eligible for this award, they were
instrumental in achieving these savings. She thanked staff for their efforts.
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

H. CONSENT!;

Mayor Kussard asked if there were any questions or comments on the Consent items, and hearing
none, asked for a motion,

2. Minutes — November 16, 2015 — Regular Commission Meeting

3. Consideration for New Song Community Church to Hold an Easter Sunrise Service at
the Log Cabin/Veterans Park on Easter Sunday (Mike Burske)

The background summary for this agenda item is on file in the Clerk’s Office. It states that the New
Song Community Church is asking for the use of the lawn at the Log Cébin/Veterans Park for a
sunrise service on Sunday, March 27, 2016 between the hours of 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m., which is
before the park opens. Parking will be utilized at the Cabin a ir facility across the street.
They are expecting 50 people to attend this event. No Town i
of the power. As this is Easter Sunday, the Parks and Rec
for assistance. There is no fee for this facility or the u

Song Community Church has hosted this event at,
great steward of the park. '

permission to host an arts
of Commerce is workings

the past. As usual, the company will provide
security during the €ve ion staff and the Police Department will be

assisting with this event.

s agenda item is on file in the Clerk’s Office. It states that the
again desires to renew its lease agreement with the Town for the
e new lease will have a one year term. The dates on the contract
t that the Lady Lake Historical Society is responsible for insuring
changes to the proposed document. The insurance requirements for the
en removed due to the fact we provide liability insurance at this location.

their items are the
indemnity clause have

Upon a motion by Commissioner Hannan and a second by Commissioner Vincent, the
Commission approved Consent Items #H-2 through H-5 by a vote of 4 to 0.

I. OLD BUSINESS: No old business.
J. NEW BUSINESS:

6. Water Oak Country Club Estates — Minor Modifications to Site Plan — MNM 11/15-
002 — Providing for Stormwater Improvements, Grading Changes, and Installation of
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Retaining Walls in Various Areas of the Community — Located at 106 Evergreen Lane (Thad

Carxrolf

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s office). He stated that Daniel R. Gibbs with Atwell, LLC, representing the
property owner, Sun Communities Finance LP, has submitted a minor modification to site plan for
the Water Oak Country Club Estates site as per Town of Lady Lake Land Development
Regulations, Chapter 7, Section 11.a. Mr. Carroll stated this modification is proposing a retaining
wall, grading, storm sewer installation, utility relocation and drainage improvements along Norman
Street, Bishop Drive, Trevino Drive, Bradley Lane, Stadler Street and Cottonwood Circle, Within
the Water Oak Estates Country Club (AK 1584825). He summarized the j;

e Construction of a retaining wall on Norman Street along the
in order to provide the required depth needed to build homes

to Basin IV which drains to Kidney Lake.

» Additionally, construction of four retaining walls.
utility relocation will be completed along Bishop .
to prov1de the requlred grades and depths needed to

o At Stadler Street, there will be a reloct existi eWwer in order to provide a
i 1e sites, but the new layout
will be for one home site.

e site in“order to provide buildable areas for

e Lastly, the applicant
: howed six home sites, but new layout will be

£d
nd North Highway 27/441 and exhibits multiple active retirement
houses, a restaurant, golf courses, tennis courts, and a ball park.

lication was received on November 23, 2015. The property is zoned
“MH-9”, which is ‘Maniifactured Home High Density, and permits the drainage and site
improvements proposedfor recreational facilities within residential developments. The Future
Land Use Map designation for the property is Manufactured Home High Density (MH-HD). Site
plans have been submitted by Daniel Robert Gibbs, with Atwell. Reviews were completed for the
Town by Town staff, Neel-Schaffer Engineering, Kerry Barnett for fire, and Building Official
Dallas Foss. The following items were included in the packet:

1. Site Plan Review completed by Growth Management on 11/30/2015.

2. Review No. 1 for the general site development completed by Neel-Schaffer Engineering, dated
11/30/2015.

3. St. Johns Water Management District Modification Letter No. 19000-6 (pending).
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

Mr. Carroll reported the Technical Review Committee members individually reviewed the
application and provided comments regarding the Site Plan application on Monday, November 30,
2015 and that the Planning and Zoning Board does not review Site Plan Modifications.

Commissioner Vincent commented that it appears that over 70 trees will be removed in Water Oak
for these improvements. He asked if it would be possible for the developer to save at least one
canopy tree behind each home.

Daniel Gibbs with Atwell, LLC introduced himself. He replied that it is something they can look at
and that it is their plan to follow the Town’s tree ordinance. He stated they also plan for the
modular block retaining wall to be a design feature and he will bring it up. to the developer to try to
incorporate trees in the landscaping, although they may be spaced out dmd:not be directly behind
each home.

Ms. Kollgaard stated it would be aesthetically pleasing to incl
wall.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll g
file in the Clerk’s office).

pligant, Darr zdell with Outsidein Architecture
t Approval of a subdivision consisting of 23 lots on a 30-acre
ely 1000+ feet east of the Sumter County line,

2, 1739861). He stated the present use of
the property is commerci

drawings were.reviewed

1 by Town Attorney, dated 12/1/15.
d by Town Surveyor, dated 11/30/2015.

. Declaration of enan , Restrictions and Easement for Lumen Park

4

5

6

7. Certificate of Title ==
8. Final Subdivision Plat Plans

9. Application and Warranty Deeds

Mr. Carroll reviewed the background for this item as follows:

1) The Lumen Park at Lady Lake MJSP 06/15-001 received approval by Town Commission on
July 20, 2015 for a three-story 151,790 sq. ft. building providing 154 beds in 129 units and pool
amenities. The developer has not initiated construction of the approved improvements to date.

2) A Sewer & Water Agreement will be executed between Town of Lady Lake and the Property
Owner/Developer for the Lumen Park Major Site Plan MISP 06/15-001 project.

Page 5of 17
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

3) The Developer/owner is proposing to covey certain utilities off-site improvements to the Town.
4) As per the Declaration of Covenants, Restrictions, and Easement, Section 3). 3.1)., the lot owner
shall have the obligation to construct all of the common element improvements and access easement
areas referred to as Infrastructure Improvements.

Comments/Satisfied/Revised Items:

e The final plat and declaration of covenants, conditions, and restrictions have been updated to

include all exhibits. Additionally, Section 6.4 which is drafted in agcordance with Ordinance
2011-28, has been added to the declaration of covenants.

recorded rights of way has
been added.
e The comment regarding Certificate of Title has been addresscd and
of November 20, 2015.
» The comment regarding including the legal descriptign anda reference for
Lake Urut 23 on Sheet 1 and Sheet 2 respectwely 1ave been addressed.

has been provided as

e, Villages of Lady

Coftistruction Bond'is not required
ents to be conveyed to the Town.
r the site plan improvements are

A determination has been made by the Town Attofne '
for this project based on the fact there are no public i
Any off-site improvements for utilitie,

! ndmg apprbval to forward to the Plannmg &
g & Zoning Board reviewed the ﬁnal plat

application at their Tegu
by a vote of 4-0.

8. Ordinance No_r__ 015-15 — Second/Final Reading — Annexation — The_ Villages of Lake-
Sumter, Inc. — Annexing Three Lots of Approximately (.43 +/- Acres — Located within Orange
Blossom Gardens Units 2 and 3.1B within Lake County, Florida (Thad Carroll)

Town Attorney Derek Schroth read the ordinance by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s office). He stated that the applicant, Martin L. Dzuro, on behalf of the Villages of
Lake-Sumter, Inc., has filed applications to annex properties consisting of three lots located north of
Griffin Avenue and northeast of North Highway 27/441 within the Orange Blossom Garden
Subdivisions Units 2 and 3.1B. Mr. Carroll stated the annexation application involves annexing
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0.43 +/- acres of property from unincorporated Lake County into the Town of Lady Lake, and the
three lots are spread out along different roads and include the following addresses:

e 1410 Lester Dr. Lady Lake, FL 32159
e 912 Cindy Dr. Lady Lake, FL 32159
e 842 Silver Oak Ave, Lady Lake, FL 32159

Mr. Carroll stated that staff recommends approval of this ordinance. This is an on-going effort by
The Villages to purchase manufactured homes and replace them with conventional homes, and
these homes are in the enclave area of The Villages. A map and an aerial view of the area and
subject parcels was shown, as were photos of the posting of the propertie

The subject properties lie in Section 06, Township 18 South,
Florida. Appropriate legal descriptions, a location map, and
included with the submitted application, All lots will be serve
Development District Central Water and Sewer System, a

24 East, in Lake County,
f the property have been

In accordance with the provisions of Florida Statu
Agreement executed September 4, 2013 between L
Florida, the Town may annex property into the To

non-contiguous lots.

The annexation application was received
and determined to be complete, satisfving the
statutory requirements. The application
Development Regulation as well as
transmittal to the Town

ding property owners (52) within 150 feet of
iled on Thursday, October 22, 2015 and the

ission with the recommendation of approval. At the November 16,
mmission voted 5-0 for approval of Ordinance No.2015-15 at first

2015 meeting, the T ;
reading,

Mr. Carroll stated Martin Dzuro is present if there are any questions.

Mayor Kussard asked if the Commissioners or anyone from the audience had any questions, and
hearing none, asked for a motion.

Upon a motion by Commissioner Vincent and seconded by Commissioner Holden, the

Commission approved the second/final reading of Ordinance No. 2015-15 by the following roll
call vote:

Page 7 of 17



o0 ~J N U B W b —

[FORETSRE ST RSN NG NG T N T 6 T NG B NG T N6 T Vo T O T o B e T e e e B el
W= WO -1 B W h— S Weeo -1y b — OO

34
35
36
37
38
39

Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

HOLDEN YES
VINCENT YES
HANNAN YES
KUSSARD YES

9. Ordinance No. 2015-16 — Second/Final Reading — Small Scale Future Land Use
Comprehensive Plan Amendment — The Villages of Lake-Sumter, Inc. — Small Scale Future
Land Use Comprehensive Plan Amendment from Lake County Medium Urban Density to
Lady Lake Manufactured Home High Density for Three Lots of Approximately 0.43 +/- Acres
— Located within Orange Blossom Gardens Units 2 and 3.1B within Lake County, Florida
(Thad Carroll)

Town Attorney Derek Schroth read the ordinance by title only.

file in the Clerk’s office), He stated that the applicant, M
of Lake-Sumter, Inc., has filed applications to amend th
properties consisting of the same three lots located not
Highway 27/441 within the Orange Blossom ¢
application involves 0.43 +/- acres of property and th
and include the following addresses:

o 1410 Lester Dr.

e 912 Cindy Dr.

o 842 Silver Oak Ave.
Mr. Carroll stated that st dinance. He explained that this
application goes concu
accordance with the
0.43 + acres lies in"Se
reviewed the Future Lan

ture L_and_ Use of Adjacent Properties
ounty — Medium Urban Density & Lady Lake- Manufactured

West

‘County — Medium Urban Density Lady Lake- Manufactured

East High Density (MH-HD)

North v ake County — Medium Urban Density & Lady Lake- Manufactured
"| Home High Density (MH-HD)

South Lake County — Medium Urban Density & Lady Lake- Manufactured

Home High Density (MH-HD)

The Small Scale Future Land Use Map Amendment application was received on Tuesday,
September 15, 2015 and has been reviewed and determined to be complete, satisfying the necessary
criteria as reqmred to meet the requirements of the Land Development Regulations (LDRs) as well
as the adopted Comprehensive Plan, and is ready for transmittal to the Town Commission.
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Mr. Carroll reported that the applicant’s justification stated that 80% of the homes in historic
section of The Villages east of US Hwy 27/441, known as Orange Blossom Gardens, are in the
Town of Lady Lake. It further states the following: The remainder of the homes lie within a small
county enclave. As a revitalization of Orange Blossom Gardens, The Villages has or intends to
purchase lots in this historic section and has or intends to enter in agreements with existing
homeowners to replace the existing mobile homes with conventionally constructed homes. In order
to insure that the new homes in the county enclave: 1) are complimentary to the new homes in
Lady Lake; 2) the local governments are able to make the most efficient use of their powers and
services; 3) there are more favorable economic conditions; and 4) the best interests of the citizens in
Lady Lake and Lake County are protected. These properties in the county enclave should be
annexed into Lady Lake. Annexing these properties is compliant with the goals, policies and
objectives of the Comprehensive Plan of Lady Lake and Lake Count d-the interlocal agreement
between Lake County and Lady Lake effective June 24, 2015. K

lows: The Villages has
7o, and 842 Silver Qak

similar size conventional built home on each lot (t
He reported that there will be no increase in utility.
follows:

Potable Water-
+ No impact, lots are served by the
Water System.

Sewer -
+ No impact, lots are se

Sewer System.

Schools —

Parks & Recreat
¢+ The annexation,

homes. Additionally, The Villages provides its residents with all Park and Recreation

Amenities.

Stormwater — |

+ Project will be required to adhere to STRWMD guidelines and of Town of Lady Lake
Floodplain Management Ordinance for parcels within Special Flood Hazard Areas.

Notices to inform the surrounding property owners (52) within 150° of the property of the proposed
annexation were mailed on Thursday, October 22, 2015 and the property were also posted this date.

Applications have been reviewed and determined to be complete. The applicant has submitted all
appropriate material in compliance with the Land Development Regulations (LDRs) and the
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

application is ready for transmittal to the Town Commission. Additionally, the applications were
reviewed and determined to be in compliance with the directives of the adopted Comprehensive
Plan in accordance with the sought designation. A Concurrency Determination Statement has also
been included as part of the Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application, which the
applicant submitted to explain expected impacts on Town Services.

Comments:
1) Annexation and Rezoning Applications have been submitted concurrently with this Small Scale
Future Land Use Amendment Application.

spections Section 2).A).,
hgn the Town can issue

2) In accordance to the Interlocal Agreement for Building Permits &
executed on June 23, 2015, if The Villages has applied for annex
building permits located within the unincorporated area.

3) Project will be required to adhere to St. John’s River Wat
the Town of Lady Lake Floodplain Management Ordi
Hazard Areas.

Mr. Carroll reported that the Technical Review Cq
apphcatlon for Ordinance No. 2015-16, provided co

: anmhg and Zomng Board. At the
oted 4-0 to forward Ordinance No,
2015-16 to the Town Commission wit approval. The Local Planning
Agency considered Ordinance No. 2015 16; 2013, at 5:30 p.m. and
recommended approval by a 5-0 vote. The Tor
2015-16 at first reading on November 16, 2015

any questions.

from the audience had any questions, and

"KUSSARD YES

10.  Ordinance No? 2015-17 — Second/Final Reading — Rezoning — The Villages of Lake-
Sumter, Inc. — Rezoning from Lake County Residential Medium (RM) to Lady Lake Mixed
Residential Medium Density (MX-8) for Three Lots of Approximately 0.43 +/- Acres —
Located within QOranee Blossom Gardens Units 2 and 3.1B within_Lake County, Florida
(Thad Carroll)

Town Attorney Derek Schroth read the ordinance by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s office). He stated that the applicant, Martin L. Dzuro, on behalf of the Villages
of Lake-Sumter, Inc., has filed an application to rezone these same properties consisting of three
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lots located north of Griffin Avenue and northeast of North Highway 27/441 within the Orange
Blossom Garden Subdivisions Units 2 and 3.1B; and the three lots are spread out along different
roads and include the following addresses:

e 1410 Lester Dr. Lady Lake, F1. 32159
e 912 Cindy Dr. Lady Lake, F1. 32159
o 842 Silver Oak Ave. Lady Lake, FL. 32159

Mr. Carroll stated that staff recommends approval of this ordinance. He stated the application
involves rezoning 0.43 +/- acres of property from Lake County Residential Medium (RM) to Lady
Lake Mixed Residential Medium Density (MX-8) and is consistent with. the zoning in this area.
The MX-8 designation is consistent with the other lots in The Villages-which are presently in the
Town of Lady Lake’s jurisdiction.

The subject properties lie in Section 06, Township 18 Sou
Florlda Approprlate legal descrlptmns and survey 1n

st, in Lake County,
1 included with the
cent properties are

West Residential Me
Lake County

Fast Medium Density

North

South

A map showing the zonin

property of the proj
also posted this sa
and no objections hav

He stated there have been three general inquiries on these properties,
en received to date.

Mir. Carroll reported that the Technical Review Committee (TRC) members individually reviewed
application for Ordinance No. 2015-17, provided comments on October 27, 2015, and determined
the application to be complete and ready for transmittal to the Planning and Zoning Board. At the
November 9, 2015 meeting, the Planning and Zoning Board voted 4-0 to forward Ordinance No.
2015-17 to the Town Commission with the recommendation of approval. At the November 16,
2015 meeting, the Town Commission voted 5-0 for approval of Ordinance No. 2015-17 at first
reading.

Mr. Carroll stated the applicant is present if there are any questions.
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

Mayor Kussard asked if the Commissioners or anyone from the audience had any questions, and
hearing none, asked for a motion.

Upon a motion by Commissioner Vincent and seconded by Commissioner Holden, the
Commission approved the second/final reading of Ordinance No. 2015-17 by the following roll
call vote:

HOILDEN YES
VINCENT YES
HANNAN YES

KUSSARD YES

11. Ordinance No. 2015-18 — Second/Final Reading — Ado
Modifications to the Capital Improvements Schedu
Comprehensive Plan (Thad Carroll)

Corrections, Updates and
own of Lady Lake

Town Attorney Derek Schroth read the ordinance by fit

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the b:
file in the Clerk’s office). He stated that this is a reques
prehenswe Plan. He stated the
g requirements are no longer

of the Capital Improvements Element and the
provements that are needed to implement the

Corrections, updates, and modifications concerning costs, revenues, or the dates of construction of
any facility or project identified in the Comprehensive Plan/Capital Improvement Program are not
considered amendments and may be accomplished by local ordinance.

Category descriptions of capital improvements are as follows:

A) Category A (Concurrency, Mandatory) -- Public facilities and services for which a level of
service must be adopted for concurrency determination as mandated by Chapter 163 of the Florida
Statutes. These facilities include water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, under ownership and
operation authority of Lady Lake, or a private utility. Map references and public requests are
required within the Public Facilities Element thereof pursuant to policy 8-1.1.2. All Category A
facilities must be supported by data and analysis accomplished within an element of the
Comprehensive Plan as mandated by Chapter 163, F.S.

Page 12 of 17
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B) Category B (Non-Concurrency, Mandatory) -- Public facilities and services exempt from
concurrency determination but which are inventoried and analyzed within a mandatory element of
the Comprehensive Plan required by Chapter 163, F.S. These facilities include parks and recreation,
roads, housing and conservation improvements, including governmental services and facilities
necessary to administer and implement the Comprehensive Plan.

C) Category C (Non-Concurrency, Non-Mandatory) -- Public facilities that are exempt from
concurrency requirements (i.e., level of service standards) and which are not analyzed and identified
within a mandatory element of the Comprehensive Plan are classified as Category C. Such
municipal services include, but are not limited to law enforcement, fire protection, library services,
and public buildings,

D) Category D (Non-Mandatory, Concurrency): Per the Commt
Public School Facilities Element is no longer mandatory. T
retain and update this optional element and require concu
with the Lake County School District.

3 Elanning Act of 2011, the

This ordinance serves to update to the Capital |
163.3177(3)(b). The attached "Exhibit A" reflects ¢
Planning Period 2015/16— 2019/20. Also attached is Ord
Five Year Capital Improvement Schedule 2014/15 - 201
ordinance.

-No 2014-10 to document the prior
which is being replaced by this

Mr. Carroll reported the Technical Reviev

endation of approval. At the November 16,
r.approval of Ordinance No. 2015-18 at first

call vote:
YES
VINCENT YES
HANNAN YES
KUSSARD YES

12. Ordinance No. 2015-19 — Second/Final Reading — Amending the Town of Lady Lake
Land Development Regulations, Chapter 10, Section 5, Entitled “Tree Protection” (Thad
Carroll)

Town Attorney Derek Schroth read the ordinance by title only.

Growth Management Director Thad Carroll gave the background summary for this agenda item (on
file in the Clerk’s office). He stated that on September 24, 2015, the Town Commission of the
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Town of Lady Lake held a special workshop to discuss potential changes to Section 5 of Chapter 10
of the Land Development Regulations entitled “Tree Protection”. He stated staff recommends
approval of this ordinance.

Mr. Carroll reviewed the proposed changes as follows:

Mr. Carroll reviewed

Trees that have been determined to be substantially damaged through improper trimming as per
a report provided by the Town Arborist shall be required to be removed within 30 days of the
finding of violation. This replaces the current policy of allowing a year to elapse before the tree
is re-inspected for a determination of recovery; an appeal process before the Special Magistrate
is still afforded to the violator if they wish to contest the violation.

nk of the tree measured at
ermitted structure on the

The removal of any tree historic or non-historic, in which ¢
ground level is within ten (10) feet to the nearest adjacent

drlveways, and unscreencd/non-enclosed patios.
occurred to such areas, a report from a Certified A

further damage.

Trees accommodated by an arborist report docume
incur a $25 fee (per tree) for removal, regardless of th
shall be provided to Town staff priog:

f-the tree is diseased or dying shall
measurement of the tree. A report

pay at time of applicat
the property not b
potential subseq
particular use of*

Revised requir

contractors.
hanges since the first reading as follows:

The word “lot” was inserted prior to the word “owner” on line 2, page 5 of 14.

A change was made to line 20 on page 5 of 14 to clarify that even though a trec within 10 feet of
the permitted structure can be removed, it does require a permit in the amount of $25.00 to be
obtained by the lot owner.

A change was made to Line 32 on page 5 of 14 to specify the removal procedure of residentially
zoned lots,

A change was made to Line 33 on page 5 of 14 to clarify that the lot owner is the responsible
party for the tree removal fee.
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Mr. Carroll reported that the Parks, Recreation, and Tree Advisory Commitiee reviewed the
proposed changes to Chapter 10, Section 5 (Ordinance No. 2015-19), at their special meeting on
Tuesday, November 10, 2015 and recommended forwarding this to the Town Commission by a 4-1
vote. At the November 9, 2015 meeting, the Planning and Zoning Board voted 4-0 to forward
Ordinance No. 2015-19 to the Town Commission with the recommendation of approval. At the
November 16, 2015 meeting, the Town Commission voted 5-0 for approval of Ordinance 2015-19
upon a motion with text amendments,

Mayor Kussard asked if the Commissioners or anyone from the audience had any questions.
Commissioner Hannan asked if the Town’s regulations cover stump removal if a tree is removed.

He stated he has seen residents decorate stumps in their yards, although“The Villages is telling
residents that a stump should be removed.

Mr. Carroll replied that the Town’s regulations require that und to sub-grade, or
level, but that it does not have to be dug up.
Town Manager Kris Kollgaard further clarified that the ‘

the tree stump
was, whether it be removed or ground down.

Mayor Kussard asked if The Villages requires that the stury —réfnox?ed, would the Town then say

it does not have to be removed.

Upon a motion by Commissioner Hold :
Commission approved th
revision of the languag

Kollgaard)

Town Manager Kr

d asked the Commissioners if they would be agreeable to canceling
the December 21% Co

sion meeting as there are no items to bring forth at this time.

It was the consensus of the Commissioners to cancel the December 21, 2015 Commission
meeting.

Ms. Kollgaard reported that the employee Christmas party is scheduled for Thursday, December
17" at the Public Works EOC complex. She asked the Commissioners for their permission to close
Town Hall from 11 a.m. to 2 p.m. on that day so all employees can attend.

The Commissioners agreed to close Town Hall on December 17, 2015 from 11 a.m. to 2 p.m. to
allow employees to attend the Christmas Party at the EOC.
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Commission Meeting
December 7, 2015

Ms. Kollgaard reminded everyone that Light Up Lady Lake is scheduled for 6:15 p.m. this Friday,
December 11%, at the Log Cabin Park.

14.  Consideration of Request from Buffalo Construction to Remove an Qak Tree on Town
Hall Property (Kris Kollgaard)

Town Manager Kris Kollgaard read the background summary for this item (on file in the Clerk’s

Office). She stated that Buffalo Construction Company is in the process of building the Texas Road
House, and they have a concern regarding the 13.12 inch diameter oak tree in the front corner of the
Town Hall property. A photo of this area was shown. Ms. Kollgaard stated they are concerned
that, in time, the roots from this oak tree are going to compromise the integrity of the retaining wall
system, and may cause future issues with the power lines as the tree ' _She stated that this is
also occurring with some of the other oak trees in the front; as they are being trimmed, they are
growing in an arc over the parking lot.

of $350.00. The amount of the tree bank donati
with two trees at a different location.

retaining wall.

It was the consensus of thi

rks and Reécreation Director Mike Burske for all his work on
ted that parades are malnly for children, and although he

Ms. Kollgaard re
riding in the cars,

as also an incident where a spectator threw candy towards those
ne of the cars and she was concerned it might damage it. She stated
the notice to parade participants asks that no one throw candy from the floats, and that walkers
should hand out candyto spectators. Ms. Koilgaard stated she would like to have staff stationed
along the parade route fiext year as a deterrent to keep people from throwing candy.

Commissioner Hannan asked if the Mayor has received any complaints from residents about the
time their garbage is being picked up. He stated his garbage did not get picked up until 5:30 p.m.,
after being put out the night before for pick-up in the morning. He stated he does not like to see
garbage sit out all day waiting for pick up. Commissioner Hannan stated that he might be willing to
pay higher rates for earlier pick up.

Mayor Kussard stated she has received no complaints, and that residents in her area put out their
garbage in the morning.
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Ms, Kollgaard reported that she has a meeting with Doug McCoy of Waste Management in the
morning. She stated the most recent contract with Waste Management incorporates the annexed
homes at a much lower rate for the residents and included approximately three months at no charge.
She stated the Town saves $80,000 to $90,000 a year with these negotiated rates, and may lose that
savings if new rates are negotiated.

Mayor Kussard commented that many residents have restricted incomes and it may hurt them to
increase rates.

Commissioner Hannan asked if any portion of Griffin Avenue comes under the Town’s jurisdiction.
He stated that they have repaved a portion of the road to CR 25 and asked why they have stopped
there.

Public Works Director C.T. Eagle responded that all of Griffin, e is a county road and the

Mayor Kussard reminded everyone again about the
Friday at 6:15 p.m. She also stated that she at
decorating ceremony by the children of the Villages
children’s enthusiasm was priceless.

eduled for this
hristmas tree

Mayor Kussard stated she heard a number:
Christmas parade this past Saturday, and h us it is that Sus
issioner Hann

N. PUBLIC COM

Mayor Kussard asked 1t
comments or questions.

'Any invocation that may beoffered before the official start of the Commission meeting shall be the voluntary offering of
a private citizen, to and for"the benefit of the Commission. The views or beliefs expressed by the invocation speaker
have not been previously reviewed or approved by the Commission, and the Commission is not allowed by law to
endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, or uny other speaker.

U This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern ov comments. It is not limited to
items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.

i 411 items listed under consent are considered routine by the Town Commission and will be enacted by one
motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Town Commissioner so requests, in
which event the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered in its normal sequence.

¥ This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or comments. Ii is not limited to
items on the agenda and it is open to any concern or comments that the public may have.
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 4, 2016

SUBJECT:  Consideration of .the. Water Qak - Recreation Complex . Major

. - Modification to Site Plan MJM 09/15-002 — Proposing a 130'x90’ area
for six (6)pickle ball courts; a 50°x84" basketball court, a 30'x60’
~-volleyball court,-a-30°x50’ picnic pavilion, ten {10) regular. parking
-=spaces,-and:forty-eight {48) golf .cart parking spaces at the Shady
~-Oaks .Recreation Complex.~ Located at 1 Shady Oaks -Park
- (Alternate Keys 1698570 and 3011988). - -~ . ..~~~ .

DEPARTMENT:: -~ . Growth Management

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION:  *++ *

- Staff recommends approval 6f the Major Modification to Sité_ Plan"MJM 09/15-002,
- for multiple improvements at the Shady Oaks Recreation Complex located within
Water Oak County Club Estates, as presented.

SUMMARY:

LaraParker, in representation of property owner, Sun Communities Finance LP, has
submitted a.major.modification to site plan for the Water Oak Recreation Complex Site
-as per Town of Lady Lake Land Development Regulations, Chapter 7, Section 11.b. The
site has been developed as gated adult Mobile'Home Park community located at the

- intersection of County’Road 25 and North Highway 27/441, also referenced as Water

Oak Boulevard, -and exhibits multiple active retirement lifestyle amenities including club
houses, a restaurant, and golf courses. Right now, the applicant seeks to enhance and
increment features and amenities for its residents. '

On September 15, 2015, town staff received the application proposing _substantial
improvements to' the Shady Oaks Recreation Complex including a 130°'x90" area
providing six (6) pickle ball courts, a 50'x84" proposed basketball court, a 30'x60’
volleyball court, and a 30’x50’ picnic pavilion. Additionally, the applicant seeks to expand
the parking lot area by adding ten (10) regular parking spaces and reconditioning an
existing asphalt parking lot into forty-eight (48) golf cart parking spaces. Lastly, the
applicant will install a retention pond area and upgrade the landscaping buffers along
Water Oak Boulevard, the east property boundary and the south property boundary
lines. The Shady Oaks Recreation Complex is located within the Water Oak Estates
Country Club for the exclusive use of Water Oak Residents. The parcels are identified
by Alternate Key numbers 1698570 and 3011988. The site plan was reviewed to
determine if it is in compliance with the Land Development Regulations (LDRs) including
parking, setbacks, landscaping, engineering, and environmental protection.



The subject area reviewed is approximately 3.32 +/- acres and is located within the
Water Oak Estates Country Club. The property is zoned “MH-9” (Manufactured Home
High Density; which permits development:-and construction of the proposed
improvements in accordance with the Manufactured Home Rental Park Land Use and
the project adopted Development of Regional Impact {DRI). The Future Land Use Map
designation for the property is Manufactured Home High Density (MH-HD). The
proposed improvements are consistent with the directives of the Comprehensive Plan
and adopted Land Development Regulations.

The engineering plans submitted, consisting of five (5) sheets; are drawn on 24"x36"
sheets and certified by Robert L.- Rogers, Professional Engineer with Rogers
Engineering, -LLC; are dated” December 2, 2015.. Landscaping plans submitted,
-consisting of three(3) sheets and certifiéd by Andy Kesselring, Landscape Architect with

- -~Environmental- Design-:Andy - Kesselring, -are dated August 2015. Reviews were

-completed for:the Town by Town staff, Neel- -Schaffer Engineering, Kerry Barnett for fire,
and Building Official Dallas Foss. Attached are following items in the packet:

- 1. Site Plan Review completed by Growth Management on 11/30/2015 (Satisfied).
.2. Review No. 4 for the general site development completed by Neel- Schaffer
Engineering, dated 11/30/2015 (Satisfied) _
3. Review by Fire Inspector Kerry Barnett dated 09/15/2015 (Satisfied)
"4, Review by Building Official Dallas Foss dated 09/23/2015 (Satisfied)
+ 5. Stewdohns: Water Management District . Modlflcatlon Permlt No. .19000-5 dated
11/03/2015(Sat|sf|ed) . _ : L

Tree Requirements:

In accordance with Chapter 10-Landscape and Tree Protection, the site is required to
- provide 531.2 tree caliper inches based on its 3.32-acre area (1607x 3.32). Please see
the Iandscaping tree proposal breakdown: :

EX|st1ng Trees to remain : " 2,390__ trée c'a_liper'inches'r
Proposed Canopy & Understory Trees . 134.5 tree caliper inches
Total tree caliper inches _ 2,524.5 tree caliper inches

The applicant is meetlng required trees callper inches wrth exastlng trees to remarn on-
site.

Notes
' A4 hlstonc tree is proposed to be removed for this deve]opment It has been
identified that the tree is in decaying condition and presents a hazard- if left
_ standing in the area where the parking expansion is to take place.
Past Actidne:

The Technical Review Committee members indi\riduall_y reviewed the application and
provided comments regarding the Site Plan application on Monday, November 30, 2015.

The Planning and Zoning Board does not review Site Plan Modifications.



FISCAL IMPACT: § 0 [ ]Capital Budget
[ ]1Operating
[ ]1 Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ 1Ordinance [ ]Resolution [ ] Budget Resolution
[ X] Other — Site Plan Modification

[ ]1Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office

2-5345

= oy -
DEPARTMENT HEAD L Submitted 12(23]15 Date
FINANCE DEPARTMENT M Approved as to Budget Requirements  Date
-TOWN ATTORNEY : _ Approved as to Form and Legality Date
~ TOWN MANAGER \@ . Approved Agenda ltem for: |- 4 - |, Date !‘2\25“ -
. "BOARD ACTION:. [ ]Approved as Recommended [ ] Disapproved

- [ -] Tabled Indefinitely [ ] Continued to Date Certain

[ ]1Approved with Modification



TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE COMMENTS
L.ast Review- November 30, 2015

Project: Water Oaks Recreation Complex- Major Modification to Site Plan- MJM 09/1 5-002
Proposal: Last Round of Comments for Site
Description:

On 09/15/2015, Town Staff received an application for a Major Modification to Site Plan proposing
substantial improvements to the Shady Oaks Recreation Complex proposing a 130’x90’ area providing six
(6) pickle ball courts, a 50'x84' proposed basketball court, a 30'x60’ volleyball court, and a 30'x50' picnic
pavilion. Additionally, the applicant seeks to add ten (10) regular parking spaces and forty-eight (48) golf
~—cart parking. spaces, installation of a retention pond area, and landscaping buffer upgrades all along
- Water Oaks Boulevard. The Shady Qaks Recreation Complex is located within the Water Oak Estates
-~ Country Club for the exclusive use of Water Oak Residents. The parcels are identified by Alternate Key
‘numbers: 1698570 and 3011988. The site plan was reviewed to determine if it is in compliance with the
~Land - Development. Regulations - {LDRs)*including parking, setbacks, landscaping, engineering,
environmental protection and commercial design standards. .

The subject area reviewed is approximately 3.32 +/- acres and is located within the Water Ozk Estates
Country- Club. . The property is zoned “MH-9” (Manufactured Home High Density; which permits

E development and construction of the proposed improvements in accordance with the Manufactured Home

- Rental Park Land Use and the project adopted Development of Regional Impact (DRI). The requested
- Use is consistent.with the directives of the Comprehensive Plan and adopted Land Development
Regulations.

GENERAL INFORMATION

The engineering plans submitted, consisting of five (5) sheets, are drawn on 24"x36" sheets and certified
by Robert L. Rogers, Professional Engineer with Rogers Engineering, LLC, are dated December 2,
2015. Landscaping plans submitted, consisting of three (3) sheets and certified by Andy Kesselring,
Landscape Architect with Environmental Design Andy Kesselring, are dated August 2015.

Below are staff comments from the Town of Lady Lake regarding your development project. A hard copy
- via hand delivery and an electronic copy via e-mail are provided to the applicant. Comments are
organized by department and must be sufficiently addressed before the proposal may proceed

Following submittal of any required revisions and responses, correspondence will be forwarded indicating
the proposal’s status, either: (1) requiring additional revision or documentations; or (2) ready for approval.
Site plans are subject to public hearing, as well as plats, annexation requests, zoning requests, and
comprehensive plan requests. When applicable, you will receive written notification that the item is
scheduled for review by the Planning and Zoning Board or Town Commission.



GROWTH MANAGEMENT

Questions may be directed to Wendy Then, at wthen@ladylake.org

1. All comments satisfied under the GM Review Report dated 11-30-2015. SJRWMD Permit No.
19000-5 has been received (for the construction of a Stormwater Management System with
Stormwater treatment by dry retention for Water Oaks Recreation Complex).

POLICE

Questions may be directed to Chief Chris McKinstry at cmckinstry@ladylake.org

1. No comments at this time from the Police Dept.

FIRE

Questions may be directed to Kerry Barnett, Fire Inspector at 813-778-4981 or k-15122@peoplepc.com

1. All bomments satisfied as per report dated 09-15-2015.

BUILDING

‘Questions may be directed to Dallas Foss, Building Official at dfoss@usanova.com.

1. All comments satisfied as per email dated 11-23-2015.

PUBLIC WORKS

- Questions may be directed to: Butch Goodman, Utilities Supervisor at bgoodman@ladylakepw.org

1. No comments by Lady Lake Public Works at this time (Water Oak provides own Sewer Utility).

ENGINEERING CONSULTANT

Questions may be directed to Chris Schultz, P.E., at chris.schultz@neel-schaffer.com

1. All comments satisfied as per report dated 11-30-2015.
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| November 30, 2015

8 Mrs. Wendy Then
Town of Lady Lake

8 409 Fennell Blvd.

d Lady Lake, FL 32159

'REFERENCE: WATER GAKS RECREATION COMPLEX IMPROVEMENTS -
ST e - MAJOR MODIFICATION ENGINEER REVIEW NO. 4

Pursuant to your request,-Neel-Schaffer,sInc. (NSI) has reviewed the revised development plans
2" submitted by Rogers Engineering, LLC received by the Town, for the above referenced project. Our
fforts in ‘reviewing the development décuments focused on General plan details, Buildings &
-Structures, Environmental Protection, Utilities and Drainage and Stormwater based on the standards
! provided in the Land Development Code Regulations (LDCR) of the Town of Lady Lake.

§'Based on our review of the updated plans provided by your office, NSI has found the development
1 plans satisfactory and in compliance withthe Lady Lake LDRs. If you have questions or comments,
§ please do not hesitate to contact me at 407-647-6623,

8 Sincerely,

Stegest R. Cockerham, P.E.
d Senior Project Manager



Kerry Barnett Fire Safety Consulting
43951 CR 54E, Kathleen, FL 33849

Fire Safety Inspector Cell (813) 778-4981

Kerry Barnett E-mail: k-15122@ peoplepc.com
Plan Review #: 15-095 Review For: Rogers Engineering
Project: Site Plan/Major Mod (Recreational Complex)) Contact: Robert Rogers

Location: Lady Lake Telephone: 352-622-9214

Address of Job: Water Oaks Blvd Owner: Sun Communities, Inc
Pages: 5 Pages plus Application Packet - Contact: Laura Parker/352-753-3000

September 15, 2015

I have received and reviewed the site plans for the major modification at the recreational complex consisting of
both vehicle and golf cart parking, addition of pavilion and restrooms, addition of several types of athletic

- fields/courts, and walking trail. Review was to ensure the current/proposed site is compliant to the Florida Fire
Prevention Code, Lady Lake Land Development Code and any other applicable codes, standards, rules, and
statutes. At this time, plans-are approved with comments listed below. Should the engineer feel comments are

- not enforceable, he or she shall contact this authority to resolve before approval of permit is allowed.

1. Seven (7) foot swing gates shall not be locked entering golf cart parking area. If gate plans to be
locked/secured, gate shall have either a siren activation sequence or a Knox key switch for emergency

vehicle access. )
2. Any construction of buildings or structures shall be submitted for proper plan review. A minimum of 3

sets shall be provided to the Town.

KERRY BARNETT, Fire Safety Inspector & Plans Examiner

#%%Please be advised this review of plans submitted is a cursory review to assist the contractor in compliance with applicable fire
safety codes. This review is not intended to be a fina! approval of the submitted plans. It is the contractor’s sole responsibility to
ensure that the plans are in complete compliance with all applicable NFPA codes State Statutes and local ordinances. In the event that
further examination or site inspection reveals areas of nen-compliance, it shall be the contractor’s sole responsibility, at their sole
expenss (o bring those areas in compliance. Kerry Barnett Fire Safety Consulting assumes no responsibility for the contractor’s failure
to be in compliance with all applicable NFPA codes, State Statutes and local ordinances.



Wendx Then - :

From: Dallas Foss <dfoss@usanova.com>

Sent; Wednesday, September 23, 2015 4:57 AM
To: Wendy Then

Subject: Site Reviews

Wendy,

The Van Lady Review has no comments from the building side. The site plans complies with the requirements
of ADA. |

The Water Oak review has the following comment

All areas of the improvements will require proper ADA access to all the areas being improved or existing. A
hard surface pathway needs to be installed to all recreational areas.

Dallas Foss

Town of Lady Lake

Building Official

Nova Engineering & Environmental

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

- This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com




St. Johns River

Water Management District

Ann B. Shortelle, Ph.0., Exacutive Diractor

4049 Reid Strest » P.0. Box 1429 « Palatka, FL 32178-1429 « (386) 329-4500
On the Internet at floridaswater.com.

November 03, 2015

Jonathan Colman

. Sun Communities Finance, LLC
Ste 200

27777 Franklin Rd

Southfield, Mt 48034-8205

SUBJECT: 19000-5
Water Oaks Recreation Complex

Dear Sir/Madam:

Enclosed is your individual permit issued by the St. Johns River Water Management District on
November 03, 2015, This permit is a fegal document and should be kept with your other important

-documents. Permit issuance does not relieve you from the responsibility of obtaining any
necessary permits from any federal, state, or local agencies for your project.

Technical Staff Report:

If you wish to review a copy of the Technical Staff Report (TSR} that provides the District’s staff
analysis of your permit application, you may view the TSR by going to the Permitting section of
the District's website at floridaswater.com/permitting. Using the “search applications and permits”
- faature, you can use your permit number or project name fo find information about the permit.
When you see the results of your search, click on the permit number and then on the TSR folder.

Nofticing Your Permit:

For noticing-instructions, please refer to the noticing materials in this package regarding closing
the point of entry for someone to challenge the issuance of your permit. Please note that if a
timely petition for administrative hearing is filed, your permit will become nonfinal and any
activities that you choose to undertake pursuant to your permit wifl be at your own risk.

Compliance with Permit Conditions: :

To submit your required permit compliance information, go to the District’s website at
floridaswater.com/permitting. Under the “Apply for a permit or submit compliance data” section,
click to sign-in to your existing account or to create a new account. Select the “Compliance
Submittal” tab, enter your permit number, and select “No Specific Date" for the Compliance Due
Date Range. You will then be able to view all the compliance submittal requirements for your
project. Select the compliance item that you are ready to submit and then attach the appropriate
information or form. The forms to comply with your permit conditions are available at
floridaswater.com/permitting under the section “Handbooks, forms, fees, final orders”. Click on

GUVERMING BOARD
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forms to view all permit compliance forms, then scroll to the ERP application forms section and
select the applicable compliance forms. Alternatively, if you have difficulty finding forms or need
copies of the appropriate forms, please contact the Bureau of Regulatory Support at (386) 329-
4570.

Transferring Your Permit:

Your permit requires you to notify the District within 30 days of any change in ownership or
control of the project or activity covered by the permit, or within 30 days of any change in
ownership or control of the real property on which the permitted project or activity is located or
occurs. You will need to provide the District with the information specified in rule 62-330.340,
Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.). Generally, this will require you to complete and submit -
Form 62-330.340(1), “Request to Transfer Permit,” available at

http./iwww. floridaswater. com/permitting/permitforms..html.

Please note that a permittee is liable for compliance with the permit before the permitis
transferred. The District, therefore, recommends that you request a permit transfer in advance in
accordance with the appiicable rules. You are encouraged to contact District staff for assistance
with this process.

Thank you and please let us know if you have additional questions. For general questions contact
e-permit@sjrwmd.com or (386) 329-4570. '

Sincerely,

Margaret Daniels, Office Director

Office of Business and Administrative Services
St. Johns River Water Management District
4049 Reid Street

Palatka, FL. 32177-2529

(386) 329-4570

Enclosures: Permit

cc: District Permit Fiie

Consultant: Robert L. Rogers
Rogers Engineering, LLC

1105 Se 3rd Ave
Ocala, FL 34471-3725



ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Post Office Box 1429
Palatka, Florida 32178-1429

PERMIT NO: 19000-5 _ DATE ISSUED: November 03, 2015
PROJECT NAME: Water Oaks Recreation Complex

A PERMIT AUTHORIZING:

Construction of a Stormwater Management System with stormwater treatment by dry

retention for Water Oaks Recreation Complex, a 2.7-acre project to be constructed as per plans
received by the District on August 7, 2015.

LOCATION: :
Section(s): 16 - Township(s): 18S Range(s): 24E
Lake County

Receiving Water Body:
Name . Class
Lake Sunshine : ~ Ill Fresh

ISSUED TO:

Sun Communities Finance, LLC
Ste 200

27777 Franklin Rd

Southfield, M1 48034-8205

“The.permittea agrees to hold and save the St. Johns River Water Management District and its
successors harmiess from any and all damages, claims, or liabilities which may arise from permit
issuance. Said application, including all plans and specifications attached thereto, is by
reference made a part hereof.

This permit does not convey to the permittee any property rights nor any rights or privileges other
than those specified herein, nor relieve the permittee from complying with any law, regulation or

requirement affecting the rights of other bodies or agencies. All structures and works installed by
permittee hereunder shall remain the property of the permittee.

This permit may be revoked, modified or transferred at any time pursuant to the appropriate
provisions of Chapter 373, Florida Statutes.

PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON:
See conditions on attached “Exhibit A", dated November 03, 2015

AUTHORIZED BY: St. Johns River Water Management District
Division of Regulatory, Engineering and Environmental Setvices

L

John Juilianna
Regulatory Coordinator




"EXHIBIT A"
CONDITIONS FOR ISSUANCE OF PERMIT NUMBER 19000-5
Water Oaks Recreation Complex
DATED November 03, 2015

1. Allactivities shall be implemented following the plans, specifications and performance
criteria approved by this permit. Any deviations must be authorized in a permit modification
in accordance with Rule 62-330.315, F.A.C. Any deviations that are not so authorized may
subject the permittee to enforcement action and revocation of the permit under Chapter
373, F.S. ‘

2. Acomplete copy of this permit shall be kept at the work site of the permitted activity during
the construction phase, and shall be available for review at the work site upon reguest by
- the District staff.. The permittee shall require the contractor to review the complete permit
prior to beginning construction. '

3. Activities shall be conducted in a manner that does not cause or contribute to violations of
state water quality standards. Performance-based erosion and sediment control best
management practices shall be installed immediately prior to, and be maintained during
and after construction as needed, to prevent adverse impacts to the water resources and
adjacent lands. Such practices shall be in accordance with the State of Florida Eresion and
Sediment Control Designer and Reviewer Manual (Florida Department of Environmental
Protection and Florida Department of Transportation June 2007), and the Florida _
Stormwater Erosion and Sedimentation Control Inspector's Manual (Florida Department of

- Environmental Protection, Nonpoint Source Management Section, Tallahassee, Florida,
*July 2008), which are both incorporated by reference in subparagraph 62-330.050(9)(b)5,
F.A.C.;.unless a project-specific erosion and sediment control plan is approved or other
water quality control measures are required as part of the permit.

- 4. Atleast 48 hours prior to beginning the authorized activities, the permittee shall submit to
~ . the District a fully executed Form 62-330.350(1), “Construction Commencement
Notice,"[10-1-13], incorporated by reference herein
(ntto /e firules .org/Gateway/reference.asp?No=Ref-02505), indicating the expected
start and completion dates, A copy of this form may be obtained from the District, as
described in subsection 62-330.010(5), F.A.C. If available, an District website that fulfills
this notification requirement may be used in lieu of the form.

5. ‘Unless the permit is transferred under Rule 62-330.340, F.A.C., or transferred to an
operating entity under Rule 62-330.310, F.A.C., the permittee is liable to comply with the
plans, terms and conditions of the permit for the life of the project or activity.

6. Within 30 days after completing construction of the entire project, or any independent
portion of the project, the permittee shall provide the following to the Agency, as applicable:

a. For an individual, private single-family residential dwelling unit, dupfex, triplex, or
quadruplex — “Construction Completion and Inspection Certification for Activities
Associated With a Private Single-Family Dwelling Unit" [Form 62-330.310(3)]; or

b. For all other activities — “As-Built Certification and Request for Conversion to
Operational Phase" [Form 62-330.310(1)].

c. If available, an Agency website that fulfills this certification requirement may be used
in lieu of the form.



7.

8.

10.

11.

12

If the final operation and maintenance entity is a third party:

a. Prior to sales of any lot or unit served by the activity and within one year of permit
issuance, or within 30 days of as-built certification, whichever comes first, the
permittee shall submit, as applicable, a copy of the operation and maintenance
documents (see sections 12.3 thru 12.3.3 of Volume [} as filed with the Department of
State, Division of Corporations and a copy of any easement, plat, or deed restriction
needed to operate or maintain the project, as recorded with the Clerk of the Court in
the County in which the activity is located.

b. Within 30 days of submittal of the as- built cettification, the permittee shall submit
“Request for Transfer of Environmental Resource Permit to the Perpetual Operation
Entity" [Form 62-330.310(2)] to transfer the permit to the operation and maintenance
entity, along with the documentation requested in the form. If available, an

Agency website that fulfilfs this transfer requirement may be used in lieu of the form.

The permittee shall notify the District in Wri:ting of changes required by any other regulatory
District that require changes to the permitted activity, and any required modification of this
permit must be obtained prior to implementing the changes.

This permit does not:

- a. Convey to the permittee any property rights or privileges, or any other rights or
- privileges other than those specified herein or in Chapter 62-330, F.A.C.;

b.. Convey.to the permittee or create in the permittee any interest in real property,

¢, Relieve the permittee from the need to obtain and comply with any other required
federal, state, and local authorization, law, rule, or ordinance; or

d. Authorize any entrance upon or work on property that is not owned, held in
easement, or controlled by the permittee.

Prior to conducting any activities on state-owned submerged lands or other lands of the
state, title to which is vested in the Board of Trustees of the internal Improvement Trust
Fund, the permittee must receive all necessary approvals and authorizations under
Chapters 253 and 258, F.S. Written authorization that requires formal execution by the
Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund shall not be considered received
until it has been fully executed.

The permittee shall hold and save the District harmless from any and all damages, claims,
or liahilities that may arise by reason of the construction, alteration, aperation,
maintenance, removal, abandonment or use of any project authorized by the permit.

The permittee shall notify the District in writing:

a. Immediately if any previously submitted information is discavered to be inaccurate;
and

b. Within 30 days of any conveyance or division of ownership or control of the property
or the system, other than canveyance via a long-term lease, and the new owner shall
request transfer of the permit in accordance with Rule 62-330.340, F.A.C. This does
not apply to the sale of lots or units in residential or commercial subdivisions

or condominiums where the stormwater management system has been completed and
converted to the operation phase.



13

14,

15.
~ permit application, including plans or other supporting documentation, shall not be

Upon reasonable notice to the permittee, District staff with proper identification shall have
permission to enter, inspect, sample and test the project or activities to ensure conformity
with the plans and specifications authorized in the permit.

If any prehistoric or historic artifacts, such as pottery or ceramics, stone tools or metal
implements, dugout canoes, or any other physical remains that could be associated with
Native American cultures, or early colonial or American settlement are encountered at any
time within the project site area, work involving subsurface disturbance in the immediate
vicinity of such discoveries shall cease. The permittee or other designee shall contact the
Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, Compliance and Review
Section, at (850) 245-6333 or (800) 847-7278, as well as the appropriate permitting agency
office. Such subsurface work shall not resume without verbal or written authorization from
the Division of Historical Resources. If unmarked human remains are encountered, all work
shall stop immediately and notification shall be provided in accordance with Section
872.05, F.S.

Any delineation of the extent of a wetland or other surface water submitted as part of the

- considered binding unless a specific condition of this permit or a formal determination

- 186,

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

under Rule 62-330.201, F.A.C., provides otherwise.

The permittee shall provide routine maintenance of all components of the stormwater

management system to remove trapped sediments and debris. Removed matetials shall be
disposed of in a landfill or other uplands in a manner that does not require a permit under
Chapter 62-330, F.A.C., or cause violations of state water quality standards.

This permit is issued based on the applicant’s submitted information that reasonably
demonstrates that adverse water resource-related impacts will not be caused by the
completed permit activity. If any adverse impacts result, the District will require the
permittee to eliminate the cause, obtain any necessary permit modification, and take any
necessary corrective actions to resolve the adverse impacts.

A Recorded Notice of Environmental Resource Permit may be recorded in the county
public records in accordance with Rule 62-330.090(7), F.A.C. Such notice is not an
encumbrance upon the property. :

This permit for construction will expire five years from the date of issuance.

Ata minimum, all retention and detention storage areas must be excavated to rough grade
prior to building construction or placement of impervious surface within the area to be
served by those facilities. To prevent reduction in storage volume and percclation rates, all
accumulated sediment must be removed from the storage area prior to final grading and
stabilization.

All wetland areas or water bodies that are outside the specific limits of construction
authorized by this permit must be protected from erasion, siltation, scouring or excess
turbidity, and dewatering.

The operation and maintenance entity shall inspect the stormwater or surface water
management system once within two years after the completion of construction and avery
two years thereafter to determine if the system is functioning as designed and permifted.
The operation and maintenance entity must maintain a record of each required inspection,
including the date of the inspection, the name and contact information of the inspector, and
whether the system was functioning as designed and permitted, and make such record
available for inspection upon request by the District during normal business hours. If at any



time the system is not functioning as designed and permitted, then within 30 days the entity
shall submit a report electronically or in writing to the District using Form 62-330.311(1),
“Operation and Maintenance Inspection Certification,” describing the remedial actions
taken to resolve the failure or deviation.

23. This permit does not authorize any impacts to wetlands or other surface waters.

24, The proposed project must be constructed and operated as per plans and calculations
received by the District on August 7, 2015.



Notice Of Rights

1. A person whose substantial interests are or may be affected has the right to request an
administrative hearing by filing a written petition with the St. Johns River Water
Management District (District). Pursuant to Chapter 28-106 and Rule 40C-1.1007,
Florida Administrative Code, the petition must be filed (received) either by delivery at the
office of the District Clerk at District Headquarters, P. O. Box 1429, Palatka Florida
32178-1429 (4049 Reid St., Palatka, FL 32177) or by e-mail with the District Clerk at
Clerk@sjrwimd.com, within twenty-six (26) days of the District depositing the notice of
District decision in the mail (for those persons to whom the District mails actual notice),
within twenty-one (21) days of the District emailing the notice of District decision (for
those persons to whom the District emails actual notice), or within twenty-one (21) days

.. of newspaper publication.of the notice of District decision (for those persons to whom the
District does not mail or email actual notice). A petition must comply with Sections
120.54(5)(b)4. and 120.569(2)(c), Florida Statutes, and Chapter 28-1086, Florida
Administrative Code. The District will not accept a petition sent by facsimile (fax), as
axplained in paragraph no. 4 below.

2. Please be advised that if you wish to dispute this District decision, mediation may be

- available and that choosing mediation does not affect your right to an administrative

hearing. I you wish to request mediation, you must do so in a timely-filed petition. If all
- -parties, including the District, agree to the details of the mediation procedure, in writing,

- within 10 days after the time period stated in the announcement for election of an
administrative remedy under Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes, the time

“limitations imposed by Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes, shall be tolled to
allow mediation of the disputed District decision. The mediation must be concluded within

- 60 days of the date of the parties’ written agreement, or such other timeframe agreed to
by the parties in writing. Any mediation agreement must include provisions for selecting a
mediator, a statement that each party shall be responsible for paying its pro-rata share of
the costs and fees associated with mediation, and the mediating parties’ understanding
regarding the confidentiality of discussions and documents introduced during mediation.
If mediation results in settlement of the administrative dispute, the District will enter a final
order consistent with the settlement agreement. If mediation terminates without
settlement of the dispute, the District will notify all the parties in writing that the
administrative hearing process under Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes, is
resumed. Even if a party chooses not to engage in formal mediation, or if formal
mediation does not resultin a settlement agreement, the District will remain willing to
engage in informal settlement discussions.

3. A person whose substantial interests are or may be affected has the right to an informal
administrative hearing pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57(2), Florida Statutes,
where no material facts are in dispute. A petition for an informal hearing must also
comply with the requirements set forth in Rule 28-1.06.301, Florida Administrative Code.



Notice Of Rights

4, A petition for an administrative hearing is deemed filed upon receipt of the complete
petition by the District Clerk at the District Headquarters in Palatka, Florida during the
District's regular business hours. The District's regular business hours are 8:00 a.m. —
5.00 p.m., excluding weekends and District holidays. Petitions received by the District
Clerk after the District's regular business hours shall be deemed filed as of 8:00 a.m. on
the District's next regular business day. The District's acceptance of petitions filed by e-
mail is subject to certain conditions set forth in the District's Statement of Agency
Organization and Operation (issued pursuant to Rule 28-101.001, Florida Administrative
Code), which is available for viewing at floridaswater.com. These conditions include, but
are not limited to, the petition being in the form of a PDF or TIFF file and being capable of
being stored and printed by the District. Further, pursuant to the District's Statement of
Agency Organization and Operation, attempting to file a petition by facsimile is prohibited
and shall not constitute filing.

5. Failure to file a petition for an administrative hearing within the requisite timeframe shall
constitute a waiver of the right to an administrative hearing. (Rule 28-106.111, Florida

Administrative Code).

6. The right to an administrative hearing and the relevant procedures to be followed are
governéd by Chapter 120, Florida Statutes, Chapter 28-106, Florida Administrative Code,
and Rule 40C-1.1007, Florida Administrative Code. Because the administrative hearing
process is designed to formulate final agency action, the filing of a petition means the

‘District’s final action may be different from the position taken by it in this notice. A person
‘whose substantial interests are or may be affected by the District's final action has the
right to become a party to the proceeding, in accordance with the requirements set forth

above.

7. Pursuant to Section 120.68, Florida Statutes, a party to the proceeding before the District
who is adversely affected by final District action may seek review of the action in the
District Court of Appeal by filing a notice of appeal pursuant to Rules 9.110 and 9.190,
Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure, within 30 days of the rendering of the final District

action.

8. A District action is considered rendered, as referred to in paragraph no. 7 above, after itis
signed on behalf of the District and filed by the District Clerk.

9. Failure to observe the relevant timeframes for filing a petition for judicial review as
described in paragraph no. 7 above will result in waiver of that right to review.

NOR.Decision.DOC.001
Revised 12.7.11



Notice Of Rights
Certificate of Service

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Notice of Rights has been sent to the
permittee:

Jonathan Colman

Sun Communities Finance, LLC
Ste 200

27777 Franklin Rd

Southfield, Ml 48034-8205

This 3rd day of November, 2015.

Margaret Daniels, Office Director

Office of Business and Administrative Services
St. Johns River Water Management District
4049 Reid Street

Palatka, FL 32177-2529

(386) 329-4570

Permit Number: 19000-5



NOTICING INFORMATION

Dear Permittee:

Please be advised that the St. Johns River Water Management District will not publish a notice
in the newspaper advising the public that it has issued a permit for this project.

Newspaper publication, using the District's notice form, notifies members of the public of their
right to challenge the issuance of the permit. If proper notice is given by newspaper publication,
then there is a 21-day time limit for someone to file a petition for an administrative hearing to
challenge the issuance of the permit.

To close the point of entry for filing a petition, you may publish (at your own expense) a one-

_time notice of the District's decision in a newspaper of general circulation within the affected
area as defined in Section 50.011 of the Florida Statutes. If you do not publish a newspaper
notice to close the point of entry, the time to challenge the issuance of your permit will not expire
and someone could file a petition even after your project is constructed.

A copy of the notice form and a partial list of newspapers of general circulation are attached for
your convenience. However, you are not limited to those listed newspapers. If you choose to

~ close the point-of entry and the notice is published, the newspaper will return to you an affidavit
of publication. In that event, it is important that you either submit a scanned copy of the affidavit
by emailing it to compliancesupport@sjrwmd.com (preferred method) or send a copy of the
original affidavit to: 7

L Margaret Daniels, Office Director

Office of Business and Administrative Services

4049 Reid Street

Palatka, FL. 32177

If you have any questions, please contact the Bureau of Regulatory Support at (386) 329-4570.

Sincerely,

Margaret Daniels, Office Director
Office of Business and Administrative Services



NOTICE OF AGENCY ACTION TAKEN BY THE
ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

Notice is given that the following permit was issued on

(Name and address of applicant)
permit# . The project is located in County, Section

, Township South, Range East. The permit authorizes a surface
water management system on acres for

known as

. The receiving water body is

A person whose substantial interests are or may be affected has the right to request an
administrative hearing by filing a written petition with the St. Johns River Water Management
- District (District). Pursuant to Chapter 28-106 and Rule 40C-1.1007, Florida Administrative Code
- (F.A.C.), the petition must be filed (received) either by delivery at the office of the District Clerk at
District Headquarters, P.O. Box 1429, Palatka FL 32178-1429 (4049 Reid St, Palatka, FL 32177)
or by e-mail with the District Clerk at Clerk@sjrwmd.com, within twenty-one (21) days of
“newspaper publication of the notice of District decision (for those persons to whom the District
does not mait or email actual notice). A petition must comply with Sections 120.54(5)(b)4. and
-120.569(2)(c), Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Chapter 28-106, F.A.C. The District will not accept a
petition sent by facsimile (fax)..Mediation pursuant to Section 120.573, F.S., may be available

- and choosing mediation does not affect your right to an administrative hearing.

‘A petition for an administrative hearing is deemed filed upon receipt of the complete petition by
the District Clerk at the District Headquarters in Palatka, Florida during the District's regular
- business hours. Thé District's regular business hours are 8 a.m. - 5 p.m., excluding weekends
-and District holidays. Petitions received by the District Clerk after the District's regular business
hours shall be deemed filed as of 8 a.m. on the District's next regular business day. The District's
acceptance of petitions filed by e-mail is subject to certain conditions set forth in the District's
- -Statement of Agency Organization-and Operation (issued pursuant to Rule 28-101.001, Florida
Administrative Code), which is available for viewing at floridaswater.com. These conditions
include, but are not limited to, the petition being in the form of a PDF or TIFF file and being
capable of being stored and printed by the District. Further, pursuant to the District's Statemeant of
Agency Organization and Operation, attempting to file a petition by facsimile (fax) is prohibited
and shall not constitute filing.
The right to an administrative hearing and the relevant procedures to be followed are governed
by Chapter 120, Florida Statutes, Chapter 28-106, Florida Administrative Code, and Rule 40C-
1.1007, Florida Administrative Code. Because the administrative hearing pracess is designed to
formulate final agency action, the filing of a petition means the District's final action may he
different from the position taken by it in this notice. Failure to file a petition for an
administrative hearing within the requisite time frame shall constitute a waiver of the right
to an administrative hearing. (Rule 28-106.111, F.A.C.).
If you wish to do so, please visit http://floridaswater.com/nor_dec/ to read the complete Notice of
Rights to determine any legal rights you may have concerning the District's tlecision(s) on the
permit application(s) described above. You can also request the Notice of Rights by contacting
the Director of Regulatory Support, 4049 Reid St., Palatka, FL 32177-2529, tele. no. (386)329-
4570,



NEWSPAPER ADVERTISING

ALACHUA

The Alachua County Record, Legal Advertising

P. O. Box 806
Gainesville, FL 32602
352-377-2444/ fax 352-338-1986

BRAFORD

Bradford County Telegraph, Legal Advertising

P. O, Drawer A
Siarke, FL 32901
904-964-6305/ fax 904-964-8628

CLAY

Clay Today, Legal Advertising
1560 Kinsley Ave., Suite 1
Orange Park, FL 32073
904-264-3200/ fax 904-264-3285

- FLAGLER
Flagler Tribune, c/o News Journal
P. O..Box 2831
Daytona Béach, FL. 32120-2831
.386-681-23227. -

" LAKE

. Daily Commercial, Legal Advertising
P. O. Drawer 490007
Leesburg, FL 34749
352-365-8235/fax 352-365-1951

NASSAU. _
- News-Leader, Legal Advertising
P. 0. Box 766

Fernandina Beach, FL. 732035
904-261-3696/fax 904-261-3698

ORANGE

Sentinel Communications, Legal Advertising
633 N. Qrange Avenue

Orlando, FL 32801

407-420-5160/ fax 407-420-5011

PUTNAM

Palatka Daily News, Legal Advertising
P. Q. Box 777 '
Palatka, FL. 32178

386-312-5200/ fax 386-312-5209

SEMINOLE

Seminole Herald, Legal Advertising
300 North French Avenue

Sanford, FL 32771

407-323-9408

BAKER

Baker County Press, Legal Advertising
P. 0. Box 598

Maclenny, FL 32063

904-259-2400/ fax 904-259-6502

BREVARD

Florida Today, Legal Advertising
P. O. Box 419000

Melbourne, FL. 32841-9000
321-242-3832/ fax 321-242-6618

DUVAL

Daily Record, Legal Advertising
P. O. Box 1769

Jacksonviile, FL 32201
904-356-2466 / fax 804-353-2628

INDIAN RIVER

Vero Beach Press Journal, Legal Advertising
P. O. Box 1268

Vero Beach, FL 32961-1268

772-221-42821 fax 772-978-2340

MARION

Ocala Star Banner, Legal Advertising
2121 SW 19th Avenue Road

Ocala, FL 34474

352-867-4010/fax 352-867-4126

OKEECHOBEE

Okeechobee News, Legal Advertising
P, O. Box 639

Okeechobee, FL 34973-0639
863-763-3134/fax 863-763-5801

OSCEOLA

Little Sentinal, Legal Advertising
633 N. Orange Avenug

Orlando, FL 32801
407-420-5160/ fax 407-420-5011

S§T. JOHNS

St. Augustine Record, Legal Advertising
P. Q. Box 1630

St. Augustine, FL. 32085

904-819-3436

VOLUSIA

Naws Journal Corporation, Legal Advertising
P. 0. Box 2831

Daytona Beach, FL 32120-2831

(386) 681-2322



TOWN OF LADY LAKE Gl SEP 15 il
APPLICATION FOR MAJOR SITE PLAN MODIFICATIO » J i
GRGHTH b o !
!TG’E e trt. ;
1. Applicant's Name: Lara Parker, Manager - Water Qaks MHP
Address: 106 Evergreen Lane
Telephone/Email: 352-255-4499  Iparkeri@suncommunities.com

Applicantis:  Owner ___Developer __ Lessee . Agent _X Optionee

2, Owner's Name: Sun Communities [ne

Address: 2777 Franklin Road

Telephone/Email: 352-255-4499, Iparker1@suncommunities.com
3. - Project Name: - _Water Oaks:Recreation Center

. Physical Location/Address: _Water Oaks Blvd.

4. - The exact legal description of the pr:opefty as shown on the Tax Receipt or the
Warranty Deed, or attach a separate sheet to the application form:

5. The property is currently zoned: qu-q

8. Briefly describe the proposed modification _Add parking and sports courts

If for storage, what type of material will. be stored? _N/A

7. Have any development reviews and/or approvals baen granted to this.
- Yes _X_ No If yes, list the type, date and result: _App,

PLEASE SUBMIT APPLICATION TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT ACCOMPANIED BY TEN (10) COPIES OF THE
SITE PLAN AND ONE (3) 11 X 17 (SIGNED AND SEALED REQUIRED), APPROFRIATE REVIEW FEES, PROOF OF OWNERSHIP
AND ALL APPLICABLE INFORMATION AND DOCUMENTATION AS REQUIRED BY LADY LAKE ORDINANGE 94-08, LAND
DEVELOPMENT RGULATIONS, ADOPTELD AUGUST 15, 1994,




OWNER'S AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared _pManica Slider ,
who being by me first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says:

(1} That ke is the fee-simple owner of the property legally described on page one
of this application.

(2) That he desires approval for:
Water Oaks Recreation Complex

(3} That he has appointed __Justin Wolcott to act as agent.in
- his behalf to accamplish the above. The Owner is required to complete the
APPLICANT’'S AFFIDAVIT of this application if no agent is appointed to act

- in his stead. i
. e 8.0

Kffiant (Owner’s Signature)

The forego: instrument was acknowledged before me this / (o (0 day of @G;@bez
' loNida. S d€r2_ ", who idpsrsonally knowito me or who has

-produced as identification and who did (did not) take an oath.
o . '
Sl /ﬂ/&{f e MM . MICHELE DIANE MCEAGHERN

Notary Public § MY COMMISSION #Frogsasd

Fornce  EXPIRES February 2, 2018
(40?) 58-0163

FiorldaNotaryService.com

NOTE

All applications shall be signed by the owner of the properly, or some
person duly authorized by the owner to sign. This authority authorizing a
person other than the owner to sign must be attached.




APPLICANT'S AFF IDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

_ Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared
J02 MK — Who being by me first duly sworn on oath, deposes and

says:

(I} That he affirms and certifies that he understands and will comply with a]
ordinances, regulations, and provisions of the Town of Lady Lake,
Florida, and that afj statements and diagrams submitted hetewith are true
and accurate to the best of his kriowledge and belief, and further, that this
application and attachments shall beeome part of the Official Records of
the Town of Lady Lake, Florida, and are not returnable,

(2} That he desires approval for:

(3) ) That the submittal requirenient's for the application haye been completed

- and attachied hereio ag part of this application,

tant (Applicant’s Signature)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledgéd before me this [S day of OO, o 0‘(? '
204 by TS IVIok who is pefanna D me or who has produced

B~ (NS - o identification and who did (did nat) take an oath,

T e
Notary Public '

», MICHELE DIANE MCEACHERN
1} MY COMMISSION #FFosgaga
& EXPIRES February 2, 2018
FioridaNotaryServine.aom

S



Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

General Information

http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details,aspx ?altkey=3011988

| SUN
:Owner Name: :COMMUNITIES Alternate Key: 3011988
| FINANCE LP
iMailing 27777 FRANKLIN {Parcel Number: 16-18-24-060000002901
iAddreSS: RD STE 200 Millage Group and
SOUTHFIELD, M| City:g P A 100LL (Lady Lake)
48034-8205 ; :
Usdate Mailing Address Total Millage ‘Rate. 18.70410
: v mﬁgiﬁﬁ:ﬁc"ng My Public Services Map
\ P rope'r_ty'_ WATER OAK COUNTRY
Location: LADY LAKE FL Property Name: CLUB ESTATES
32159 Submif Property Name §
Updata Proparty
Location £ School Locator: | School and Bus Map ¢
LADY LAKE, SLIGH & TEAGUE'S ADD LOTS 29 & 30--LESS S 330
FT|
. S$1/2 OF LOT 35--LESS E 219.23 FT-, E 1/2 OF MALACA AVE |
- SLYING N OF THE W'LY EXTENSION OF THE N LINE OF & 330 FT
Property OF |
Description: o4 | 0T 30 & S OF THE W'LY EXTENSION OF THE N LINE OF S
112
QF SAID LOT 35 FBB8PG 9]
ORB 1265 PG 1069 |

Land Data
-Line Land Use Frontage Depth Notes No.Units Type Class Value Land Value
1. (2810) 0 - 0 3.32 AC  $50.00 $13,695.00

Mlscellaneous Improvements

I There is no improvement information to display.

Sales History

O.R. Book / Page Sale Date Instrument QM VacJlmp. Sale Price

21265 /1069 12/1/1993 WD M V $1.00

Values and Estimated Ad Valorem Taxes &

. MMarket Assessed Taxable . Estimatéd
Tax Authority Value Value ~Value Millage  7;,es
LAKE COUNTY BCC ‘
GENERAL FUND $13,695 §11,599 $11,599 5.30510 $61.53
LAKE COUNTY MSTU
AMBU LANCE $1 3,695 §$11,59¢9 $11,599 F).46290 $537
LA COUNTY MSTU FIRE ‘_$13,695 $11,599 $‘I1,59_9 ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 0.47040 ._,$5 45

SCHOOL BOARD STATE  $13,695  $13,605  $13695 494900 $67.78
SCHOOL BOARD LOCAL $13,695$13695 ‘._,$13'695 ) 2.24800 $30.79
TOWN OF LADY LAKE  $13695 §1150¢  $11509 355100  §41.19

ST JOHNS RIVER FL WATER
MGMTDIST 913695 §11509 - §11590 030230 8IS




Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

LAKE COUNTY VOTED

http://www.lakecopropappr. com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3011988

DEBT SERVIDE $13695  $11.50 $11.59 016000 $1.80

LAKE COUNTY WATER

AUTHORITY #1389 $11.699  $11,500 | 025540 $2.96

g%}?_m LAKE HOSPITAL - $13,695 $11 599 $11,599  1.00000  $11.60

' Total: Total:
18.7041  $232.05

Exemptions Information

This property is benefitting from the following exemptions with a checkmark N4

_ First Homestead Exemption (up to $25,000)

_"_"___Add|tlonal Homestead Exemptlon (uptoan additional $25 GDO)

Learn More View the Law

Laarn Morg View fhe Law

Limited Income Semor Exemption (apphed to county millage - up to

$50,000)

Learn More View the Law

Limited Income Semor Exemptlon (apphed to city mlliage up to

,,$25 000) &

" Lgar More View the Law

Limited Income Seniior 25 Year Residency (county ml!lage

only-exemption amount varies)

Learn More View the Law

Widow / Widower Exemption {up to $500)

Leamn More View the Law

m‘mBllnd Exemptlon {up to $500)

Learn More View the Law

D|sab|][ty Exomption (0n fo $500)_

Laarn More View the Law

Total Disability Exemption {amount Vanes)

Learn More View the Law

Veteran s Disability Exemption ($5000)

Veteran s Total Disability Exemption (amount vanes)

Learn Mora View the Law

Learn More View the Law

'Veteran 's Combat Related Disability Exemptlon {amount varies)

Learn More View the Law

Deployed Semoemember Ex pt

{amount varies)

Learn More View the Law

Surviving Spouse of First ReSDOHder 'Exempflon (amount vanes)

Learn More View the Law

~ Conservation Exemptlon (amount vanes) ,
) mTanglble F’ersonal Property Exemption (up to $25 oc

Learn More View the Law

Learn More View the Law

Rehgmus Chantab[e Institutional, and Orgamzaﬂona! Exemptlons

(amount varies)

Government Exemption (amount varles) - T

Exemption Savings ¢

Learn More View the Lenf

Learp More View the Law

The exemptions marked with a v/ above are providing a tax dollar savings of:

$0.00

Assessment Reduction Information (3% cap, 10% cap, Agricultural,

Portabihty, etc )

This property is benefitting from the following assessment reductions with a

checkmark \f

- Save Our Homes Assessment L|m|tat|on (3% assessed vatue cap)

Save Our Homes Assessment Transfer (Portabtllty}

V' Non-Hemestezd Assessment Limitation (10% assessed Value oap)

Conservatlon C!assmcat lon Assessment leltatlon
Agrlcu]turat Classification

Leam More View the Law

Leamn More View the Law

Leem More View the Law

Learn More erw fhe Law

Leam Morg V.'ew the Law




Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=301198¢

Assessment Reduction Savings &

The assessment reductions marked with a v above are providing a tax dollar

savings of: $24.02

.~ Copyright © 2014 Lake County Property Appraiser. All rights reserved.
Propertty data last updated on 8 September 2015.



Property Details : Lalke County Property Appraiser

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

General Information

http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3011988

| 'SUN
:Owner Name: |\COMMUNITIES Alternate Key: 3011988
FINANCE LP
;Mailing 27777 FRANKLIN  {Parcel Number: 16-18-24-060000002901
Address: RD STE 200 Mitlage Group and
SOUTHFIELD, M! City:g O0LL (Lady Lake)
48034-8205 : :
é.égdate Mailing Address lOtaL;WRI”ageIB,ate' 18.70410
rash/Recycling , ,
| MWater/Info: My Public Services Map iﬁ
Pr ope'rty ' WATER OAK COUNTRY
Location: LADY LAKE FL Property Name: |CLUB ESTATES
32159 Submit Property Name &
Undate Property
Location & School Locator; | School and Bus Map 4%
{LADY LAKE, SLIGH & TEAGUE'S 'ADD LOTS 29 & 30--LESS S 330
FT-|
§ 1/2 OF LOT 35--LESS E 219.23 FT~, E 1/2 OF MALACA AVE |
LYING N OF THE W'LY EXTENSION OF THE N LINE OF S 330 FT
Property OF |
Description:  |5AID LOT 30 & S OF THE WLY EXTENSION OF THE N LINE OF S
1/2]
OF SAID LOT 35PB 8 PG 9|
ORB 1265 PG 1069 |
Land Data
Line Land Use Frontage Depth Notes No.Units Type Class Value Land Value
1 (2810) 0 0 3.32 AC  $0.00 $13,695.00
Miscellaneous Improvements
j There is no improvement information to display. w
Sales History
: O.R. Book / Page Sale Date Instrument /U Vac./Imp. Sale Price
1265 /1069 12171993 WD M v $1.00
Values and Estimated Ad Valorem Taxes ¢
. o Market Assessed Taxable Estimated
Tax Authority Value Value Value M]I]age‘ Taxes
LAKE COUNTY BCC
GENERAL FUND $13,605  $11,599 $11,599 530510 $61.§ﬁ )
LAKE GOUNTY MSTU
AMBULANCE ??‘-’3,695 $11 ,599 ; $11,599 046290 $537
LAKE COUNTY MSTU FIRE $13,695  $11,599 ____'__._f$‘]‘1,599 llllllll 0.47040 _§5.46
SCHOOL BOARD STATE  $13,605  $13,695 $13,695 494900  $67.78
SCHOOL BOARD LOCAL  $13,695  $13695  $13,695  2.24800  $30.79
TOWN OF LADY LAKE 13695 §11,599  $11599 355100  $41.19
ST JOHNS RIVER FL WATER

MeMTDIST - 13895 §115%6 G5

89

0.30230  $3.51



Property Details | Lake County Property Appraiser http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3011988

LAKE COUNTY VOTED $13 695  $11,599 $11,599  0.16000  $1.86

DEBT SERVICE
LAKE COUNTY WATER

e TOON $13,605 sa,sga $11,500 025540  $2.96
S%RTTHLAKEHOSP'TAL $13,695 $11,500 $11,509  1.00000  $11.60

Total: Total:
18.7041 $232.05

Exemptions Information

This property is benefitting from the foliowing exemptions with a checkmark v

" First Horr_l_estead Exemption {up to $25 000) Lo More View the Law

~_Addiional Homestead Exemptlon (up to an additional $25,000) Loam Mare View the Law
"Limited Income Senior Exemptlon (apphed to county mll!age up to
$50,000) Learn More View the Law
Limited Income Senior Exemption (applied to city miliage -upto
$25,0000 ¢ - Learn More Visw the Law
Limited Income Senior 25 Year Residency (county millage
only-exemptlon amount varies} Learn More View the Law
Widow / W:dower Exemptlon (up to $500) ' Learn More View the Law
Blind Exemption (up to $500) Leam Mare View the Law
Pisability Exemption {up to $500) ‘ ' Leam More View the Law
Total Disability Exemption {amount varies) Learn More Viaw the Law
" Veteran 's Disability Exemption ($5600) ) Learn More View tha Law
--"‘"Veteran s Total Dlsablllty Exemption (amoﬁnt varles) Learn Morg View the Law
o ““Veteran s-Combat Related Disability Exemption (amount varies) Loarn More View the Law
."H'Dep!oyed Sarvicemember Exemptlon {amount varias) Learn More View the Law
Surviving Spouse of First Responder Exemption (amount varles) Learn More View the Law
‘ Conservation Exemption (amount varies)  Leam Mora View the Law
o .Tanglble Personal Property Exemptlon (up to $25 000) Leam More View the Law
Religious, Charitable, Institutional, and Organizational Exemptlons
(amount varies) Co- Lean Mora Visw the Law
© Government Exemption (amount \;a-r-i-es) T Leam More View the Law

Exemption Savings &

The exemptions marked with a v above are providing a tax dollar savings of:

$0.00

Assessment Reduction Information (3% cap, 10% cap, Agricultural,
Portabllity, etc. )

This property is benefitting from the following assessment reductions with a

checkmark v
Save Our Homes Assessment L|m|tat|on {3% assessed value cap) Learn More View the Law
Save Our Homes Assessment Transfer (Portabfllty) Learn More View the Law
V' Non- Homestead Assessment Limitation (10% assessed value cap) Learn Morg View the Law
Conservation CIaSS|f|cat|on Assessment le:tation _ Learn More View the Law

Agrloultura! C assification Leamn More View the Law



Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3011988

Assessment Reduction Savings ¢

The assessment reductions marked with a v above are providing a tax dollar

savings of: $24.02

Copyright ® 2014 Lake County Property Appraiser. Al rights reserved,
 Property data last updated on 8 September 2015.



DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
FOR
WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER

PARCEL AREA 3.32 AC.

PROJECT AREA 117,600 SF (2.70 AC.}

SOIL CONDITIONS OF SITE

SOIL NAME CANDLER SAND
DEPTH 0-67" (5.58")
PERMEABILITY 0-67" >20"

37-99” 6-20”
KV USE 20”/HR (40'/DAY)
KH = 1.5 KV 60 FT/DAY

CONFINING AQUIFER

GROUND ELEV. 89
DEPTH — 99" 8.25'
AQUIFER ELEV. 80.75'

SEASONAL HIGH WATER TABLE
USE 67” DEPTH
ELEV. 83.42

\'{‘il,

i,
& %"L ROG

ig

IO

2
\ 0 “ \JCENSE l".
Mo, 10027




WATERSHED AREA

OPEN SPACE CN

IMPERVIOUS AREA
SPORTS COURT
REST ROOM
ASPHALT PAVING

PRE-CONSTRUCTION

117,600 SF (2.70 AC.)

WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBERS

IMPERVIOUS AREA

OPEN SPACE

39
2@ 681 SF 1,362
418
14,358
16,138 5F
AREA % CN PRODUCT
16,138 13.72 a8 1,345
101,462 86.28 39 3,365
117,600 100 4,710

CN 47.10

RUNOFF VOLUME FROM A 100 YR/24 HOUR STORM

{=115"

VOLUME 40,989 CF



PONDS Version 3.3.0278

Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method

Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.
Project Data
Project Name: WATER QAKS RECREATION CENTER

Simulation Description:  PRE-CONSTRUCTION
Project Number:

Engineer : ROGERS, PE_
Supervising Engineer:

Date: 08-26-2015

Aquifer Data

Base Of Aquifer Efevation, [B] {ft datum);

Water Table Elevation, {WT] (ft datumy):

Ho__rizoptal Saturated Hydraulic Conductivity, [Kh] (firday):
Fillabig: Porosity, [n] (%)

Unsa}tLirated Vertical infiltration Rate, [Iv] (ft/day):

Maximum Area For Unsaturatad infiltration, [Av] (ft%):

80.75
83.42
60.00
25.00
40.0
0.0

WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER

08-28-2015

15:29:05 Page 1



PONDS Version 3.3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Scenario Input Data

Scenario 1 :: SCS Type Il Florida Modified - 24 hr- 100 yr

Hydrograph Type: Inline SCS
* Modflow Routing: Not routed
1

Repetitions:

Basin Area {acres) 2.700
Time Of Concentration (minutes) 10.0
DCIA (%) 0.0
Curve Number 471

Design Rainfall Depth (inches) 1.5
Design Rainfall Duration {hours) 240
Shape Facter UHG 484
- Rainfall Distribution SCS Type |l Florida Modified
Initial ground water lavel (ft datum) 83.42 {default)

No limes after storm specified,

© WATER QAKS RECREATION CENTER 08-26-2015  15:20:05 Page 2



PONDS Version 3.3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D,, P.E.

Summary of Results : Scenario 1 :: SCS Type Il Florida Modified - 24 hr - 100 yr

Time Stage Rate Volume
{hours) {ft datum) (ft3/s) (f%

Stage

Minimum ) Not Availabie  Not Availabie

Maximum Not Avallable Not Available
Inflow

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.022 8.3308

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive 24.533 40989.1

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 24.578 40889.1
Infiltration

Rate - Maximum - Positive Not Available Not Available

Rate - Maximum - Negative Not Available Not Available

Curmulative Volume - Maximum Positive Not Available Not Available

Cumulatve Volume - Maximum Negative Not Available Not Available

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation Not Available Not Available
Combined Discharge 7

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.022 8.3308

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximitim Positive 24,533 © o 40989.1

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative - None : -Nene

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 24 578 40989.1
Discharge Structure 1 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative ~ disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled : disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation disabled disabled
Discharge Structure 2 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulatien disabled disabled
Discharge Structure 3 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Nagative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation disabled disabled
Pollution Abatement:

36 Mour Stage and Infiltration Volums N.A. N.A. N.A.

72 Hour Stage and Infiltration Voluma N.A. N.A, N.A.

WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER 08-26-20156  15:20:07 Page 3



WATERSHED AREA

IMPERVIOUS AREA
ENTRANCE ROAD
GOLF CART PARKING
VEHICLE PARKING
REST ROOM
PICNIC PAVILLION
SPORTS COURTS
PICKLE BALL COURT
BASKET BALL COURT
VOLLEY BALL COURT

PROPOSED WATER RETENTION

STAGE AREA
86 2,957
87 4,114
88 5,014
a9 6,171
P =460
V=13,693 CF
OVERFLOW
ELEVATION 83.0
LENGTH 30
WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBERS
IMPERVIOUS AREA
WATER RETENTION AREA
OPEN SPACE
CN

AREA
40,184
6,178

71,245

POST-CONSTRUCTION

117,600 SF (2.70 AC.)

1,700
9,750
10,254
418
1,500
1,362
11,700
1,700
-1,800

40,184 SF

VOLUME

0

3,536

8,100
13,693

34.17
5.25
60.58

CN
58
98
35

PRODUCT
3,649

515
2,363

117,600

62.27

100

6,227



PONDS INPUT PARAMETERS

EQUIVALENT POND LENGTH 208.1
EQUIVALENT POND WIDTH 21.9
CONFINING AQUIFER ELEV. 80,75
WATER TABLE ELEVATION 83.42
HORZ HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY 60
FILLABLE POROSITY 25
VERTICLE INFILTRATION 40
AREA AVAILABLE 4,564

RUNOFF VOLUME FROM A 100 YR/24 HR SYSTEM
1=11.5"
VOLUME ='23,927 CF

WATER QUALITY VOLUME

1) RUNOFF OF FIRST 1” FROM WATERSHED
1/12 X 117,600 = 9,800 CF

2) RUNOFF OF FIRST %" FROM WATERSHED
0.5/12 X 117,600 = 4,900 CF
RUNOFF OF FIRST 1.25” FROM IMPERVIOUS AREA
1.25/12 X 40,184 = 4,186 CF

TOTAL 9,086 CF

3) LARGEST—9800 CF
MAXIMUM STAGE ELEV.
RECOVERY TIME — 12 HOURS



PONDS Version 3.3.0278
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Project Data

Project Name; WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER
Simulation Description:  POST CONSTRUCTION

Project Number:

Engineer ROGERS, PE

Supervising Enginser:

Date: 08-26-2015

Aguifer Da_ta

Base Of Aquifer Elevation, [B] (ft datum): 780.75
Water Table Elevation, [WT] (ft datum): 83.42
Horizc_mtal Saturated Hydraulic Conductivity, [Kh] (ft/day): 60.00
Fillable_ Porasity, [n] (%): 25.00
Unsétuyated Vertical Infittration Rate, [Iv] (ft/day): 40.0
Maxfmﬁm Area For Unsaturated Infiltration, [Av] {ft3): 4564.0

Geometry Data

Equivalent Pond Length, [L] {ft): 208.1
Equivalent Pond Width, [W] (ft). 21.9

Ground water mound is expected to intersect the pond bottom

Stage vs Area Data

Stage Area
(ft datum) (ft3)
86.00 2957.0
87.00 4114.0
88.00 5014.0
89.00 6171.0

WATER DAKS RECREATIQN CENTER . 06-256-2015  15:36:385 Page 1



PONDS Version 3.3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Discharge Structures

Discharge Structure #1 is active as weir

Structure Parameters

Description: OVERFLOW

Welir elevation, (ft datum); 89.0
Weir coefficient: 2.861
Weir length, (ft): 30
Weir exponent; 1.5

Tailwater - disabled, free discharge

Discharge Structure #2 is inactive

Discharge Structure #3 is inactive

WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER

08-26-2015

15:36:38 Page 2



PONDS Version 3.3.0278
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E,

Scenario |n put Data

Scenario 1 :: SCS Type Il Florida Modifisd - 24 hr- 100 yr

Hydrograph Type: Infiine SCS

Modfiow Routing: Routed with infiltration
Repetitions: 1

Basin Area (acres) 2.700
Time Of Cancentration {minutes) 10.0
DCIA (%) 0.0

Curve Number 62.27

Design Rainfall Depth (inches) 11.5

Design Rainfall Duration {hours) 24.0

Shape Factor UHG 4384

Rainfall Distribution SCS Type Il Florida Modified

Initial ground water level {ft datum) 83.42 (default)

Time After Time After Time After
Storm Event Storm Event Storm Event
(days) {days) (days)

1.000 8.000 11.000
2.000 7.000 12.000
3.000 §.000 13.000
4.000 9.000 14.000

5.000 10.000

Scenario 2 :: 9800 ft° shig load

Hydrograph Type: Slug Load
Modflow Routing: Routed with infiltration

Treatment Volumea (ft) ‘ 9300

Initial ground water level (itdatum) @&3.42 {dafault)

Time After Time After
Storm Event Storm Event
{days) (days)
0.100 2.000
0.250 2.500
0.500 3.000
1.000 3.500
1.500 4.000

WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER 08-26-2015 15:35:38 Fage 3



PONDS Version 3,3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Summary of Results

' Secenario 1 i1 SCS Type Il Florida Modifiad - 24 hr- 100 yr

Time Stage Rate Volume
(hours) (ft datum) {ft¥/s) (it}

Stage

Minimum 0.000 83.42

Maximum 12.089 89.23
Inflow

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.022 12.8540

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive 24.533 63490.2

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 360.578 63490.2
Infiltration

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.022 3.1381

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive 120.578 39563.6

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 360.578 39583.6
Combined Discharge

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.089 0.3247

Rate - Maximum - Negative - Nene Nene

Cumulative Volume - Maxinium Positive 24111 23926.6

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative . None Nene

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 3680.578 23526.8
Discharge Structure 1 - simple weir

Rate - Maximum - Positive 12.089 9.3247

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Curnulative Volume - Maximum Positive 24,111 23926 6

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None "None

Cumulative Velume - End of Simulation 360.578 23926.6
Discharge Struciure 2 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative | disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation disabled disabled
Discharge Structure 3 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative ~ disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume ~ End of Simulation disabled disabled
Pollution Abatement:

36 Hour Stage and Infiltration Volums N.A. N.A. N.A.

72 Hour Stage and Infiltration Volume N.A, NA. N.A.

WATER OAKS RECREATICN CENTER 08-26-2015 15:36:38 Page 4



PONDS Version 3.3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Summary of Resulis

w Scenario 2 ;1 9800 f* slug load

Time Stage Rate Volume
{hours) __(ft datum) (ft%s) (i

Stage

Minimum 0.000 83.42

Maximum 0.002 88.32
Inflow

Rate - Maximum - Positive 0.002 1633.3330

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Velume - Maximum Positive 0.002 9800.0

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative ' None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 98,000 9800.0
Infiltration

Rate - Maximum - Positive . 0.002 21121

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive 12.000 9800.0

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation 96.000 9800.0
Combined Discharge

Rate - Maximum - Positive . None None

Rate - Maximum - Negative ] None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximim Positive None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative.. None Neone

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation o 96.000 0.0
Discharge Structure 1 - simple weair

Rate - Maximum - Positive - None None

Rate - Maximum - Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive None Ncne

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative None None

Cumulative Volume - End of Simutation 96.000 0.0
Discharge Structure 2 - inactive

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Voiume - Maximum Negative disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation disabled disabled
Discharge Structure 3 - inactive .

Rate - Maximum - Positive disabled disabled

Rate - Maximum - Negative disabled disabled :

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Positive disabled disabled

Cumulative Volume - Maximum Negative disahled disabied

Cumulative Volume - End of Simulation disabled disabled
Pollution Abatement:

36 Hour Stage and Infittration Volume 36.000 8455 £800.0

72 Hour Stage and Infiltration Volume 72.000 84.15 9800.0

WATER OAKS RECREATION CENTER 08-28-2015 15:36:38 Pags 5



PONDS Version 3.3.0276
Retention Pond Recovery - Refined Method
Copyright 2012
Devo Seereeram, Ph.D., P.E.

Detailed Results . Scenario 2 :: 9800 ff siug load

Combined
Elapsed Instantaneous Qutside Stage Infiltration  Instantaneous  Cumulative Cumulative Combinad
Time Inflow Rate Recharge Elevation Rate Discharge Inflow Infiltratien Cumulative
0.000 1633.3330 0.00000 83.42000 0.00000 o] 0.0C0 0.00000 0 N.A.
0.002 1633,3330 0.90000 88.32448 211210 0 9800.000 12.67778 0 u/P
2400 0.0000 0.00000 86.88670 0.57800 0 9800.000  7450.04500 0] u/s
5.000 0,0000 0.00000 86.12654 0.10106 o} 9800.000  9416.55200 0 S
12.000 0.0000 0.00000 85.43109 0.01183 0 800,000  9800.00000 Q S
24.000 0.0000 0.00000 B84.84454 0.00000 0 9800.000  9800.00000 0 i)
36.000 0.0000 0.00000 54.54864 0.00000 [} 9800.000  9B00.00000 0 g
48.000 0.0000 0.00000 84,36728 0.00000 [ 9800.000 8800.00000 0 S
60.000 0.0000 0.00000 84.24326 0.00000 0 8800,000 9800.00000 0 8
72.000 0.0000 0.00006 84.16211 0.00000 0 800,000  9800.00000 o] B
84,000 0.0000 0.00000 84.08176 0.00000 0 £800.000 9800.00000 0 S
96.000 0.0G00 0.00000  B4.02545 — — §9800.000 9800.00000 3} N.A.
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LAYOUT PLAN
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PROPERTY IMFORMATION:

OWNERS:
SUN COMMUNITIES, INC.

C
2777 FRANKLIN ROAD SUITE 200

SCUTHFIELD, MI 48034
CONTACT:

LAURA PARKER, MANAGER
PHONE: (352) 753-3000
E—MAIL: lparker1@suncommunities.com

AREA OWNED: 3.32 ACRES

PROJECT AREA: 2.70 ACRES
ADDITIONAL IMPERVICUS AREA: 0.56 ACRES

ATION COMPLEX

SITE DATA
ZONNING

PROPERTY OWNERS:
PROPOSED USE:

SITE ACREAGE:

EXISTING ZONING:
ADJACENT ZONING EAST:
ADJACENT ZONING WEST:
ADJACENT ZONING NORTH:
ADJACENT ZONING SOUTH:

VEHICULAR
MINIMUM DRIVE AISLE WIDTH:
STANDARD PARKING STALL:
PARKING SETBACK/BUFFER:

GOLF CART
MINIMUM DRIVE AISLE WIDTH:
STANDARD PARKING STALL:
PARKING SETBACK/BUFFER:

PICNIC PAVILION 5

LOADING ZONE:
PAVED PARKING AREA
VEHICULAR:

VEHICULAR:
GOLF CARTS:

R (TENNIS, HANDBALL,
REQUIRED:

COURTS:

REQUIRED:
PROVIDED

VEHICULAR:

GOLF CART:

TOTAL:

SUN COMMUNITIES, INC.

OUTDOOR RECREATION

144619 SQUARE FEET (3.32 ACRES)
MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSITY (MH-9)
RESIDENTIAL (COUNTY) R—1

MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSITY EMH—Q}
MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSITY (MH-9,
RESIDENTIAL (COUNTY) R—1

360" FRONT
94" SIDE
240" REAR

NOT APPLICABLE

5454 SQUARE FEET
2752 SQUARE FEET

4800 SQUARE FEET
6998 SQUARE FEET

& RACQUET BALL COURTS)
3 SPACES/COURT

1

3D SPACES

22 SPACES

49 SPACES
71 SPACES

HANDICAP SPACES: 1 PER 25 VEHICULAR
3

REQUIRED:
PROVIDED:

OPEN SPACE
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

IMPERVIOUS AREA
EXISTING:

PROPOSED:
LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS

SPACES
3 SPACES

124283 SQUARE FEET {55.9!;
99990 SQUARE FEET (69.14%

20336 SQUARE FEET ?4.1%}
44623 SQUARE FEET (29.6%,

10% OF GROSS PAVED AREA SHALL BE LANDSCAPED

GROSS PAVED AREA:
LANDSCAPED AREA
REQUIRED:
PROVIDED:

BUILDING DATA
BUILDING PROTOTYPE:

BUILDING AREA:
SEATING:

BUILDING HEIGHT:
NUMBER OF STORIES:
EMPLOYEES:

20004 SQUARE FEET

4323 SOUARE FEEF

PICNIC_PAVILION
1500 SQUARE FEET
N/A

12"

1
N/A

\\\iﬂglﬂgi
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NORTH

GRAPHIC

SCALE

i
g
H

8

LEGEND:

IRl Hi
1. 24" OAK 62. 36" DAK
2. 24" DAK 63. 18" DAK
3. 14" CHERRY 64. 20" DAK
4. 32" DAK 65. 24" DAK
5. 20" DAK 66. 18" DAK
6. 40" DAK 67. 18" DAK
7. 24" DAK 68. 22" DAK
8. 36" 0AK 69. 16" DAK
9. 24" DAK 70. 42" OAK
10. 24" 0AK 71. 24" OAK
11. 24" DAK 72. 24" DAK
12. 18" DAK 73. 18" DAK
13. 22" 0AK 74. 22" OAK
14. 22" OAK 75. 16" 0AK
15. 36" DAK 76. 20" OAK
16. 48" CAMPHOR 77. 24" DAK
17. 36" DAK 78. 42" 0AK
18. 28" DAK 79. 38" OAK
19. 28" OAK 80. 18" CHERRY
20. 36" OAK 81. 18" CHERRY
21. 24" DAK 82. 36° CHERRY
22. 36" DAK 83. 24" 0AK
23. 15" DAK 84. 20" CHERRY
24. 15" DAK 85. 36" CHERRY
25. 30: OAK 86. 38" DAK
26. 44" DAK 87. 32" DAK
27. 32" OAK 88. 26" CHERRY
2B. 20" DAK 89. 18" CHERRY
29. 18" DAK 90. 18" CAMPHOR
30. 12" DAK 91. 167 PALM
31. 12" DAK 92. 20" OAK
32. 18" DAK 93, 24" DAK
33. 24" OAK 94, 22" DAK
34, 15" DAK 95. 22" 0AK
35. 38" DAK 96. 36" DAK
36. 20" OAK 97. 20" 0AK
37. 12" DAK 98. 3" CRATE MYTR
3B. 12" DAK 99. 10° 0AK
39. 20" OAK 100. 12" DAK
40. 20" DAK 101. 15" DAK
41. 20" OAK 102. 10" CHERRY
42. 20" OAK 103. 10" OAK
43. 12" DAK 104. 12" CHERRY
44, 24" DAK 105. 12" OAK
45. 28" OAK 106. 12" OAK
46. 24" DAK 107. 18" CHERRY
47, 30" DAK 108. 14" DAK
4B, 13" OAK 109. 18" DAK
49. 32" DAK 110. 18" DAK
50. 20" DAK 111. 16 0AK
51, 22" DAK 112. 77 0AK
52. 24" DAK 113. B" OAK
53. 15" DAK 114. 24" DAK
54. 10" DAK 115. 14" DAK
55. 20" DAK 116. 18" OAK
56. 18" DAK 117. 22" DAK e 10
57. 157 DAK 118. 28" DAK
58. 20" CHERRY 119. 12" DAK it
58. 15" DAK 120. 18" DAK
60. 22" OAK 121. 26" OAK
61. B" DAK 122. 32" OAK '

TOTAL INCHES: 2684"
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TREE_SCHEDULE

1. 24" QAK 62. 36"—Ohr

2. 24" OAK 63. 18" OAK-

3. 14" CHERRY 64. 20—OAK-

4. 32" DAK 65. 24"OAK-

5. 20" OAK 66. 18" OAK

6. 40" OAK 67. 18”7 DAK

7. 24" DAK 6B. 22" DAK

8. 36" DAK 69. 167 DAK

9. 24" OAK 70, 42"DAK-

10. 247 OAK 71. 24" OAK

11. 24”7 DAK 72. 24" 0AK

12. 18" OAK 73. 18" 0AK

13. 22" OAK 74, 22" 0AK

14, 22" OAK 75. 16" DAK

15. 36" DAK 76. 20" DAK

16. 48" CAMPHOR 77. 24" DAK

17. 36" OAK 78. 42" DAK

18. 2B" DAK 79. 38" DAK

19. 28" OAK BO. 18" CHERRY

20. 36" OAK B1. 18" CHERRY

21. 24" OAK B2. 36" CHERRY

22. 36" OAK B3. 24" OAK

23. 15" QAK B4. 20" CHERRY

24, 15" OAK BS. 36" CHERRY

25. 30: OAK 86. 38" DAK

26. 44" OAK B7. 32" OAK

27. 32" OAK B8. 26" CHERRY

28. 20" OAK 89. 18" CHERRY

29, 18" OAK 90. 18" CAMPHOR

30. 12" OAK 81, 16" PALM

31. 12" OAK 92. 20" 0AK

32. 18" OAK 93. 24" OAK

33. 24" OAK 94, 22" OAK wr»wzr‘fz-m
34, 15" OAK 95. 22" OAK FARDWO0D 112" € 1-1/2"
35. 38" OAK 96. 36" OAK s 8 hren
36. 20" OAK 97. -20%-OAK— R

37. 12" 0AK 98. 3" CRATE MYTR (B EoeuiicE

38. 12" OAK 99. 10" OAK Bl
38. 20" OAK 100. 12" QAK

40. 20" OAK 101. 157 QAK

41, 20" OAK 102. 10" CHERRY

42, 20" OAK 103. 10" OAK

43, 12" OAK 104. 12" CHERRY

44, 24" OAK 105. 12" QAK

45, 28" OAK 106. 12" OAK

46. 24" DAK 107. 18" CHERRY et

47. 30" OAK 108. 14" OAK

48, 13”7 QAK 100, 18" OAK SILT FENCE DETAIL
49. 32" OAK 110. 18" OAK HT 0 Sen
50. 20" OAK 111, 18" 0AK

51. 22" OAK 112. 7" OAK

52. 24" OAK 113. 8" OAK LEGEND:

53. 157 OAK 114, 24" 0AK

54. 10" OAK 115. 14" OAK P

o He o 2k m AVEMENT TO BE REMOVED
56. 18" OAK 117. 22" OAK X

57. 15" OAK 118. 28" OAK TREES TO BE REMOVED
58. 20" CHERRY 119. 12" OAK 2

59. 15" DAK 120. 18" DAK

50, 22" OAK 121. 267 OAK PROPOSED SILT FENCE
61. 8" OAK 122. 32" OAK

TOTAL INCHES 2506

70777 coveEr AND RESOD EXISTING CART PATH

[ B L] 75 LAKE COUNTY R—1 ZONED PROPERTY

53-54
v 3ss-s7

LAKE COUNTY R-1 ZONED PROPERTY

REVISION

DATE

\

Robert L. Rogers, PE

Fl. Reg. No. 10027

rlrogers@rogsrseng.com

Rodney K. Rogers, PSM

Fl. Reg. No. 5274

rhrogera@rogarsang.com

Williom A. Menadier, ME, PE

|

Fl. Reg. No. 74581

manadisr@rogerseng.com

14

14

4
ING, LLC
2]

ROGERS ENGINEER

Civil Engineering & Land Surveying,

1105 S.E. 3rd Avenue e Ocala, Florida 34471 e Ph. (352) 622-9214 e Lic. Bus. #4074
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PROPIEAL
£ SITE DATA
B"%‘%u@‘
% ZONNING
. PROPERTY OWNERS: SUN_COMMUNITIES, INC.
M PROPOSED USE: OUTDOOR REC
b2 £ SITE ACREAGE: 144619 SQUARE FEET (3.32 ACRES)
2 EXISTING ZONING: MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSTTY (MH-9)
INSTALL STOP SICH AND £ ADJACENT ZONING EAST: RESIDENTIAL (COU R-1
24 WATE STOP R w U ADJACENT ZONING WEST: MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSITY Eun-s
“ %\ ADJACENT ZONING NORTH: MANUFACTURED HOMES HIGH DENSITY (MH-9,
[ i) ADJACENT ZONING SOUTH: RESIDENTAL (COUNTY) R—1 i‘—‘
&
Vi
MINIMUM DRVE AISLE WIDTH: 20° v
STANDARD PARKING STALL:  9,5°%18"
- J 5 WIOE CLAY PARKING SETBACK/BUFFER:  0° FRONT
'7 = 4{ I WALKING TRAL 0’ SIDE w
| 0" REAR o
— GOLF CART w & -
MINIMUM DRVE AISLE WIDTH: 20" o o 5 Y E
STANDARD PARKING STALL:  6x8 55 . F
PARKING SETBACK/BUFFER: 0 Egso dhg9 c§ g
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0 13 0 0 ™ PAVED PARKING AREA « 2 8
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o  — e s g o -
JAY AREA
VEHICULAR: 4800 SQUARE FEET
n(m?:msu)u GOLF CARTS: 6998 SQUARE FEET
PABKING DATA (TENNIS, HANDBALL. & RACOUET BALL COURTS)
REQUIRED: 3 SPACES/COURT <+
3 1
REQUIRED: 30 SPACES U 5
PROVIDED b
VEHICULAR: 22 SPACES )q 3+
GOLF CART: 49 SPACES &
TOTAL: 71 SPACES =
q @
HANDICAP SPACES: 1 PER 25 VEHICULAR _
REQUIRED: 3 SPACES 2
PROVIDED: 3 SPACES - il
s =
OPEN SPACE
EXISTING: 124283 SQUARE FEET smsx) =
PROPOSED: 99990 SQUARE FEET (69.14%) o
IMPERVIOUS AREA =
EXISTING: 20336 SQUARE FEET E"'”‘ ~ o
PROPOSED: 44623 SQUARE FEET (29.6X Q‘O ol
LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS o
a FSTALL CONCRITE fesl. sTIES OF GROSS PAVED AREA SHALL BE LANDSCAPED 2 &
IR WETER GROSS PAVED AREA: 20004 SQUARE FEET = i
o e e wreh ” o<
w — ) PROVIDED: E0R SRUEE HEE 2
ExSTAG STOP Sk e 24— 5, AL = N =l 2 % é o
v BUILDING DATA
& ¢ I I U 1 |! BUILDING PROTOTYPE: PICNIC PAVILION (I} L]
el = o 4 BUILDING AREA: :‘r}gn SQUAR o
: [
T.EBM. BUILDING HEIGHT: 12" ""'"-I = 3
POl 50 NUMBER OF STORIES: 1 = I
ELEV.= 100.00 EMPLOYEES: N/A 3 2
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LANPECAPE NJTES
AL MATERI SHAL P MLZRGA | BRADE &R BETTER
AL LANPSCAPER AREAS SHAL PB MULZHED WITH 3 ~ 4° OF PINE PARIS MALSH
MLZH SEALL NOT BE NSTAULEDR 0N TOF o THE RATT PALLS OF ANY SHADE OR ORNAMENTAL TREES
AL MATERIA. INSTALLEP SHALL MET TIE 145 GRAPES ANP STANPARDS POR, LANPSCAFE NSTALLATION

CERTICATION 15 REGURER MRM THE MUREERY ANG/OR THE LANDSCAFE CONTRAGTOR
THAT THE TREE R PAL HAS PEEN GAVED PER ERADES AND STANARPS

AL TREEG MEI DE MNEPELTED AN AFFRINVEP DY THE LANPSCAPE ARZHITELT PRIOR T8 ACCEPTANCE
AL NEW TREES WMUST P2 BUVEF OR STASER AB PETALER
EXISTING TREES THAT ARE TZ REMAN MUST BE PRETELTEP THRAKHAT SONSTRUGTEN

THE LANPSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL REVEW WITH THE SONTRACTOR AL LANPGCAPING THAT
1% T $E REMNVER AP BHAL VENITY THE LIMTS a WORK

k2 PLACEMENT &7 AL LAWPSCAPE MATERIAL MUST DB AFFROVER S THE LANPSCAPE ARCHITEZT

Il AL LANDSZAPE MATERIAL MUST DE INSTALER WITH NRATIVE PEAT AP FERTLIZER

B AL PAMS SHAL HAVE STRAHT, LMREMISED TRUINKS AS APPROED BY LANDSCAPE ARCHITEZT

1% AL MATERIAL SHAL FE BUARANTEER FOR 90 PAYS FROM TYE PATE OF ACCTPTANCE

W LApacAPE CONTRACTOR SHALL PE RESPONSIELE FOR WATERWNG N AL TREES & PAMG AD REMANG AR-POUIETS

5 PURNG TiE ESTALISMENT PERIP (FRET %7 PAYS) THE LADSCAPE CATRACTOR SHAL APALY
A MNMM & 40 ~ B2 BFF T AL NEW TREES AD PALG

;oA w8

w oW oo

B PURING NSTALLATION £F AL PAMS TEHARE PAM TRAMSPLANT SHAL £ ATLEP PER
MANIPAZTLRER'S SPECTICATIONS AD CONTRASTER WUST VERIFY THIS T2 THE LANDSCAPE ARGHITEET

N LADSCATE CONTRACTOR MUST LOEATE AL UNERSRAMG UTLITES FRIGR T@ ANY INSTALLATION
B AL SHAE TREES USED ARE. FLARDA-FRENLY AND PREABHT-TCLERANT
18 9% or AL CRNAENIAL TREES USER ARE LORIPA-TRIENALY AP PROUEHT-TOERANT
W NG ALANTINGS (R STHER ODATRLCTIZNS MAY DE WIDTN THE ¢ VEMICLLAR OVERHANG AREA
B NEW S0P SALL BE INSTALLED WITHIN THE 509 LIMIT LIES SHoMN 6N THE FLANG
2 AL S0P SHAL BE AUENTME-BARA INSTALLER WITH N &S OR. (VERLAPS
(2 ML PATIA 242 BHALL BE NSTALLED MROM PALLETS. N7 WIRE OR MESH BAZKING WILL PE ACCEPTRR
M ompNe @ OTHER DISTURDED ARBAS AUTSPE THE LMTS SN AP PRA SLOPES
HHAL BE SHAWN N THE LWL FLANS AP ARE NOT PART GP THE SO0 GQUANTITES GHOWN

15 RLAITNG SAL USEP FOR THE BUEPNG ALANTERS AND BACKPLLING &5 THE LANPSCAPE ISLANDS, BTC.
MUST BE REVEWED AND APPROVED BY THE LANDECAPE ARCHITECT PRUR T2 ANY NSTALLATION,
AL SAL BHAL BE WEED-FREE, CONTAN N7 STICRS, RECKS, AR OTHER FOREN TRELTS, AP
SrAL B A MITIRE 6F AZF SAND, G0% LA, AND W00 TeP—50L

2 THE LANPSCAPE CONTRAGTER 16 RESPONSILE POR THE PROFER PISFPSAL OF ML FLANT MATERIA,
REGTS, 641, AND GTHER LADSCAPE [TEM2 REMARD PROM THIS SITE

1 THE LANDSOAPE CONTRACTOR MUST PROVGE. AN #S~BALT OF THE RRIEATEN SYSTEM T2 THE LAPSCAE
ARZHITEST PRICR T REQESTNG ANY NSPECTING AND/OR APPRNS

2 THE CONTRASTOR SHALL KEEF THE SITE ZLEAN GF AL DEPRIS, SEPIMENT, PRT, ETS. AW ENSURE THAT
THAT PRAINMBE SYSTEM REMANS CLEAR AND THAT FEPESTRIN WAYS ARE MOT M AexED

PROTELTWE TREE LALARS
GALVANIZED WIRE
N TEP oF THE REOT BAL

WATER SAER
o, 2" x 4 GTAES

\ [] BT N LRSTLREED 51
BAGKILL W/ FEAT AD SAND

CEMPACT BACHPLL. UNPER ROUTEALL

2 = ¥ WMLEH AG GFELIFIED
WLZH SHALL NIT BD INSTALLER
ON ToF OF THE RGOT BAL

PUZK-PLL. ANEHORS
SET W UNASTUREER 601

AVERIED BAZKFLL MXTLRE
LONPALT BACAPLL INTR RAJTEAL

TREE &UYINe DETAL FALM STAKING DETAI

STREET TREES
LENGTT &1 NFERKR ROAP = WL
OTREET TREES REQURCR = T/
STREET TREES PROVICED - 7

(5 EXISTING GAS N MEPIAN, | MS: | @¥)

PULDING FRONTAGE.

LENSTH ON BULPTG FRONTABE. = 44 LI
REQUREP LANDSCAPNG = B g
PREVIFED LANDSLAPING = WL (oW

PUITER CALLLATIONG
SAUTH BUER - TYPE 'K, | WDE A5 LN
CANGPY TREES REQURED = 9 Bfeewn
CANGPY TREES PRIVDED 1

(1 EXISTRG GASS, | ME; | Q6)
WPERSTARY TREES REAUIRED - LA AT
INPERETERY TREES PRAVIDER -

(el | Ll B W5, 4 bg, 2 PAY

IRRIGATIAN NOTES

MINGR, GHANBES MAY D2 MACE N THIS LAYAT WITH APPROVA, BY THE LANDSCAFE ARSHITEST

AL HEAD LOCATIONS MUST B2 APPRINED BY THE LADOGATE ARGHTEST PROR TO ANY INGTALATEN
HEADS SALL BE |/4, /2, OR FULL CROLE A48 EACH LOGATON REQURES

SPRAYS PATTERNG SHALL PE €ET T2 MNMZE SIRAY ONTO ADUAGENT WiLte, PRIVES, AP BULDINGS

RRIEATIN WL PE PRAVIED BY THE PRIVATE WATER SYSTEM POR WATER OASE, AD
THE CONMECTION PONT WILL PE THE [ WATER WETER N THE AREA NGIGATER

& PRIER T ANY INSTALATICN, THE IRRIEATIZN 2ONTRASTOR GHALL REVIEW THE FREPOSED
PESKN AND cONCEPT, ANP PRAVIDE WRITTEN VERFCATION T2 THE LANPEOAE ARCHITELT
THAT THE BMISTING cOMPIRMETS ARE SIFFICENT FOR THE SYSTEM AS PESIGNED.
ANY MODFEATIONS NUST £E APPROVED BY THE | ANDSGAPE AR4NTELT PRIGR
TG ANY NSTALATEN

T THE OnMNER WLL FRODE ELECTRIGH. SERVEE TG THE WELL GTE

B THE CATROALER SAL PR LAKATED N THE CENERAL AREA GHOMN AND Shy . BT MANTED
AS APPRVED BY THE LANMGEATE ARCHITEST N A LAGSABLE CASE.

4 THE OWNER WLL PROVIE AN ELESTRIZAL GUILET IN THE ZONTRALER AREA

W ML VALVES GHALL PE INETALLED N WATER-RESISTENT BOES

kAL SLEEVNG MUST [E NBTALEP FRUR T¢ THE LMERGZANE & THE PAVED AREAS
B AL SEEVMG GAL [E S0 4 VS AP NSTALED A MNMM oF 15" peer

% AL FEEPER LIEE SHAL DE NSTALED A MMM OF 1 [EER

B RANDIRD RANGHECK PEVIZE SHALL DE INSTALLED T MINMIZE RREATKRN PURING
SUPFGIENT RANPALL (Rl SERESL IN ADITION, Ab ACCLIMA TDT SENSOR WITH 80X CONTRA, MANTOR
MUST PE NETALLED A2 LOCATED BY THE LANPSCAFE ARCHITEST FOR FROFER IRRIGATIN AMANTS

[ YHE ENTRE SYOTEM MUST B GPERATIONAL, REVEWED, AN APFRIVED DY THE LANDSCAPE
ARZHTEST PRIGR T2 FINAL ACCEPTANLE

W THE pOMIRASTOR SHALL RETLRN WITHN THE FRET %% DAYS T ARLST THE SYSTEM
Ao NELESGARY AW DIRECTED DY THE LANDPSLAPE ARGHITEST

. ML LABGR ANP MATERIALG GHALL PR GLRANTEED PAR | YEAR FOR FINAL AGLEFTANGE

B TIE CONTRASTOR MUST PRIAVIDE AN AS-BULT PRAWNG TQ THE LANDOCAPR ARCHTRET
PRIZR T PIUAL, ACCEPTACE

B BDACKRLOW PREVENTION PEVICE SHAL B2 INSTALLED AT THE WATER METER PER APPLUGAMLE (0P REGUREMENTS
15, GLFPVRS MUST BE INSTALLED IN AL AREAS WHERE IRRIGATIN FPN3 & INGTALLER LADER PAVEMENT

4 ZONES ARE DEGIGHED TO FINCTION AT 75 BM AP 42 PS| AT THE VALVE LOGATING.
CNTRACTER GHALL B RESAONSISLE PR TESTING AT AL HEADS T2 INALRE PROPER PRESEIRE
AL WATER QUANITY FOR THE PESIGAED GAPRASE

5. CONTRAGTOR SHALL CONBILT WITH 20TH OWNER AND THE LANDSGAPE ARCHITEST POR THE TBS
&F THE SYSTEM, BASED ON CLRRENT WATER REGTRIETIONS

95 SYOTEM DOB2 NIT PROVDE |22% GOVERACE OF THE ENTRE PRAPCT SITR, CONTRACTOR MUST ADLET HEAPS
TZ CATR NEW PLANT INETALLATEN A S0P AREAS X5 PIREGTEP BY THE LANDEOAPE ARCHITRLT

N

FHINCH WASHED BRAVEL

msrwesn—r?:p‘a’.wwnf ‘Wul{'ww WAL LMNE LEGATIONS MUST PE ADLETED ON-SITE T2 INGRE THAT THEY DO NaT'
LRy mmmw T RPACT THE MAKR ROOT SYSTEMG (F TIE TREES 10 DR PRESERVED
® M, 3 28) B AL RRIGATN HEADS SHAL BE LON-VOLLMY, MRZG-RRGATIN T2 MNMIZE WATER, CONEUMPTION
W;gz ;REEB Rﬂm;g = g /e 14 SET RLN TRES FGR THE SYSTEM PER RECOMVENDATINS BY PAS @ BDIS/WASUALEDU/AENS
2T N HEADS JALVE LCATIONS, VALES b NTRG £R
"mam,,_,‘“,sm \APA) LOGATRD BELAW THE V. INARE (BCK VALVES ARE NGTALLED AT THE HEAD T eNT
. AL PEPALPS HEIBHTS WITHRl STRUS ARCAS SHALL PE ST AT 4°
;" MSTAL MN &5 4 SUBP RS
10 POP-UP HEEHTS WITHIN S0P AREAS SHAL DE SEY AT & AT Exgn TREE LpATaN
%0, AL POPPS WITHN ERANDCOVER ARPAS SHAL BE SET FOR &'
WATER 6CER
% AL VAVES SHAL FAVE A PAGTORY-NSTALED TLTER SENTRY AND VERFED BY £ONTRACIOR
W RREATIN CONTRAGTY SAL LOEATE AN PROTECT ANY EXSTME IRREATIN THAT 16 T2 REMAN b8
% ANY [RRIBATION REQURED FOR TYE SPERI'S FELDS SHAL BE GARRED LNDER A GEPARATE CONTRAST ;ﬁﬁm”"ﬂm
™. VERFY CONTROLFR SET-HF WITH LANPSCAE ARCHITEST PRICR T2 NSTALLATIEN
¥ AL RRIGATION INSTMLATIN SHML MEET 206 SRAVES AND STADARDS
BUBBLER LOCATIONS - TREES NTS
SET HEAD FLUSH WITH
SECTION WIEW FLASTIC VALYE BOX WITH SOVER FINIGH GRADE
. Filllg} GRADE! WATER FROOF COMMEGTION E
o] MAINLME  LATERAL  WIRING N YoP oF HULCH (oFy FINISH BRAGE
BAME TRERGH Pl iourt
N o 28JNCH LINEAR LENGTH
\//\F‘ & GFWIRE, TRILED LN
N & E BALLVALLE X 2 MEDEL INST-04-C
\\/‘/\l\" S Rt ! EDGE OF pauiG 4 SEANENG WiFLASTIC NP
"/’&.’4“.\,. < -‘ 2IHGH MINIMUM DEPTH OF O FACE SF WALL ROTATCK NEZZLES.

WIRE W GrniDUIT

RUMWIRING BEMEATHE  ALL SOLVENT WELD
ANO BESIDE MAIRLINE  FLASTIC PIRING T

ROTATOR NQZZLES ARE
SPECIFIED AS FOLLAWS:
MP-1000 =« 16/ @ 26-35 pel,

SCHEDULE 40 FivG ELL

TAPE AHD BUNDLE o5} W o R ALL
0.FODT INTERVALA.  TREMCH A3 BHOWN.  COMNECTIONS |UWE DEEH MADE

NOTES:

1. SLEEVE BELOW ALL HARGSCAPE ELEMENTS WITH SCH 40 FUE TWICE TIE
DIAMETER OF THE PIFE OR WIRE BUHBLEVATHIN,

2. FOR FIPEAND WIRE BURIAL DEPTHE, SEE SPECIFICATIONS. MINMUK - 12*

3, BACKFILL AN COMPACT TREVKGHES TO ORIBIAL GRADE.

AN Su#PLY LiE
SCHEDULE BD PG NIFPLE:
WA LINE FITTING

NOTE:

. FURKISH NOHINALLY SIZED BALL VALYEWITHIN o

SAME BOX AND FRIOR T MAINLIKE TES 1. MAY ¥OT BE USED IH LADSGAFE AREAS LESS THAN FORTY-EIBHT INGHES
(11 LENETH OR WinTIL

HCE LADSLHE HOTES FER
RRIEGATEN URING ESTAPLISHVEN

NSAL MH & T SERLERS
AT EAZH PALM LEAGATIAN

WATER, SMCTR

INETAL BUEfLERE AT THE BT
a Trit RAITEBAL

PIPE AND WIRING TRENCHING nra

ICY IN VALVE BOX nre. TURF POP-UP SPRAY HEAD TS,

BUBBLER LOCATIONS - PALMS NTE

TE SAME PLANTING TEZHNIQLES SHALR 2E |80
N AL SRS & EROANGEAER PLANTINGS

T SRUP AT ORIZINA. PLANTING GRADE

28" Mot A5 PETALES
OF NOT EWCESSNELY CROWN MULeH

WATER SMLER T# [£ LAREE
ERNAA TC HAP REGURER RRIGATIN

P2 KOT GOMPAST BAGKPLL INDER ROGTRALL

SHRUP INSTALLATIN DETAIL

1= 2" x A" WD LRSS BRACES
(LENSTH NIT T EXEEED RODTBAL

20 TOP OF THE ROOT BAL

574" WIRE NG BIGKLE

Higtt TENAGITY 2400 | B%
WONEN /4" PAYESTER STRAPS

BACKMLL W/ PEAT 480 8A0 Mmoo rerases o1 0 - 5
Ny PP NTo LeeTuReEs? So1
WITH STRAPS AT 45 ANGLE

CEMPACT BACKFLL INPER RAFTPALL.

WATER SALEER

PALM STARING DETAL. (ALT)

CHARD A KESSELR] JR., PLA, ASLA
LAMDSCARE ARCHITECT , STATE OF FLURIDA uBSE
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: 01/04/16

SUBJECT: Consideration to replace the 15-ton air conditioning condensing unit at the Library.

DEPARTMENT: Library

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION: Approve the interdepartmental transfer of funds in
the amount of $12,700 from the Library’s Repair and Maintenance line item to the capital
equipment line item, for the purchase of a 15 {on a/c condensing unit.

SUMMARY: The current a/c unit needs to be replaced. Since this is a capital equipment line
item, it requires Town Commission approval for transfer of funds.

FISCAL IMPACT: $12,700 [X] Capital Budget 001-7101-571-64-10
[ ] Operating
{ ] Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ | Ordinance [ | Resolution [ | Budget Resolution

[ 1 Other

[ 1 Support Documents

DEPARTMENT HEAD " Submitted 9)55/15 Date 122315
Y A 1A . ‘ -
HR )»* % - Approved as to Form /7 -/ 7| 5 Date | /- (8 -ig

FINAN TMENT Approved as to Budget Requirements Date il ;;Q‘f 15

TOWN MANAGER 7 Lefor il Approved Agenda Item for: /-./5 Date ! 2-28-15

e
COMMISSION ACTION:

[ 1 Approved as Recommended [ 1 Disapproved [ ] Tabled Indefinitely

[ | Continued to Date Certain [ | Approved with Modification



2435 US, Hwy, 441127
PO. Box 430

B NG+ HEATING Fridtland Park, FL 347310430

FRNEES S R Phone: (352) 787-7741
..Consider It Done! fax. (352) 7070714
o CAC1814363

Lake Marion Surster T

@787 711 {352) 821-0284 {352 689-0164

Proposal

Town of Lady Lake Library December 22, 2015
225 West Guava St
Lady Lake, FlI. 32159

- Munn’s Sales and Service, Inc. will provide all labor and material to complete the following
work, The existing 15-ton condensing unit will be removed, Munn’s will install a new Cartier
- 15-ten condensing unit and reconnect to the existing refrigeration lines, low and line voltage
and thermostat. Munn's will provide permits and crane to complete this work.

Equipment:
Carrler Condensing Unit
M#38AUDALGAQRS-0A0A0

Warranty: 1-year labor and material for all work performed by Munn's, The Carrier equipment
has a 1-year labor and parts warranty 5-years on the compressor,
Exclusions: Disconnect, Line voltage from disconnect to the main panel fire alarm system,

Tataa [nvestment: WA AP AR N PR R RA R AR AR RSO R AR R I TN F RN AR R R R PR AN PR C PRV L P AN NI I PR SO R RGN VNG PR B I D A NN NBR ST TR UNR NI RN $9P627¢00
100% due upan completion

10-year parts and labor extend warranty for Carrier Condensing unit . ceimsris s 32875,00 X
Authorized By Customer: Date: n
Authorized By Munn's: Date:

Jim Horton

352-267-8559
jimhorton@munnair.com




TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 4, 2016 FIRST/FINAL READING

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 2015-113 — SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC
for the Verizon Store- Variance Request Pursuant to Chapter
17, Section 17-4.b.1.A. to Allow a Secondary Wall Sign to be
Placed on the northwest elevation of an outparcel building -
Located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, Which Does
Not Have a Public Entrance, Addressed as 472 North Highway
271441 (AK 3872774).

DEPARTMENT: GROWTH MANAGEMENT

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION:

Staff recommends approval of Resolution 2015-113- Request Pursuant to Chapter
17, Section 4.b.1.A. to Allow a Secondary Wall Sign to be Placed on the northwest
elevation of an outparcel building — Located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza,
Which Does Not Have a Public Entrance, Addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441
(AK 3872774).

SUMMARY

On November 16, 2015, Town Staff received a variance application from applicant Jennifer
Ronneburger with Atlas Sign Industries for secondary wall signage to be placed on the
northwest elevation of the outparcel building along North Highway 27/441 located within the
Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Applicant, Atlas Sign Industries, has filed the variance
application for the Verizon Store, located in the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, property
addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441. The variance request has been made pursuant fo
the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1).A)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land
Development Regulations which only allows single use developments to place wall signage
where the building fronts a public street. The proposed sign would be approximately 152" x
3’ 1/2 in copy area; mirroring the other two (2) wall signs already mounted on the east and
south facades. The combined wall copy area of all three (3) signs would amount to 139.5
square feet; which meets sign code regulation of not exceeding the maximum 200 square
feet of wall sign copy area allowed.

As required of this application, a Justification Statement has been submitted. The applicant
stated that having the channel letter signs facing this elevation will assist the southbound
traffic to identifying the store’s location from the northwest. Additionally, the applicant
indicated that drivers going southbound on Highway 27/441 would be better directed to the



store thus providing advanced direction to prepare them to make an upcoming right into the
Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Without it, many people may pass by missing the location.
Lastly, the way the building exterior elevation was de5|gned incorporates three (3) red bands
along the top suitable for signage a wall sighage; which two (2) bands have signs already
installed and the third one looks empty and unbalanced

When reviewing an application for a vananoe the Plannlng and Zoning Board and the Town
Commission shall consider the following requirements and criteria according to Chapter 3,
Section 14 f) - Rewew cnterla tor varlances in the Land Deve[opment Regulahons

No diminution in Value of surroundlng propertles would be suflered
Grariting the permit would be of benefit to the public interest.- e
Denial of the permit would result in unnecessary hardship to the owner seekmg |t
_The Use must not be contrary to the spirit of this Code.
- Financial-disadvantages and/or inconveniences, to-the .applicant. shall not of themselves
-constitute -conclusive. ewdenoe of unnecessary and undue hardshlp and be grounds to
.._jUStlfy granting of a variance.
6. Physical:hardships such as. d|sabllltles of any appllcant may be considered grounds to
T justlfy grantlng of a variance at the dlscret|on of the Town Commlssmn

Skwh

.'The subject property Iles in Sect[on 08 Townshlp 18 South Range 24 East, Lady Lake,
Florida. The property is~zoned “PUD” Planned Unit Development, which permits the
development in existence. - The Future Land Use Map designation for the 'site is ‘RET
- {Commercial General-Retail Sales and Serwces) The requested use is consistent with the

=+ adopted Memborandurnh of Agreemant Ordinance 2006-04 for the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza

-and the diréctives of the Comprehensive Plan and adopted Land Development Regulations.
Comments*

Notlces to lnform the surroundlng property owners (6) within 150 of the subject
property of the proposed variance were ‘mailed by certified mail return. rece:pt on
Monday, November 23, 2015. The propefy was also posted on . Monday,
November 23, 2015. ‘

Past Actions:

- The Technical Review Committee (TRC) members individually reviewed the application
for Resolutlon '2015-113 and’ provided comments on 11/30/2015 that determined the
appllcatton complete and ready for. transm|ttal to the P&Z Board and Town Commission.

The Plannmg and Zoning Board heard the appllcatton for Resolutlon 2015-110 at their _
regular meetlng on Monday, December 14 2015, and recommended approval with a 4-0 .
vote. : . . _ '

[ ] Capital Budget
[ ] Operating
[ ]1Other -

FISCAL IMPACT: §

ATTACHMENTS: [ ] Ordinance(s) [X]Resolution [ ]Budget"
: : ' Resolution



[ ]Other

[ ] Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager's Office

—tp .Y
P 2

, DEPARTMENT HEAD ' 1V Submitted  12/73 (% Date
@) FINANCE DEPARTMENT " Approved as to Budget
I2-33 Q0I5 Requirements Date
TOWN ATTORNEY Approved as to Form and Legality Date
TOWN MANAGER /7@ Approved Agenda Item for: ) ~“ \'@ Date |7 L;% \ 'S
BOARD ACTION:

[ 1Approved as Recommended [ ]Disapproved

[ ] Tabled Indefinitely [ ] Continued to Date Certain

[ ] Approved with Modification
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RESOLUTION NO. 2015-113

A RESOLUTION GRANTING A VARIANCE FROM THE PROVISIONS
OF CHAPTER 17, SECTION 17-4).b).1).A)., OF THE TOWN OF LADY
LAKE LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS WHICH ONLY
ALLOWS SINGLE USE DEVELOPMENTS TO PLACE WALL SIGNS
ON THE SIDE OF THE BUILDING FACING THE PUBLIC STREET.
THE VARIANCE REQUEST IS TO ALLOW A SECONDARY WALL
SIGN TO BE PLACED ON THE NORTHWEST ELEVATION OF AN
OUTPARCEL BUILDING ' (VERIZON) LOCATED WITHIN LADY
LAKE CROSSING PLAZA (ALTERNATE KEY #3872774), WHICH
DOES.'NOT HAVE A PUBLIC ENTRANCE, ADDRESSED AS 472
NORTH HIGHWAY 27/441, OWNED BY SRK LADY LAKE 43
-~ ASSOCIATES, LLC, WITHIN THE TOWN LIMITS OF THE TOWN OF
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA. -

WHEREAS, SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC:., is the owner of certain real property

located in the Town of Lady Lake, Florida, more particularly described in Exhibit “A” and ©

WHEREAS, the Property Owrer petitioned for a variance from the provisions of

- Chapter 17; Section 17:4).b).1).A)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land Development Regulations
which only allows single use developments to place wall signs on the side of the building facing

the public street. “The variance request is to allow a secondary wall sign to be placed on the

‘northwest elevation of an outparcel building (Verizon) located within the Lady Lake Crossing
* Plaza (Alternate Key #3872774), which:does not have a public entrancs, addressed as 472 North
- Highway 27/441, owned by SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC, within the town limits of the

Town of Lady Lake, Florida; and

- WHEREAS, the Town Comimission of the Town of Lady Lake held a public hearing to

- consider the variance request and having heard evidence and testimony on said request, found it

to be consistent with the Lady Lake Comprehensive Plan and requirements for variances set forth
in the Land Development Regulations of the Town of Lady Lake.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Town Commission of the Town of
Lady Lake, Florida, hereby grants a variance from the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-
4).b).1).A)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land Development Regulations which only allows single
use developments to place wall signs on the side of the building facing the public street. The
variance request is to allow a secondary wall sign to be placed on the northwest elevation of an
outparcel building (Verizon) located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza (Alternate Key
#3872774), which does not have a public entrance, addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441,
owned by SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC, within the town limits of the Town of Lady
Lake, Florida.

Page 1 of 3
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Reselution No. 2015-113

This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its final adoption by the Town
Commission. :

RESOLVED this -~ day of __ , 2016, in Lady Lake, Florida, by the
Lady Lake Town Commission. L L .

TOWN OF LADY LAKE, FLORIDA

| Rﬁth Kussard; Mayo_rr'

ATTEST:

Kristen Kollga_afﬁ, Town Cl_érk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Derek Schroth, Town Attorney

Page 2 of 3



Resolution No. 2015-113

EXHIBIT “A” - Legal Description and Map
LADY LAKE CROSSING SUB LOT 3 ALSO BEING IN 17-18-24 PB 63 PG 57-58 ORB 4174 PG 1973

Verizon
Secondary Wall Signange Variance
Resolution 2015-113

 Subject Property

Page 3 of 3
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE COMMENTS
FINAL COMMENTS 11/30/2015

Project: Verizon Store @ Lady Lake Crossing
Proposal: Secondary Wall Sign Variance- Resolution 2015-113

Description:

On 11/16/2015, Town Staff received a variance application from applicant Jennifer Ronneburger with
Atlas Sign Industries for secondary wall signage to be placed on the northwest elevation of the outparcel
building along North Highway 27/441 located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Applicant, Atlas Sign
Industries, has filed the variance application for the Verizon Store to be located at the Lady Lake Crossing
Plaza for property addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441. The variance request has been made
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1).A)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land
Development Regulations which only allows single use developments to place wall signage where the
building fronts a public street. The proposed sign would be approximately 15°2" x 3'1/2" square feet in
copy area; mirroring the other two (2) wall signs already mounted on the east and south fagades.

As required of this application, a Justification Statement has been submitted. The applicant stated that
having the channel letter signs facing this elevation will assist the southbound traffic to identifying the
store’s location from the west. Additionally, the applicant indicated that drivers going southbound on
Highway 27/441 would be better directed to the store thus providing advanced direction to prepare them to
make an upcoming left into the property. Without it, many people may pass by missing the location.
Lastly, the way the building exterior elevation was designed incorporates three (3) red bands along the top
suitable for signage a wall signage; which two (2) bands have signs already installed and the third one
looks empty and unbalanced.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Below are staff comments from the Town of Lady Lake regarding your development project. A hard copy
via hand delivery and an electronic copy via e-mail are provided to the applicant. Comments are
organized by department and must be sufficiently addressed before the proposal may proceed. If a re-
submittal is warranted, the applicant shall provide written responses to each individual staff comment
contained within this transmittal. Re-submittals will not be accepted without bulleted written

responses.

Following submittal of any required revisions and responses, correspondence will be forwarded indicating
the proposal’s status, either: (1) requiring additional revision or documentations; or (2) ready for approval.
Site plans are subject to public hearing, as well as plats, annexation requests, zoning requests, and
comprehensive plan requests. When applicable, you will receive written notification that the item is
scheduled for review by the Planning and Zoning Board or Town Commission. For additional information,
contact Thad Carroll at (352) 751-1521.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT




Questions may be directed to Wendy Then, at wthen@ladylake.org

1. No comments outstanding as per GM Review completed 11/30/2015.

POLICE

Questions may be directed to Chief Chris McKinstry at cmckinstry@ladylake.org

1. No comments at this time from the Police Dept. regarding this project as per email
dated.11/23/2015.

BUILDING

Questions may be directed to Dallas Foss, Building Official at dfoss@usanova.com.

1. Nocomments at this time -as-per communication dated. If approved, sign engineering will be
reviewed at the Sign permitting phase.

PUBLIC WORKS

Questions may be directed to Butch Goodman, Utilities Supervisor at bgoodman@ladylakepw.org

1. -No comments :at this time from the Lady Lake Public Works Dept. since no utilities will be
affected at this time with the sign proposal. '
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TOWN OF LADY LAKE S g
VARIANCE APPLICATION S 3 ,}J /

Alt. Key Number _ -~ . = |

OWHSF,S name: = ,‘fﬁ; X > o \g__ (e 0 - 5 =3 NN ale o begipaivmee

Mailing Address: £\~ "o N L che AN S e PR NN

Email Address: <« Ne o T T, e v el wa o

Telephone #: "\ - o2 2= - 3!

Applicant’s Name L T e T . . . B
NOTT T f_,.~ S S e Mo e :‘b\ DAL

Mailing Address: (== =% 2o, SReac b SO 2 20O
R W g
— — \A

Email Address: e scecw, o (o0 cadt o Tl e et SN e Ty e
e . -_
Telephone #: o\ - “lo 2 - (oG~

Applicantis: Owner: __ Agent __/_/ Purchaser ___Lessee __ Optionee __

A v \
Property Address/Location: 3 J<=) Toa o ] Loy ) ke \ N
: g
Legal Description: — & B S e
A N W : e LS
The variance requested is as follows: _. oo oo eo s
= “SL = e oo 5. ue oA Ty o S STy o, QL UEE, S X
_‘;_\‘; e e I s
The variance is necessary for the followmg reasons:
D el o LS _-\L:‘_q;-\ P i g S, T = &\ - J.ﬁ‘”

Is your situation due to unique circumstances not created by you or your
predecessor in title? Explain such circumstances:

| \
o5 7%, el T i Lo B e \




9. Do special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to your
land or structure and which are not applicable to other lands or structures
in the same district? Explain such conditions or circumstances:

10.  Would literal interpretation of the provisions of the Code deprive you of
rights commonly enjoyed by other property owners in the same district?
Explain such rights:

S LS, e N il e . ¥

1. A variance, as requested, will not permit, establish or enlarge any use or
structure which is not permitted in the district. Does your request meet this
criterion?

T - e T T S o

12. Have any land use applications been filed within the last year in
connection with this property? Yes _,.~No. If yes, briefly describe
the nature of the request and the date it was done:

| certify that the statements in this application are true to the best of my
knowledge.

gy D 5 T

..Jd’ e O GO WP, ~oo;
Slgnature of Apphcaﬂt %

PLEASE SUBMIT THE APPLICATION, ACCOMPANIED BY THE APPROPRIATE-RE'VIEW FEES AND FORTY-TWO
{42) COPIES OF ALL APPLICABLE INFORMATION DOCUMENTATION AS REQUIRED BY THE LADY LAKE LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATION, ADOPTED AUGUST 15, 1994 TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT.




OWNER'S AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared A ,
who being by me first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says:

-‘4‘, Tl ;

(1) That he is the fee-simple owner of the property legally described on page one
of this application.

(2) That he desires approval for:

s
ot e - W T e e N W P, . R

bow OY = "
(3) That he has appointed =+ Clm 4 X FHT1. > to act as agent in
his behalf to accomplish the above. The Owner is required to complete the
APPLICANT’S AFFIDAVIT of this application if no agent is appointed to act

in his stead. /%{WAC) MBM f

Affiant (Owner’s Signature)

, O N
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this A2 dayof =t JUM

20\5 ,by (€.t Y, | el\0eClywho is personally known to me or who has
produced as identification and who did (did not) take an oath.

j

Ty Y (i 7Py Notary Public State of Florida
AL a8 S i " Wendy Then e 177o0
ic ! | My Commission FF 1779
Notary Public ‘*w “j gl

NOTE

All applications shall be signed by the owner of the property, or some
person duly authorized by the owner to sign. This authority authorizing a
person other than the owner to sign must be attached.




APPLICANT'S AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LAKE

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared
, who being by me first duly sworn on oath, deposes and

{
2

says:

(1)  That he affirms and certifies that he understands and will comply with all
ordinances, regulations, and provisions of the Town of Lady Lake,
Florida, and that all statements and diagrams submitted herewith are true
and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief, and further, that this
application and attachments shall become part of the Official Records of
the Town of Lady Lake, Florida, and are not returnable.

(2)  That he desires approval ,for T .

V' Q 1O (Y CL o “JU“\ ;i o ML T C

<. A J
(3)  That the submittal requirements for the apphcatlon have been completed

and attached hereto as part of this apW 7 \ {2

Affiant (Apphcant s Signature)

4
1

The foregomg 1nstrument was acknowledged before me this-” day of . i Loy
g2 has pjoduced

i

20 {5 by |y Il B , who is personally known to me or who
as identification and who did (did not) take an oath.

[ 3 el /1 > 9%, Notary Pubiic State of Florida
: / ‘ “ - » Wendy Then

: %' f My Commission FF 177989
oF i\ Expires 12/20/2018 |

- Notary Public




| Properlty Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

PROPERTY RECORD CARD

Genera! Information

“SRKLADY LAKE 43 | ,

Owner Name: /ASSOCIATES LLC Alternate Key: 3872774
Mailing 'C/O BENCHMARK Parcel Number: 08-18-24-100000000300
| leROUP Cityf’ PaN®iogLL (Lady Lake)

4053 MAPLE RD , :

AMHERST, NY 14226 ::’;:L';ﬂ{'"ig; i':Zte' 1870410

Undate Mailing Address € ; ;
Water/Info: My Public Services Map @
‘Property 472 NORTH HIGHWAY | -
Location: [27/441 roperty Name: | o\ Property Name @

LADY LAKE FL 321598
Undate Praperty Location @ |School Locator: | Schooland Bus Map &
Pronert LADY LAKE, LADY LAKE CROSSING SUB LOT 3 ALSO BEING IN |
Desiri )t,ion- 17-18-24 PB 63 PG 57-58 |

PUON1oRB 4174 PG 1973 |

Land Data

Line Lér’fd 'Use s T | Frontage Depth Notes No. Type Class Land Value
' B 9 Unifs Value

i Eq%%’é‘)m COMMERGIAL 4 0 M51559 S $0.00  $622,734.00

Miscellaneous Improvements

T

! SR There is no improvement information ta display. ‘ i

Sa!es Hlstory

|BookfF’age Sale Date Instrument Qua[if‘edlUnquahfled Vacant/Improved Sale Prlce
53962 / 1033 9/23/2010 Warranty Deed Multi-Parcel Vacant $1 ,925,000.00
54174 /1973 6/12/2012 Wartranty Deed Unqualifled Vacant $253,800.00

Values and Estimated Ad Valorem Taxes ¢

Market Assessed Taxable , Estimated
Tax Authority Value Value Value Millage Taxes
LAKE COUNTY BCC
GENERALFUND $622,734 §622,734 $622,734  5.30510  §3,303.67
LAKE COUNTY MSTU
AMBULANCE $622,734  $622,734 $622,734  0.46200  §288.26

LAKE COUNTY MSTU FIRE §$622,734  $622,734  §622,734 047040  $26293
SCHOOL BOARD STATE  $622,734 §622,734  §622734 569700  $354772
SCHOOL BOARD LOCAL  $622,734  $622,734  $622734 150000  $934.10

TOWN OF LADY LAKE  $622,734 $622,73¢ 8622734 355100  $2,211.33

ST JOHNS RIVER FL

WATERMCNTOIST  SG2Te4 senarss | eEniee R BB
LAKE COUNTY VOTED |
DEBT SERVICE

LAKE COUNTY WATER
AUTHORITY

$622 734 §622,734 $622,734  0.16000 $99 64

$622 734 $622,734 $622,734  0.25540 $159 05

http:f/www.lakecopropappncom/property—details.aspx?AltKey':BS'J’Z774



’ Preper'ty Details : Lake County Property Appraiser http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx? AltK ey=387277¢

ggf“ LAKEHOSPITAL  gaop 734 $622734  $622734  1.00000  $622.73

Total: Total;
18.7041 $11,647.68

Exemptions Information

This property is benefitting from the following exemptions with a checkmark v

F|rst Homestead Exemptlon (up to $25 OOO) T LeamMoreVrew

-_:_'_-Addltronal Homestead Exemptlon (up to an additional $25 000) _ Leamn More VrewtheLaw '
Limited Income Senior Exemptson (epplled to county millage - up to .
7$50 000) . leamMore Viewthe Law
Limited Income Senior Exempuon (apphed to city mJlIage up to

________ $25000)¢ @ . ) _ LearnMors View the Law

Limited Income Senior 25 Year Residency (county miflage

oniy exemptlon amount varies) 7 Learn Mors View the Law )
WIdDW." Widower Exemption (up to $500) Learn More View the Law
Blind Examption (up to $500) Learn Mora View the Law
Disability Exemption (up to $500) _ Learn Mare View the Law
Total Disabllity Exemptlion (amount varies) Learn More View the Law

Vateran's Disability Exemption ($5000) Learn More View the Low
Veteran's Total Disability Exemption {amount varies) Learn More View the Law
Veteran's Combat Related Disability Exemptlon (amount venes) Leam Mors View the Law
W-Deployed Serwcemember Exem ptlon (amount varles) Learn More View tfie Law
"""“""Survzvlng Spouse of First Responder Exemption {amount varies) Loarn Morg View the Law
Conservation Exemption (amount vanes) """"" LearnMore View the Law
N Tangzble Personal Property Exemptron {up to $25,000) iearn More View the Law
Religious, Chantable Ins‘utuhonel, and Organizaticnal Exemptions o
(amount varies) . . Learn More View the Law
. Government Exemption (amount varies) T " Learn More View the Law

Exemption Savings o

The exemptions marked with a /' ahove are providing a tax dollar savings of;

$0.00

Assessment Reduction Information (3% cap, 10% cap, Agricultural,
Portabllity, etc. )

This property is benefitting from the following assessment reductions with a

checkmark =f

Save Our Homes Assessment Limitation i 3% assessed value oap) Learn More View the Law
Save Our Homes Assessment Transfer (Porteblhty) Learn More View the Law
Non-Ho ad Assessment Limitation (10% assessed velue cep) Learn More View the Law

Conserv n Clessmcatlon Assessment lettatron Vrew the Lew

Agrlcultural Classification Learn More View the Law

Assessment Reduction Savings ¢ .

The assessment reductions marked with a v above are providing a tax dollar



Pxié}per“ry Details : Lake County Property Appraiser http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx? AltK ey=387277:

savings of: $0.00

. Copyright ® 2014 Lake County Property Appraiser. All rights reserved.
Property data last updated on 1 November 2015.



Town of Lady Lake

Variance Application

Attached Sheet:

6. The variance requested is as follows:
For a wall sign on the west elevation that does not have an entrance.

- A second variance has been submitted concurrently with this application requesting to increase wall sign
‘copy area to accommodate the proposed secondary wall sign.

7. The variance is necessary for the following reasons:
This elevation does not have a public entrance.

8.1s your situation due to unique circumstances not created by you or your predecessor in title?
Explain such circumstances:

- Our building, as it's positioned on Hwy 441/27, has exposure to oncoming traffic from the west as the
cars ascend up the elevated highway. This design places a large blank wall to oncoming traffic.

- Although we have incorporated architectural features on this wall, there is a great opportunity 1o help

identify the building to the public thus allowing the cars to position themselves to turn into our location.

9. Do special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to your land or structure and
which are not applicable to other lands of structures in the same district? Explain such conditions and
circumstances.

Having exposure to the public but not having a public entrance make this a peculiar situation.

10. Would literal interpretation of the pravisions of the Cade deprive you of rights commonly enjoyed
by other property owners in the same district? Explain such rights:

Yes, because if the variance is not granted there will not be any identification visihle on the west
building elevation.

11. A variance, as requested, will not permit, establish or enlarge any use or structure which is not
permitted in the district. Does your request meet this criterion?

Yes

12. Have any land use applications been filed within the last year in connection with this property? If
yes, briefly describe the nature of the request and the date it was done:

Not to our knowledge.



Justification Statement — Verizon

Secondary Wall Sign

No, there would be no diminution in value of surrounding properties. Having the signage on this
elevation will assist the public and assist the other retail stores by identifying the store’s location
from the west.

Yes, granting the variance would be a benefit to the public interest. Drivers coming west to east
on Hwy 441/27 would have a clear view of the signage on the elevation thus providing advanced
direction to prepare them to make an upcoming left turn onto the property. '

Yes, a denial of the variance would result in unnecessary hardship to both the tenant and the
public looking to shop at the tenant’s store. Many people may pass by not knowing the location

is there and they could lose business.

The use of this signage is not contrary to the spirit of this Code. It assists in directing the public
as they drive down the highway toward the property.

- If the request is denied, then the tenant will still operate but will do so without the benefit of
clearly identifying the property on the west side where the traffic is approaching.

Not applicable. The tenant and the developer do not suffer from any physical disabilities.



Wendy Then -

A S
From: Chris McKinstry
Sent: Monday, November 23, 2015 1:14 PM
To: Wendy Then
Subject: RE: TRC Review Item

The sign, as presented, will not interfere with traffic or visibility. | have no other comments.

LADY LAKE POLICE DEPARTMENT
Chief Chris McEmsiry
Chialf of Folice
423 Fennell Blvd.
Lady fake, FL 32158
{352} 751-1567

' FES GEE.E076 ~"Unetar Florido fow, e-mall uddrasses are public records. I vou da not want
wour e-miall ovdress refepsed In response to o public records reqguest, do pot send electronic
gl 2o this entity. Insieod, contout £his office by phone or fn writing. ™

- Town Hall hours of oparation: Monday - Thursday, 7:30 am - 6:00pm

From: Wendy Then

Sent: Monday, November 23, 2015 12:28 PM

To: Butch Goodman; Chris McKinstry; Dallas Fass; Thad Carroll
Subject: TRC Review ltem

Good Morning,

Project: Verizon Store @ Lady Lake Crossing
Proposal: Secondary Wall Sign Variance- Resolution 2015-113

Description:

On 11/16/2015, Town Staff received a variance application from applicant Jennifer Ronneburger with
Atlas Sign Industries for secondary wall signage to be placed on the northwest elevation of the outparcel
building along North Highway 27/441 located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza.

Applicant, Atlas Sign Industries, has filed the variance application for the Verizon Store to be located at
the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza for property addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441. The variance
request has been made pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1).A)., of the Town of
Lady Lake Land Development Regulations which only allows single use developments to place wall
signage where the building fronts a public street. The proposed sign would be approximately 15'2” x
3'1/2" square feet in copy area; mirroring the other two (2) wall signs already mounted on the east and
south fagades.

Please provide comments before Monday,:November 30,2015, Thanks.

Wendy Then, CFM
Town Plahner



Town of Lady Lake
409 Fennell Bivd.
Lady Lake, FL. 32159
352-751-1682
352-751-1514- Fax

Fla. Stat, 668.6076 "Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in
response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone orin

writing."



November 23, 2015

RE: Variance Resolution 2015-113

Dear Property Owner:

This is to notify you that Applicant, Jennifer Ronneburger with Atlas Sign Industries, has filed a
variance application for Verizon located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, addressed as 472
North Highway 27/441, owned by SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC, within the town limits of
the Town of Lady Lake, Florida. The requested variance from the Land Development
Regulations is as follows:

Resolution 2015-113

Variance application in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1 )-A).,
which only allows single use developments to place wall signs on the side of the building facing a
public street. The applicant proposes the installation of an additional secondary wall signage to
be placed on the northwest elevation of the outparcel building for Verizon along North Highway
27/441 located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Applicant (Alternate Key 3872774) where
there is not a public entrance. The proposed sign would be approximately 15'2" x 3'1/2” or 46.5
square feet in copy area; mirroring the other two (2) wall signs already mounted on the east and
south fagades.

Public hearing dates on the petitions are scheduled for the following dates:

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD- Monday, December 14, 2015 at 5:30 p.m.
COMMISSION MEETING- Monday, January 4, 2016 at 6:00 p.m.

You are invited to attend these public hearings to be held in the Town Hall Commission
Chambers, 409 Fennell Boulevard, Lady Lake, Florida. The petitions may be inspected at Town
Hall during regular business hours (7:30 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday - Thursday) in the Growth
Management Department. Any person wishing to appeal a decision of this public body should
ensure themselves that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made. If you have any questions
regarding this matter, please call me at (352) 751-1582 or via email at wthenl@ladylake.org.

{ /

#cerely,

Wendy Then, CFM
Town Planner



Verizon
Secondary Wall Signange Variance |
Resolution 2015-113 :
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PLANNING & ZONING BOARD AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED BOARD MEETING DATE: December 14, 2015

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 2015-113 — SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC
for the Verizon Store- Variance Request Pursuant to Chapter
17, Section 17-4.b.1.A. to Allow a Secondary Wall Sign to be
Placed on the northwest elevation of an outparcel building -
Located within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, Which Does
Not Have a Public Entrance, Addressed as 472 North Highway
27/441 (AK 3872774).

DEPARTMENT: GROWTH MANAGEMENT

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION:

1. Motion to forward Resolution 2015-113 to the Town Commission with the
Recommendation of Approval.

2. Motion to forward Resolutién 2015-113 to the Town Commission with the
Recommendation of Denial.

Staff is in support of Motion Number 1.

SUMMARY

On November 16, 2015, Town Staff received a variance application from applicant Jennifer
Ronneburger with Atlas Sign Industries for secondary wall signage to be placed on the
northwest elevation of the outparcel building along North Highway 27/441 located within the
Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Applicant, Atlas Sign Industries, has filed the variance
application for the Verizon Store, located in the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, property
addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441. The variance request has been made pursuant to
the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1).A)., of the Town of Lady Lake Land
Development Regulations which only allows single use developments to place wall signage
where the building fronts a public street. The proposed sign would be approximately 15'2" x
3'1/2" square feet in copy area; mirroring the other two (2) wall signs already mounted on
the east and south fagades. The combined wall copy area of all three (3) signs would
amount to 139.5 square feet; which meets sign code regulation of not exceeding the
maximum 200 square feet of wall sign copy area allowed.

As required of this application, a Justification Statement has been submitted. The applicant
stated that having the channel letter signs facing this elevation will assist the southbound



traffic to identifying the store’s location from the northwest. Additionally, the applicant
indicated that drivers going southbound on Highway 27/441 would be better directed to the
store thus providing advanced direction to prepare them to make an upcoming right into the
Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. Without it, many people may pass by missing the location.
Lastly, the way the building exterior elevation was designed incorporates three (3) red bands
along the top suitable for signage a wall signage; which two (2) bands have signs already
installed and the third one looks empty and unbalanced.

When reviewing an application for a variance, the Planning and Zoning Board and the Town
Commission shall consider the following requirements and criteria according to Chapter 3,
Section 14 f) — Review criteria for variances in the Land Development Regulations:

No diminution in value of surrounding properties would be suffered.

Granting the permit would be of benefit fo the public interest.

Denial of the permit would result in unnecessary hardship to the owner seeking it.

The use must not be contrary to the spirit of this Code.

Financial disadvantages and/or inconveniences to the applicant shall not of themselves
constitute conclusive evidence of unnecessary and undue hardship and be grounds to
justify granting of a variance.

6. Physical hardships such as disabilities of any applicant may be considered grounds to
justify granting of a variance at the discretion of the Town Commission.

G~ =

‘The subject property lies in Section 08 Township 18 South Range 24 East, Lady Lake,
Florida. The property is zoned “PUD” Planned Unit Development, which permits the
development in existence. The Future Land Use Map designation for the site is RET
(Commercial General-Retail Sales and Services). The requested use is consistent with the
adopted Memorandum of Agreement Ordinance 2006-04 for the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza
and the directives of the Comprehensive Plan and adopted Land Development Regulations.

Commenis:

-« Notices to inform the surrounding property owners (6) within 150’ of the subject
property of the proposed variance were mailed by certified mail return receipt on
Monday, November 23, 2015. The property was also posted on Monday,
November 23, 2015.

Past Actions:

The Technical Review Committee (TRC) members individually reviewed the application
for Resolution 2015-113 and provided comments on 11/30/2015 that determined the
application complete and ready for transmittal to the P&Z Board and Town Commission.

The Town Commission is scheduled to consider the application for Resolution 2015-113
for final consideration at their regular meeting on Monday, January 4, 2016.

[ ] Capital Budget
[ ]1Operating
[ ]Other

FISCAL IMPACT: §

ATTACHMENTS: [ ] Ordinance{s) [X]Resolution [ ]Budget
Resolution



[ ]Other

[ ]Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office

DEPARTMENT HEAD ‘ . Submitted ' " 9 Date
FINANCE DEPARTMENT Approved as to Budget

Requirements Date
TOWN ATTORNEY Approved as to Form and Legality Date
TOWN MANAGER\? q» Approved Agenda Item for: |, 2| <, = Date

BOARD ACTION: [ ] Approved as Recommended [ ] Disapproved

(B )

[ ]Tabled Indefinitely [ ] Continued to Date Certain

[ ]1Approved with Modification
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22'10"

Equal

361"

PROPOSED SIGN ELEVATION | 3/8" = 1'-0"

SQUARE FOOTAGE:
Allowable = 200.0 SF Aggregate
Proposed = 3.06' x 15.16' = 46.38' SF

DESCRIPTION:

1. Formed dimensional letters and logo will be aluminum backs and

pre-finished aluminum returns.

2. Sign will be internally illuminated with low voltage LED's.
Power packs and electrical concealed behind wall.
3. Faces will be pigmented acrylic. Logo and “Z" faces will have exterior

surface applied vinyl overlay.

4. Secure faces to returns with 1" standard trim cap retainer fastened

with wafer screws. Paint screws to match trim cap color.

5. Sign mounts flush to fascia.

Equal |

182" (15-2")

SCOPE OF WORK:

14-%"

1. Manufacture new formed channel letters and check mark as shown and described.
2. On site install new letters and check mark on existing backer provided.
3. Connect to primary power provided by others to within five feet of sign area.

4. Confirm proper illumination prior to departing location.

COLOR SCHEDULE:

B | etter Refums = Pre-Finished Red Exterior/White Interior

IS | etter Trim Cap = Standard Red
[ Letter Faces = 7328 LD White

24-0%4"

500 State Road 27, Lady Lake, Florida

93-3"

[T Letter LED's = GE Minimax White
B "I" Bridge = Paint to Match Backer (TBD)

RIGHT SIDE ELEVATION | 1/8" = 1'-0"
C ot b le 2ot T

Proposed Right Side Channel Letters

CORPORATE HEADQUARTERS

1077 West Blue Heron Bivd., Riviera Beach, FLA 33404
Phone: (561)863-6659 / (800)772-7932 Fax: (561)863-4294

NORTHEAST DIVISION

707 Commerce Dr., Concord, NG 28025
Phone: (704)788-3733 / (B00}72-7832 Fax: (704)786-3843
www.atlassignindustries.us

This design/ engineering is to remain Atlas Sign Indusries

exclusive property until spproved and accepled thru
purchase by client named on drawing. No part of design
and or specifications may be duplicated without
written authorization of Atlas Sign Industries.
© Copyright 2015
S.0. No. 55341
Drawing No. 002
Date 03]02}2015
Path Verizon| FL|Lady Lake
PM G. Easley
Drawn By D. Rodgers
Scale As Shown
Revision 1 3/12/15 by DP
Revision 2
Revision 3
Revision 4
Revision 5
l Revision 6

Approved by:

Date:

] APPROVED AS SHOWN
1 APPROVED AS NOTED
1 CORRECT & RESUBMIT
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SECTION THRU LETTERS, WALL & LOGO
(WEST ELEVATION)
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152" (182°)

WALL HEIGHT = 22.83 FT.
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SECTION THRU LETTERS & LOGO

ALUM. BRIDGE FOR LED

@t

®

® @

SPECIFICATIONS :

1. .040"x 3 1/2" ALUMINUM LETTER AND LOGO RETURNS FASTENED TO
BACKS WITH 1/2" x 1/2" x 18 GAUGE METAL STAPLES. (1) EVERY 3"
TYPICAL. SEAL AT RETURN AND BACK OVERLAP INSIDE WITH VOC
COMPLIANT 360 WHITE LATEX CAULKING TO PREVENT MOISTURE
PENETRATION.

2. 1" JEWELITE TRIM CAP FACE RETAINER CHEMICALLY BONDED TO
ACRYLIC FACE AND FASTENED TO RETURN WITH #8 x 1/2" PAN HEAD
SCREWS. (1) EVERY 6" TYPICAL.

3. 3/16° THICK ACRYLIC FACE.

4. .063" ALUMINUM BACK FASTENED TO RETURNS WITH 1/2° x 1/2" x 18
GAUGE METAL STAPLES. (1) EVERY 3" TYPICAL. SEAL AT RETURN AND
BACK OVERLAP INSIDE WITH VOC COMPLIANT 360 WHITE LATEX
CAULKING TO PREVENT MOISTURE PENETRATION.

5. GEMMT71-1 TETRA 7100K SERIES 8 MINIMAX LED MODULES FASTENED
TOALUMINUM BACK INSIDE WITH 3M VHB TAPE AND 3/16" RIVETS.

6. #18 AWG UV RATED LOW VOLTAGE WIRING. (1) PER LETTER FROM LED
MODULES THRU LETTER BACK AND WALL INSIDE UL LIQUIDTIGHT
CONDUITTO POWER SUPPLY HOUSING AND CONNECTION TO
POWER SUPPLY.

7. UL LIQUIDTIGHT CONDUIT CONNECTOR. (1) PER LETTER REQUIRED.

8. FASTEN LETTERS AND LOGO TO EXISTING WALL WITH 1/4°@ x 3" LONG
STAINLESS STEEL NON-CORROSIVE LAG SCREWS. SEE SIGN ELEVATION
FOR QUANTITY AND APPROXIMATE PLACEMENT,

9. 1/4” MINIMUM DIAMETER DRAIN HOLES WITH LIGHT SHIELDS, (2) PER
LETTER PER NEC 600.9.

10. EXISTING SIGN AREA 1 1/2° E.LF.S. SYSTEM OVER METAL STUD FRAME.
G.C. WILL PROVIDE 5/8” EXTERIOR GRADE PLYWOQD SHEATHING AT ALL
SIGN AREAS.

11. VERIZON “CHECK™ LOGO. FABRICATED AND INSTALLED AS PER LETTERS.

12. #18AWG CLASS 2 UV RATED LOW VOLTAGE LED BRANCH WIRING FROM

LETTERS AND LOGO INSIDE UL LIQUIDTIGHT CONDUIT THRU G.C. SUPPLIED

3" DIA. PASS-THRU PIPE IN WALL TO POWER SUPPLY HOUSING AND
CONNECTION TO POWER SUPPLY,

13. G.C. SUPPLIED 3" DIA. PIPE THRU WALL FOR LIQUIDTIGHT CONDUIT
PASS-THRU FROM LETTERS AND LOGO. G.C. WILL FILL PIPE WITH
FOAM INSULATION AFTER INSTALLATION,

14. UL METAL POWER SUPPLY HOUSING WITH ACCESS COVER MOUNTED
BEHIND WALL ABOVE ACOUSTICAL CEILING

15. #12AWG BRANCH WIRING WITH GROUND INSIDE UL CONDUIT FROM
POWER SUPPLY HOUSING AND CONNECTION TO POWER SUPPLY TO
CUSTOMER SUPPLIED JUNCTION BOX AND CONNECTION TO CUSTOMER
SUPPLIED PRIMARY WIRING.

16. GEPS12-60 / 0.65 AMP CLASS 2 LOW VOLTAGE POWER SUPPLY MOUNTED
INSIDE UL POWER SUPPLY HOUSING.

17. CUSTOMER SUPPLIED UL JUNCTION BOX MOUNTED BEHIND SIGN AREA
FOR PRIMARY AND BRANCH WIRE CONNECTIONS. ACTUAL LOCATION OF
JUNCTION BOX TO BE DETERMINED.

18. CUSTOMER SUPPLIED #12AWG PRIMARY WIRING FROM SOURCE INSIDE
UL CONDUIT TO CUSTOMER SUPPLIED JUNCTION BOX AND CONNECTION
TO BRANCH WIRING AND DISCONNECT SWITCH.

Verizon Wireless, Lady Lake, Florida

£

ELECTRICAL/DATA =

Volts " | 120V Primary / 12V Secondary
Total AMPS 1.3 Total AMPS

Circuits 1

Visible Disconnects 1

Power Supplies {2) @ 0.65 Amps

ELECTRICALINGIES

1. All materials and fasteners meet 3004.4

2. All electrical components are UL listed and approved,

3. Sign grounded according to NEC 600.7.

4. Signs manufactured and listed NEC 600.3 and marked
per NEC 600.4.

5. All branch circuits per NEC 600.5(8).1 or (B).2.

6. All Signs controlled by photocell or time clock per
FBC 2010 505.2.3.

7. One visible 20 amp disconnect per sign per circuit per
NEC 600.6(A).1

09.10.15

14.75-inch letters on an existing built-out wall, West Elevation

Wind Load per ASCE 7-10; FBC 2014; Exposure C

Vur = 132 mph (FBC Fig.1609A — ATC Interpolation); Risk Category I

V,ep = Vyur X (0.6)" = 102 mph (FBC 1609.3.1)

ASCE Chapter 30, Parts 1 & 6, components and cladding (Sec. 29.4.2)
Wall zone 4; Wall height < 23'; K, = 0.924 (Table 30.3-1); A,, < 10 sf
p =0,(GC,) (Sec 29.4-2) ; (GC,) =-1.1 (away from wall) (Fig. 30.4-1)

Note: (GC,, )= 0 (Sec 29.4.2)

q, = 0.00256 x 0.924 x (102)°= 24.61 psf (Eq. 30.3-1)

SiIeN INDUSTRIES
NV N~ S )7
[ vn@ sien oF PERFERMANEE

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS
1077 Wesl Blue Heron Blvd., Wesl Palm Beach, FL 33404
Phone: (561)863-6659 / (B00)772-7832 Fax: (561)8634294

NORTHEAST DIVISION
707 Commerce Dr., Concord, NC 28025
Phone: (704)788-3733 / (800)772-7932 Fax: (704)788-3843

PROPRIETARY AND CONFIDENTIAL

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS
DRAWING IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF
ATLAS SIGN INDUSTRIES. ANY
REPRODUCTION IN PART OR AS A WHOLE
WITHOUT THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF
ATLAS SIGN INDUSTRIES IS PROHIBITED,

VERIZON

FLUSH MOUNTED CHANNEL LETTERS
ADDRESS
500 STATE ROAD 27
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA

DRAWING NO

ENG-55341-002
1 OF 1

TITLE

RE

NAME DATE
DRAWN BY BH 09/08/2015
PROJECT MGR. G. EASLEY

Code Provisions for Sign Installation:
Florida Code Edition: 2014, Wind load per
ASCET7-10; FBC sections 1609.1.1; 1620
Exposure C; Risk Category ||

Vur =132 MPH (FBC 1609A - ATC Interpolation)

ENGINEER INFORMATION
NAME: Theodore M. McAnlis
ADDRESS: P.O. Box 14724

North Palm Beach, Florida 33408
E-MAIL:  ted.mcanlis@hotmail.com
LICENSE: FL 19239

As withessed by my seal, | certify that the
sign or letter attachment method meets or
exceeds the requirements of the 2014 FBC
for wind speed, V,,; = 132 MPH.

PASS-THRU. FINISHTO p =24.61 psfx -1.1 = 27.1 psf acting as pullout load \\\\ OP\E M P ’
] MATCH WALL COLCR. Attachments to wall: %" lag screws: N ] 7
3 SRR AT AN LA 1Y Withdrawal in 5/8" plywood: W = 1,800D°™G™ #/in: D = 0.25" G = 0.5 o {(,Q?‘ WCENSS %y, %,
P W= 1,800 x 0.354 x 0.354 = 226 #/in x 0.625" = 141# x 1.333 = 188# | screw oy ;;Z‘ -_(/ “
e e Check mark logo: A = 0.333' (avg) x 10.67' = 3.55 sf o7 Neims 2P 2
& 3|3 P = 27.1 psf x 3.55 sf = 96# = K ' PR St
- ™ N ps - . o
@ -4 n (4) lag screws on logo: Per screw, P’ = 96# / 4 = 24# < 188# - OK 2B ¢ * iD=
i e Typical letter: A=1.229'x 1.41'= 1.74 sf; P = 27.1 psfx 1.74 sf = 47# /%’L-’;"?k 09le <! =
] Per screw (4 minimum); P' = 47#/ 4 = 1# < 188# - OK ’/% Y s RIS
o . Letter “Z” tail: A= 0.333' x 2.67' = 0.89 sf: P = 27.1 psf x 0.89 sf = 24# Ay, SIATEOF %‘U:
SIGN ELEVATION SHOWING MOUNTING POINTS 8-2 1/4" (98 1/4") Per screw (2 minimum); P' = 24#/ 2 = 12# < 188# - OK /,/6:9 i _{C_)B'[E_)_P C‘)\ \\\\
71, SIONAL ERN
"
8 7 L 6 5 ' 4 2
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— Variance Request — SRK Lady Lake 43 Associates, LLC for
the Verizon Stor¢ =Request-Pursuant to Chapter 17, Section 17-4.b.1.A. to Allow a Secondary
Wall Sign to be Placed on the Northwest Elevation of an Outparcel Building — Located within
the Lady Lake Cros inig Plaza at 472 North Highway 27/441 (which does not have a public
entrance) (Wendy Then)

Wendy Then, Town Planner, presented the background summary for this agenda item (on file in the
Clerk’s Office). She stated that on November 16, 2015, Town staff received a variance application
from applicant Jennifer Ronneburger with Atlas Sign Industries for secondary wall signage to be
placed on the northwest elevation of the outparcel building along North Highway 27/441, located
within the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza. The applicant, Atlas Sign Industries, has filed the variance
application for the Verizon Store, property addressed as 472 North Highway 27/441. The variance

Page 1 of3
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 thus providing advance direction to prepare them to m%e?‘ag upcoming Tig
~ Crossing Plaza.- Without it, many people may pass byimissing the locationilhy

~Ms. Then reviewed the site plan.of the proposed location<ors

Planning and Zoning Board Meeting
December 14, 2015

request has been made pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 17, Section 17-4).b).1).A)., of the
Town of Lady Lake Land Development Regulations which only allows single use developments to
place wall signage where the building fronts a public street. The proposed sign would be
approximately 15°2” x 3’1/2” sq. ft. in copy area; mirroring the other two wall signs already
mounted on the east and south fagades. The combined wall copy area of all three signs would
amount to 139.5 sq. ft., which meets sign code regulation of not exceeding the maximum 200 sq. ft.
of wall sign copy area allowed. Ms. Then stated that staff recommends approval of this resolution.

Aerial views and zoning of the subject property and adjacent parcels were shown.

Ms. Then reported that as required of this application, a Justiﬁcationﬂié%té%ent has been submitted.

In it, the applicant stated that having the channel letter signs faciiiz this elevation will assist the

southbound traffic to identifying the store’s location from the ngﬁ%w\%%?@dditionally, the applicant
ter directed to the store

indicated that drivers going southbound on Highway 27/441 %zzuld b%g‘:;ﬁ&
“tight into the Lady Lake-
“Lastly, the way the

building exterior elevation was designed incorporatg i three red. bands along thé}ig ) suitable wall
s &«M,‘ £ %“‘“EN 8
ird one [ggks empty and unbalanced. -

signage; two bands have signs already installed andthe thir 1%

3‘:;%_

S

the sign, as well as renderings and -
_photos of the posting in front of .
e égrthbound view.

engineering of the proposed sign for the Building. She also shoy

the building and of the building with pres ntsignage, and photos

et

8

When reviewing an application for a variafig
Commission shall consider t@g@llowing requirgment
14 f) — Review criteria for yafianegs.in the Land svelopment:Regulations:

b
i

S 2

1. aluc of stirrounding propeities. would be suffered.
2. uld beiof benefit to the public interest.
- 3. ldresul iNEEE;
4, The us : o the spiritof this Code. :
5. fancial disadv; nconveniences to the applicant shall not of themselves
r finecessary and undue hardship and be grounds to justify
6. s disabilities of any applicant may be considered grounds to justify

the discretion of the Town Commission.

The subject property hg Section 08, Township 18 South, Range 24 East, Lady Lake, Florida.
The property is zoned D” Planned Unit Development, which permits the development in
existence. The Future Land Use Map designation for the site is RET (Commercial General-Retail
Sales and Services). The requested use is consistent with the adopted Memorandum of Agreement
of Ordinance 2006-04 for the Lady Lake Crossing Plaza, and the directives of the Comprehensive
Plan and adopted Land Development Regulations.

Ms. Then reported that notices to inform the six surrounding property owners within 150° of the
subject property of the proposed variance were mailed by certified mail return receipt on Monday,
November 23, 2015 and the property was also posted this same date. She stated five of the six
return receipts have been received and there have been no objections or letters of support received

to date,

Page2 of 3
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Planning and Zoning Board Meeting
December 14, 2015

Ms. Then reported that the Technical Review Committee (TRC) members individually reviewed the
application for Resolution No. 2015-113 and provided comments on November 30, 2015 that
determined the application complete and ready for transmittal o the Planning and Zoning Board
and Town Commission. The Town Commission is scheduled to consider the application for
Resolution No. 2015-113 for final consideration at their regular meeting on Monday, January 4,
2016.

Ms. Then stated that the applicant is present if there are any questions,

SN
S

Chairperson Gauder clarified that the signage is proposed for the nor_t@fff-; tside of the building.

Iy

n the Verizon Store.

Beverly Lemay, Staff Al John Gauder, Chairperson

Minutes transeribed Nancy Slaton, Deputy Town Clerk
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TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED MEETING DATE: January 4, 2016 — FIRST READING

SUBJECT: Ordinance 2016-04 - Amending Chapter 13 of The Town of Lady Lake
Code Of Ordinances Entitled Special Assessments, Impact Fees,
Supplemental Fees, Section 13-21 Entitled Levy And Purpose, For
the Purposes of Suspending Collection of the Supplemental
Education Assistance Fee Retroactively From January 11, 2016 to a
Date Uncertain.

DEPARTMENT: Growth Management

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION:

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 2016-04 Suspending Collection of the
Supplemental Education Assistance Fee Retroactively From January 11, 2016 to a Date
Uncertain.

On September 29, 2015, the Lake County Board of County Commissioners approved Ordinance
No. 2015-40 which provided for the increase of the educational impact fees for all residential
construction within the county, both unincorporated and within municipalities, to one-hundred
percent (100%) of the recommended amount in accordance with the Lake County Schools
Educational Facilities Update Study dated July 16, 2015. Due to the adoption of Ordinance No.
2015-40, supplemental educational assistance fee cannot be imposed by the Town of Lady
Lake, because effective January 11, 2016, one-hundred percent (100%) of the recommended
amount for the impact fee is to be collected in full by the Lake County Board of County
Commissioners. At this time, the Town of Lady Lake must suspend collection of the
Supplemental Education Assistance Fee to a date uncertain.

As per the Impact Fee Study prepared by Tindale Oliver, dated July 16, 2015 (with Table 11
revised August 19, 2015), the Public School Impact Fee per Dwelling Unit was recommended to
be $9,324 for single family homes; $8,045 for Multi-family dwellings, and $5,856 for Mobile
Home/Mobile Home Parks. Age-restricted communities remain exempt. Below are the adopted
rates as per Ordinance No.2015-40, assessing the full amount.

Dwelling Type Impact Fee
Single Family Homes $9,324
Multi-Family $8,045

Mobile Home $5,856



The Town of Lady Lake has $1,619,676.11 in Supplemental Education Impact Fees as of
October 31, 2015. The Fees may be used for the following:

Code of Ordinances, Sec. 13-25. - Use of supplemental education assistance fees.

(a) Any supplemental education assistance fee collected by the town shall be held by them in a
trust account separate and distinct from all other revenues. The supplemental education
assistance fee funds shall be held by the town until a request for funds is received from the
Lake County School Board. Any transfer of funds to the school board shall be subject to
town commission approval. All transferred funds shall be held by the school board in the
supplemental education assistance fee trust account. Five (5) percent of the funds collected
shall be retained by the town as an administrative fee for collecting and transmitting the
funds.

(b) Supplemental education assistance fees shall, upon receipt by the school board, be
deposited in a separate trust account established and maintained by the school board.
Such account shall be designated as the "Supplemental Education Assistance Fee Trust
Account” and shall be maintained separate and apart from all other accounts of the school
board.

{c) The school board. shall maintain adequate records to justify all expenditures from the
supplemental education assistance fee trust account. Upon reasonable notice, the town
shall have access to such books, records and documents relating to the supplemental
education assistance fee trust account for the purpose of inspection or audit. The town has
the right, but not the duty, to audit the school board's supplemental education assistance
fee trust account at the town's sole cost and expense.

(d) The monies deposited into the supplemental education assistance fee trust account shall be
used solely in the Town of Lady Lake's utility service area boundary for the purpose of
providing growth-necessitated capital improvements to educational plants and ancillary
plants of the educational system including, but not limited to:

(1) Land acquisition, including any cost of acquisition;

(2) Fees for professional services, including but not limited to architecture, engineering,
surveying, feasibility determinations, landscaping, soils and material testing, legal
appraisals, and construction management;

(3) Design and construction documents;

(4) Site development, site-related improvements and improvements incidental to the
construction thereto; on-site and off-site;

(5) Any permitting or application fees necessary for the construction;
(6) Design and construction of educational plants and ancillary plants;

(7) Design and construction of drainage facilities required by the construction of
educational plants and angillary plants or improvements thereto;



(8) Relocating utilities required by the construction of educational plants and ancillary
plants or improvements or additions thereto;

(9) Acquisition of furniture and equipment necessary to accommodate students, faculty,
administrators, staff and the activities of the educational programs and services at
educational plants which are necessitated by growth;

(10) Payment of principal and interest, necessary reserves and costs of issuance under
any bonds or other indebtedness issued by the school board to fund growth-
necessitated improvements and additions to the educational system.

Code of Ordinances, Sec.13-26. - Permissible allocation of funds.

All funds held in the supplemental education assistance fee trust account may be allocated to
fund charter schools or allocated to other such legally permissible causes as the town
commission directs. The Town of Lady Lake is not required to remit any fees to the Lake County
School Board, but may, should it decide to do so.

Public Hearing Dates:

The Town Commission will consider Ordinance 2016-04 for Second and Final Reading on
Wednesday, January 20, 2016.

FISCAL IMPACT: $ -0- [ ] Capital Budget

[ ]1Operating [ 1Other

ATTACHMENTS: [ x] Ordinance(s) [ ]Resolution [ ]Budget Resolution

[ ] Other
[ ]1Support Documents/Contracts Available for Review in Manager’s Office
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ORDINANCE NO. 2016-04

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN COMMISSION OF THE TOWN OF
LADY LAKE, FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 13 OF THE TOWN OF
LADY LAKE CODE OF ORDINANCES ENTITLED SPECIAL
ASSESSMENTS, IMPACT FEES, SUPPLEMENTAL FEES, SECTION 13-21
ENTITLED LEVY AND PURPOSE, FOR THE PURPOSES OF
SUSPENDING COLLECTION OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATION
ASSISTANCE FEE RETROACTIVELY FROM JANUARY 11, 2016 TO A
DATE UNCERTAIN; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING
FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; PROVIDING FOR FILING;
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 13 of the Lady Lake Code imposes special assessments, impact fees
and supplemental fees for Education, Libraries, Parks, Water, Wastewater and Reclaimed Water;
and

WHEREAS, on September 29, 2015, the Lake County Board of County Commissioners
approved the adoption of Ordinance No. 2015-40 which includes the increase of the educational
impact fees for all residential construction within the county, both unincorporated and within
municipalities, to 100% of the recommended amount in accordance with the Lake County
Schools Educational Facilities Update Study dated July 16, 2015 (with Table 11 revised August
19, 2015); and

WHEREAS, Florida Statute 163.31801 (3) (a) requires that the calculation of the impact
fee must be based on the most recent and localized data; and

WHEREAS, a supplemental educational assistance fee cannot be imposed where 100% of
the recommended amount for the impact fee is being collected in full by the Lake County Board
of County Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the Town Commission now finds it is in the best interest of the citizens of the
Town of Lady Lake to make these changes to the Town Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE TOWN COMMISSION OF THE
TOWN OF LADY LAKE THAT:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein by
reference.

Section 2. Amendments. Section 13-21 of the Code of Ordinances of the Town of Lady Lake,
is hereby amended as follows:

Seec. 13-21. — Levy and purpose.

(a) The Town levies-suspends the collection of all supplemental educational assistance

fees inthe-amountssetforth-in-Seetion13-24-Rates-beginning cffective July-January

Page 1 of 3



—
SO ~NOOh WN =

AR RADMPEAREAPEAERPRPOWOWWWLOWWWWWNNMNNNNMNNNNN=22 =2 22 a3 aaaa
O~NODODRWON_LAOOO0OO~NOOPRWON_LAPO0OOQO~NOOPR,WON_2OCOONOOAPRWN=

Ordinance No. 2016-04

114, 20452016, until further Ordained otherwise by the Town Commission. The

Section 3. Severability. The provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be separable and if
any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance shall for any reason be held to be
invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not effect the validity of the remaining sections,
sentences, clauses or phrases of this Ordinance, but they shall remain in effect, it being the
legislative intent that this Ordinance shall stand notwithstanding the invalidity of any part.

Section 4. Inclusion in the Town of Lady Lake Code. It is the intention of the Town
Commission of the Town of Lady Lake that the provisions of this Ordinance shall become and
be made a part of the Town of Lady Lake Code of Ordinances and that the sections of this
Ordinance may be renumbered or re-lettered and the word “ordinance” may be changed to
“section”, “article” or such other appropriate word or phrase to accomplish such intentions.

Section 5. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective January 20, 2016.

Section 6. Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. Any provision of an ordinance which conflicts
with this ordinance, including Ordinance 2015-03, is inferior and repealed. The provisions of this
Ordinance, Ordinance 2016-04, supersede and control over any conflicting provisions.

Section 7. Filing. The clerk shall be and is hereby directed forthwith to file this Ordinance in
accordance with Florida law.

PASSED AND ORDAINED in the regular session of the Town Commission of the
Town of Lady Lake, Lake County, Florida, this 20th day of January, 2016.
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Ordinance No. 2016-04

ATTEST:

Kris Kollgaard, Town Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Derek Schroth, Town Attorney

TOWN OF LADY LAKE, FLORIDA

Ruth Kussard, Mayor

Page 3 of 3



Tindale
xOliver

planning | design | engineering

Lake County Schools
Educational Facilities Update Study

FINAL REPORT
July 16, 2015 (Table 11 revised August 19, 2015)

Prepared for:

Lake County School Board
201 W. Burleigh Blvd.
Tavares, FL 32778

e oA ph (352) 253-6560

HGHSTITOL

Prepared by:

Tindale Oliver

1000 N. Ashley Dr., #400
Tampa, Florida, 33602
ph (813)224-8862

fax (813) 226-2106
E-mail:

nkamp@tindaleoliver.com
719001-00.14




Lake County
Educational Facilities Impact Fee Update Study
Table of Contents

I ErOAUCHION. .0cveersssnsssssennsnsnmsnssssssssisssssrdesssins asrsisieiieds SommmassiiaisinussomseRivsirus o avavivmnnaid 1
MEthOdOIOZY ..o s 2
T L] 1 R 3
Service Area and ENrollment ..ot 4
Facility Service Taliery ... . cucnsmmummmnssommmssms im0 6
COSE GO PONEINE svunisssvsne s i e oy vE oS Taia oo VA VAV VoSS SRV oo o v’ 7
CrEdit COMPONBNE.....ccoreeersmsmsassminsessnssnessmanssnsansmsssbassd 4SS HER TR STR BV IRRRIN ARSI SIS 15
Net Impact Cost per StUdent ..........cccoerriiiiiii e 19
Student GENErAtIoON RATES .o uiimvamimiiiisimm s s s i s st isnssssevsios 1
Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule ..., 23
School Impact Fee Schedule COMPaArison...........ccccviriniinninnicnis s 24

Appendix A — School District Inventory

Appendix B — Supplemental Building and Land Cost Information

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
July 2015 i Educational Facilities Impact Fee Study



Introduction

After a period of suspension, Lake County educational facilities impact fees were reinstated
effective January 13, 2014 at 25 percent of the adopted impact fee study dated June 7, 2011.

The Lake County Board of County Commissioners voted on e list tachiical

support document for
the adopted
Educational Facilities
Impact Fee was
completed in 2011.

December 2, 2014 to increase the educational impact fees to 75
percent of the recommended rate to go into effect April 6, 2015.
To ensure that the technical study reflects the most recent and
localized data, Lake County Schools (“LCS” or “the District”)
retained Tindale Oliver to update the educational facilities impact

fee schedule.

The study methodology is documented in the following 10 sections of this technical report:

e Methodology

e Inventory

e Service Area and Population

e Facility Service Delivery

e (Cost Component

e (Credit Component

e Net Impact Cost per Student

e Student Generation Rates

e (Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule
e School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison

Information supporting this analysis was obtained from LCS and other sources, as
indicated.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Methodology

The methodology used to update the educational facilities impact fee is a consumption-based
impact fee methodology, which has also been used to calculate the current adopted
educational facilities impact fee for Lake County as well as several school impact fees
throughout Florida, including, but not limited to fees in Orange, Osceola, Citrus, Highlands,
Palm Beach, Collier and Brevard Counties. A consumption-based impact fee is intended to
charge new growth the proportionate share of the cost of providing a

new student station available for use by new growth, based upon the A consumption-

. . based methodology
student generation rate (demand), or the number of students a dwelling Béis beeh usedfor
unit is expected to generate over the life of the home. this study.

The impact fee calculations contained in this report are based on the
most current and localized data available, consistent with the 2006 Florida Impact Fee Act.
Should one or more variables affecting the impact fee change significantly, a recalculation of
the impact fee would be necessary prior to the scheduled update of the study. Changes that
could potentially trigger a recalculation of the impact fee include, but are not limited to,
significant changes in the student generation rate, a considerable change in costs, in amount
or sources of revenue available for expansion, or a decision to incur additional debt to fund
new capacity.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Inventory

The Lake County School District provides public education facilities that are available to all
school-age residents of Lake County. As such, this analysis will consider all public elementary,
middle, and high school level facilities and the students attending these facilities located
throughout and living within Lake County. [

Lake County School
District operates 43

LCS currently operates 43 traditional public schools that serve traditional schools as
the students of Lake County and its municipalities, including 24 well as other types of
elementary schools, 10 middle schools, 8 high schools, and 1 L schools.

L — e |

multi-level school. LCS also operates a number of other

programs, such as alternative learning programs and technical schools. To ensure that the
impact fee reflects only classroom space for traditional schools, adult, technical, and
alternative learning schools are not included in the inventory and impact fee calculations.
Examples of these are Lake Technical Center and Lake Hills. Of these, Lake Technical Center
houses mostly adult students and Lake Hills is a 94,300 sq. ft. state-of-the-art facility built in
2008 to accommodate the educational needs of Lake County's Exceptional Student
Education population with significant cognitive disabilities serving ages 3 through 22. Given
that these types of special facilities are not built on a regular basis, they are excluded from
the impact fee calculations. In addition, non-conversion charter schools are also excluded
since they are not owned and operated by the School District.

The District’s current school inventory that is included in the impact fee calculations is
provided in Appendix A, Table A-1.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Service Area and Enrollment

LCS provides public education facilities that are available to all Pre-Kindergarten thru 12t
grade (PK-12) students throughout the entire county. Attendance boundaries can be
redrawn to balance school enrollment with available school capacity and therefore can
serve different geographic areas over time. As such, the appropriate impact fee district for

public schools is countywide.

Table 1 presents the historical student enrollment since 2000, as well as projected
enrollment through 2019. In order to be consistent with the inventory used in the impact
fee analysis, the enrollment figures presented in this table include only those students
attending (or projected to attend) the schools listed in Appendix A, Table A-1. The annual
percent change for the enrollment is presented, as well as a three-year average to account
for random fluctuations. Table 1 reflects that student enrollment increased by about 900

students over the past five years.

Tindale QOliver Lake County Schools
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Table 1
Lake County Enrollment
Annual

School 5 { Three-Year
Year Enroliment'”  Percent Averase®
Change” | =
2000-01 28,060 - -
2001-02 29,485 5.1% -
2002-03 30,737 4.2% -
2003-04 32,977 7.3% 5.5%
2004-05 34,908 5.9% 5.8%
2005-06 36,259 3.9% 5.7%
2006-07 37,791 4.2% 4,7%
2007-08 38,982 3.2% 3.8%
2008-09 39,176 0.5% 2.6%
2009-10 39,204 0.1% 1.3%
2010-11 38,921 -0.7% 0.0%
2011-12 38,854 -0.2% -0.3%
2012-13 39,024 0.4% -0.2%
2013-14 39,354 0.8% 0.3%
2014-15 39,824 1.2% 0.8%
2015-16 40,212 1.0% 1.0%
2016-17 40,316 0.3% 0.8%
2017-18 40,509 0.5% 0.6%
2018-19 40,792 0.7% 0.5%
2019-20 41,041 0.6% 0.6%

(1) Source: Lake County Schools, includes only the students

attending traditional

schools,

and excludes

enrollment

associated with Lake Hills, Lake Technical Center, virtual
schools, home schooling, non-conversion charter schoos, and
private schools. When all schools, with the exception of private
schools, are included, the District’s 2014-15 enrollment reaches
42,200 students.
(2) Percent change from one year to the next
(3) Average change over the past three years

Tindale Oliver
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Facility Service Delivery

Schools that were recently constructed or planned to be constructed by the District in the
future are similarly designed in square footage and student stations. These “prototype”
schools have been or will be constructed to different standards than

the older existing schools. These more efficient prototype facilities | More efficient
prototype facilities
are used to measure
the service delivery

levels.

are used to measure service delivery levels.

Table 2 presents the facility service delivery in Lake County, which is
139 Florida Inventory of School Houses (FISH) net square feet per
permanent student station for elementary schools, 135 FISH net square feet per permanent

student station for middle schools, and 159 FISH net square feet per permanent student

station for high schools.

Table 2
Facility Service Delivery (Prototype School)

Description —— "'.S.‘::h;n_‘_}l Type . S
__ Elementary  Middle High
Permanent Net Square Footage" 133,362 194,863 318,852
Permanent Student Stations'® 958 1,439 2,000
Net Square Feet per Student Station'® 139.0 135.0 159.0

(1) Source: Lake County Schools
(2) Source: Lake County Schools
(3) Permanent net square footage (Item 1) divided by permanent student stations (Item 2)

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Cost Component

The capital costs of providing educational facilities includes
several components, such as the school facility cost,
transportation cost, and ancillary facility costs. This section
addresses each of these components.

Facility Cost per Student Station

The first step in determining the cost of providing public schools

The cost of a school
includes various
components, such as
facility cost (buildings
and land),
transportation costs,
and ancillary facility
costs.

e —

to Lake County residents is to calculate the facility cost per student station. Several cost

components must be considered when calculating the total cost of constructing a school,

including architect/site improvement costs; construction costs; furniture, fixtures, and

equipment (FF&E) costs; and the cost to purchase the land. Each component of the school

facility cost is described in more detail in the following subsections.

Architect/Site Improvement, Construction and FF&E Costs

To determine the administration, architect/site improvement, construction, and FF&E costs

associated with building a new school in Lake County, the following information was

evaluated:

e Construction cost associated with recently built schools in Lake County;

e Insurance values of existing schools, which provides a conservative estimate since

more permanent parts of the structures, such as the foundation, etc. are typically not

insured;

e Information obtained from other jurisdictions regarding recently built schools;

e Information obtained on the ratio of other cost components (such as design, site

preparation, furniture/fixture/equipment, etc.) to the construction cost for projects

built since 2009; and
e Discussions with LCS representatives.

Detailed information on cost estimates is included in Appendix B.

Tindale Oliver
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Table 3 presents the cost per square foot figures for the architect/site improvement,
construction, and FF&E cost components for each school type. For illustration purposes,
Table 3 also presents the weighted average figure for each cost component, based on the mix
of existing schools.

Land Cost

For each school type, the land cost per square foot is based on a value of $75,000 per acre.
This cost per acre is based primarily on a review of the cost associated with recent land
purchases by LCS, appraisals for future school sites, vacant land sales of similarly sized parcels,
and location of planned schools over the next 10 to 20 years. The results of the land value
analysis are documented in Appendix B.

The land cost per square foot of building by school type was developed based on the acres
per 1,000 permanent net building square feet for the future prototype schools. The resulting
land value figures used for each type of school are presented in Table 3.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Table 3
School Facility Cost per Student Station

Middle

Cost Component

Elementary
School

School

High
School

Weighted
Average

Net Square Feet per Student Station™ 139.0 135.0 159.0 144.0
Existing Permanent Stations'? 18,251 11,237 13,599 43,087
School Facility Cost Components:
Architect/Site Improvement Cost per Net Sq Ft® $10.85 $11.20 $11.55 $11.16
Construction Cost per Net Sq Ft' $155.00 $160.00 $165.00 $159.46
FF&E Cost per Net Sq Ft'™ $18.60 $19.20 $19.80 $19.14
Land Cost per Net Sg Ft'® $14.10 $18.98 $16.58 $15.68
Total Facility Cost per Net Sq Ft'”) $198.55 $209.38 $212.93 $205.44
Total Facility Cost per Student Station®® $27,598 $28,266 $33,856 $29,583

(1) Source: Table 2, weighted average is calculated based on the inventory of existing student stations (Item 2).

(2) Source: Appendix A, Table A-1

(3) Estimated at 7% of construction cost based on estimates obtained from LCS and recent costs obtained from other Florida School

Districts. See Appendix B for further detail.

Construction cost is estimated to range from $155 per net square foot to $165 per net square foot, based on information on recently

built schools, insurance values of existing schools and other information obtained from LCS and recently constructed schools in other

Florida jurisdictions. Detailed information on cost estimates is included in Appendix B.

Estimated at 12% of the construction cost based on recently built schools in Lake County and recent cost obtained from other Florida

School Districts. Detailed information on cost estimates is included in Appendix B.

The land cost per square foot for each school type is based on the acreage per 1,000 permanent square feet for future schools at a

cost of $75,000 per acre. This cost per acre figure is based on the land value of recent land purchases by LCS as well as vacant land

sales in Lake County. Further information is included in Appendix B.

(7) Sum of the school facility cost per net square foot (Items 3 thru 6)

(8) The net square feet per student station (Item 1) multiplied by the total school facility cost per net square foot (Item 7) for each
respective school type. Weighted average is based on the distribution of existing stations for each school type (Item 2).

(4

(5

(6

Tindale Oliver
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Total Facility Cost per Student by School Type

The total facility impact cost per student for each school type is based on the facility cost
per student station figures derived in Table 3, and is typically calculated by dividing the
cost per student station by the ratio of current student enroliment to available capacity
(number of permanent student stations typically adjusted by 100% for elementary
schools, 90% for middle schools, and 95% for high schools). The adjustment of dividing
the cost per student station by the ratio of current student enrollment to available
capacity converts the cost per student station to a cost per student. In addition, this
calculation accounts for the current availability or shortage in permanent capacity and
adjusts the costs accordingly. If there is available capacity (e.g., currently more
permanent student stations than expected students), then the total facility cost per
student increases because the achieved level of service suggests more than one station
per student to accommodate functional or program capacity needs. Similarly, if there are
currently more students enrolled than available capacity, the cost per student is adjusted

downward.

In the case of Lake County, there is currently a 3 percent permanent capacity shortage in
elementary schools, 20 percent permanent capacity available in middle schools, and 12
percent permanent capacity available in high schools.

Prior to including these figures in the calculations, an adjustment was made to account
for impact fee revenues used to pay off debt service. The adopted 2014-2015 Work Plan
estimates that the School District will use an average of approximately $1.5 million per
year toward Certificates of Participation (COPs) debt service payments. This figure is
slightly lower than historical impact fee funding of debt service payments and reflects the
use of a portion of impact fee revenues to fund other capacity projects in the Work Plan,
including classroom additions and the new Four Corners K-8 school. When this annual
dollar amount is converted to student stations that are funded with COPs, the permanent
capacity that is owned or will be paid with non-impact fee revenues decreases to 10,388
in middle schools. Based on these figures, the available capacity in middle schools is
reduced to 13 percent.

Finally, the District’s adopted level of service standard calls for an enrollment-to-FISH
capacity ratio of 100 percent for elementary, middle schools, and high schools. While
achieved LOS reflects the community’s investment into educational facilities
infrastructure, the adopted LOS standard reflects LCS’ intended service level in the future.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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As such, impact fee calculations use the higher of these two figures, which results in more
conservative impact fee levels.

As presented in Table 4, the resulting weighted average cost per student based on this
approach is $29,252 per student.

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Table 4
Total Facility Impact Cost per Student by Schoo Type

e : Weighted
Elementary | Middle High SiEhted

Calculation Step il bl b Average [
Total

icility Impact Cost per Student
Facility Cost per Student Station'") $27,598 $28,266 $33,856 $29,583
Existing (2014/15) Student Enrollment™ 18,812 9,032 11,980 39,824
Existing (2014/15) Permanent Capacity'® 18,251 11,237 13,599 43,087
Adjusted (2014/15) Permanent Capacity'” 18,251 10,388 13,599 42,238
Ratio of Existing Enrollment to Permanent Capacity 103% 80% 88% 92%
Adjusted Ratio of Existing Enrollment to Permanent Capacity(El 103% 87% 88% 94%
LOS Standard 100% 100% 100% 100%
Final Ratio of Enrollment to Permanent Capacity Used for Impact Fee Calculations'® 103% 100% 100% N/A
Total Facility Impact Cost per Student”! $26,794 $28,266 $33,856 $29,252

{1) Source: Table 3

(2) Source: Lake County Schools, includes students housed at the schools listed in Table A-1

{3) Source: Table A-1

{4) Adjusts middle school capacity to account for stations that are not yet paid for and will be paid with impact fee funding of debt service
(5) Existing student enrollment (Item 2) divided by existing permanent capacity (Item 3)

(6) Existing student enroliment (Item 2) divided by adjusted permanent capacity (Item 4)

(7) Source: Lake County Schools

(8) Used higher of the adopted LOS standard and achieved LOS for each school level (Items 6 and 7)

(9) Facility cost per student station (Item 1} divided by the final ratio used in the calculations (Item 8)

Tindale Qliver Lake County Schoals
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Total Cost per Student

In addition to the facility cost per student calculated in Table 4, the total facility cost per
student includes two additional cost components: the capital costs associated with providing
transportation services and ancillary facilities. Both of these cost components are calculated
on a per-student basis and are not dependent on school type. Each of these additional cost
components is discussed in further detail below.

Transportation Costs

The first additional capital cost component is the cost of providing transportation services to
students. The District currently owns 348 buses used for student transportation at an average
cost of approximately $109,000 per bus, which includes related equipment such as radios,
GPS, cameras, etc., and is consistent with bus costs observed in other school districts. In
addition to its bus fleet, the District has 165 support vehicles, which include vehicles such as
cars, vans, trailers, and trucks. The cost of the support vehicles varies depending on the type
of vehicle, with an average cost of approximately $27,000 per vehicle, based on the
information provided by the District. The result is a total value of $42.3 million for
transportation services, including $37.9 million for buses and $4.4 million for support
vehicles. The total value of the transportation fleet is divided by the District’s enrollment for
schools included in Appendix A, Table A-1 (presented in Table 1). The resultis a cost of $1,063
per student for transportation services, as presented in Table 5.

Ancillary Facilities Costs

The other capital cost component is for the ancillary facilities that are necessary for the
District to provide support services for students, schools, transportation services, and
administrative personnel. The District currently has approximately 244,500 permanent
square feet of ancillary facilities for maintenance, warehouse, and administrative functions.
Current values of each existing ancillary facility depend on the type of facility and were based
on the insurance values, with the weighted average value equaling approximately $140 per
square foot.

The cost of land for ancillary facilities also is included in the ancillary facility values. The land
value for ancillary facilities is the same as that used for schools ($75,000 per acre).

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
July 2015 13 Educational Facilities Impact Fee Study



The ancillary facility cost per student is based on the existing inventory, which is valued at
$41.0 million, including $34.2 million for buildings and $6.8 million for land. Based on the
current enrollment, the result is a cost of $1,029 per student for ancillary facilities, as
presented in Table 5.

Table 5
Transportation Services and
_Ancillary Facility Cost per Stuent

___ Description
Transportation Services Cost per Student
Total Current Value of Transportation Se rvices™ 542,343,814
Current Enrollment™ 39,824
Total Transportation Services Cost per Student® $1,063
Ancillary Facility Cost per Student
Building Value for Ancillary Facilities® $34,229,860
Land Value for Ancillary Facilities® $6,750,000
Total Current Value for Ancillary Facilities'® $40,979,860
Total Ancillary Facility Cost per Student”! $1,029

(1) Source: Lake County Schools

(2) Source:Table 1

(3) Total value of transportation services (Item 1) divided by the current enrollment
(Item 2)

(4) Square footage inventory obtained from Lake County Schools multiplied by $140
per net square foot based on insurance values

(5) Acreage obtained from Lake County Schools multiplied by $75,000 per acre (please
see Appendix B for further explanation of this unit cost)

(6) Sum of the building value (Item 4) and land value (Item 5) of the District’s current
inventory of ancillary facilities

(7) Total value for ancillary facilities (Item 6) divided by the current enrollment (Item
2)

Tindale Oliver Lake County Schools
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Credit Component

To ensure that new development is not being overcharged for construction of future student
stations, any non-impact fee revenue that will be generated by new development and that
will be used towards the capital expansion of school facilities must be included as a credit to
reduce the total cost per student. It is important to note that a credit for school impact fees
is not given for revenue generated by new development that is used for capital renovation of
existing educational facilities or for maintenance or operational costs.

Based on a review of the District’s capacity addition expenditures over the past five years and
planned expenditures over the next five years, it has been determined that historically, the
School District used primarily sales tax, Classroom 4 Kids, Class Size Reduction, and PECO
Construction revenues for expansion projects paid with cash. In addition, capacity projects
were funded with COPs, and therefore, a credit for remaining debt service payments is given.

Capital Improvement Revenue Credit

As mentioned previously, historically LCS used primarily sales tax and State revenues for
capacity addition projects. Of these revenue sources, Classroom 4 Kids and Class Size
Reduction dollars are no longer available. In addition, the District receives a portion of the
County sales tax, which will expire in 2017. Therefore, two different credit calculations were
prepared: One that assumes the sales tax will be re-adopted and LCS will continue to allocate
a similar amount annually for capacity expansion projects and the other that assumes LCS will
not receive any sales tax revenues after 2017.

A review of the 2014-2015 Work Plan suggested that capacity expansion projects in the next
5 years will be funded with impact fee revenues.

The capital improvement revenue credit per student is calculated by dividing the total
amount of capital revenue by the average enrollment during this ten-year period. As
presented in Table 6, the resulting capital improvement revenue available for the capital
expansion of public schools in Lake County is $930 per student per year if the sales tax is
readopted and continues to be available for LCS.

Alternatively, if the sales tax is not readopted in 2017, the credit decreases to $730 per
student, reflecting this reduced funding.
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Table 6
Revenue Credit per Student

Proje pe 009-10 010 0 0 0 : 014-2018 ota

Sales Tax'V:

Lake Minneola High School Construction [ so| sisen.870] $3,221,830]  $76.860] 50| s $4,086,569)
subtotal - Sales Tax [ so| si687,870] $3,221,830]  $76,869] so| s0|  $4,986,569)
Miﬂagem: @

Lake Mi la High School Construction $2,538] $0 $0) 30 50 50 $2,538

South Lake High School Addition $32,712] 50| 50| 50| 50 50 $32,712
Subtotal - Millage $35,250| $0 $0) $0 $0| $0| $35,250
Cl 4Kids - State'’:

Sorrento Elementary School $16,686,800| $2,442,532) 0| 50 50| 30| $19,129,332

Lake Mi la High School Construction $717,077| $9,692,128 $0| 50| 50| $0| $10,409,205|
Subtotal - Classroom 4 Kids - State $17,403,878| $12,134,660) $0 $0 50 $0| $29,538,537
Class Size Reduction - State'”:

Lake Minneola High School Construction [ s21,255,482] 83,467,239 so| sof 50| so| s2a,722,721
Subtotal - Class Sized Reduction - State | 521,255,082 53,467,230 s0| so so| s0| s20,m2,721
PECO-C fon¥:

Lake Minneola High School Construction 52,899,594 $4,003,591 $0 $0) 50| $0|  $6,903,185

Gray Middle School $8,107,240 50 $0 $0 50 $0| 58,107,240
Subtotal - PECO-Construction $11,006,834] $4,003,591 $0 $0 0 $0| $15,010,425
Total Expenditures [ $49,701,243] $21,293,360] $3,221,830]  s76,869] so| 0| 74,293,502
Credit Option 1: With Sales Tax "™
Total Expenditures (Exdl Classroom 4 Kids & Class Size Reduction)'™ l 511,042,034' 55.691,451| $3,221,330‘ 575.359| $0| $0| 520,032,244
Average Annual Expenditures[” $2,003,224/
Average enrollment® 39,701
Revenue Credit per Student (Option 1) $50
Capitalization Rate” 2.5%,
Capitalization Period, Years'™ 25
Present Value of Capital Improvement Revenue Credit per Student (Option 7 5930
Credit Option 2: Without Sales Tax "%

Total Expenditures (Sales Tax Funding Only) [ o] syesrem| s3zan830]  s76869] sof $0|  $4,986,569
Average Annual Expenditures“" $498,657|
Revenue Credit per Student (Sales Tax Only)™ $13
Capitalization Period, Years'™!! 2.5]
Present Value of Capital Imp t Credit per Student (Sales Tax)'m $30|
Revenue Credit per Student (PECO & Millage) " $11,042,084] 54,003,591 50| 50 30 $0] $15,045,675
Average Annual Expendituresm” $1,504,568
Revenue Credit per Student (PECO & Millage)"” 538
Present Value of Capital Improvement Revenue Credit per Student (PECO & Millage)"™ $700
Present Value of Capital Improvement Revenue Credit per Student (Option 2)** $?30|

(1) Source: Lake County Schools

(2) Credit option 1, assumes the sales tax is readopted in 2017 and LCS continues to receive historical level of revenues

(3) Total expenditures less Classroom 4 Kids and Class Size Reduction revenues since these two revenue sources are no longer available to the
District

(4) Total expenditures (Item 3) divided by 10 to calculate the average annual expenditures

(5) Source: Table 1

(6) Average annual expenditures (Item 4) divided by the average enroliment (Item 5)

(7) Interest rate the District is likely to pay for future bonds, estimate provided by LCS

(8) Time period after which major repairs are needed

{9) Present value of revenue credit per student (ltem 6) at 2.5% interest rate (Item 7) over a 25-year capitalization period (Item 8)

{10} Credit option 2, assuming sales tax will not be renewed after 2017

(11) Total expenditures using sales tax revenues divided by 10 to calculate the average annual expenditures

(12) Average annual expenditures (ltem 11) divided by the average enrollment (Item 5)

(13) Remaining time period before the sales tax expires.

(14) Present value of revenue credit per student (Item 12) at 2.5% interest rate (Item 5) over a 2.5-year capitalization period (Item 13}

(15) Total expenditures funded with PECO and Local Millage

(16) Total expenditures (Item 15) divided by 10 to caleulate the average annual expenditures

(17) Average annual expenditures (Item 16) divided by the average enrollment (Item 5}

(18) Present value of revenue credit per student (Item 17} at 2.5% interest rate (Item 7) over a 25-year capitalization period (Item 8)

(19) Sum of the present value of capital improvement revenue credit per student (PECO and Millage) (Item 18) and the present value of capital
improvement revenue credit per student from sales tax through 2017 (Item 14),
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Debt Service Credit per Student

The District has been using COPs to pay for a portion of the capacity expansion projects.
Given that there is still an outstanding debt service on to these issues; a credit is calculated
for future debt service payments related to capacity expansion projects.

As discussed previously, the portion of payments funded with impact fee revenues was
accounted for by reducing the available capacity. A revenue credit is calculated for the
remaining portion of each outstanding issue used to fund capacity expansion projects. A
review of historical payments suggests that debt service payments were funded primarily
with capital millage revenues.

The remaining payments that will be funded with non-impact fee revenues were brought
back to present value, based on the remaining number of years and annual interest rate of
each respective issue. Because the payments were funded with capital millage revenues, an
adjustment factor was applied to account for the fact that new homes tend to pay higher
property taxes per dwelling unit. This adjustment factor was estimated based on a
comparison of the average taxable value of homes built over the past five years to that of all
homes. As presented in Table 7, the debt service credit is $1,987 per student.
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Table 7

Debt Service Credit per Student
Number of

Remaining  PresentValue of  Average Debt Service

e Years of g :
Description Lo Payments Due Remaining Annual Credit per
Remaining Lo ) @ 5)
) | for Expansion Payments! Enroliment”?  Student!
! Payments
Certificates of Participation _
COPS 20058 Issue 3 $14,888,250 $13,515,000 40,346 $335
COPS 2005C Issue 3 $6,373,483 $5,768,314 40,346 $143
COPS 2006A Issue 16 $7,416,426 $4,821,070 41,755 $115
COPS 2012A Issue 12 $5,909,473 $4,099,946 41,329 $99
COPS 2012B Issue 13 $13,493,125 $10,113,506 41,436 $244
COPS 2014ACP Issue 15 $15,657,387 $9,710,198 41,648 $233
Total Debt Service Credit per Student $1,169
Credit Adjustment Factor® 1.70
Adjusted Total Debt Service Credit per Student”’ $1,987

(1), (2) Source: Lake County School District.
(3) Present value of the total remaining payments for the debt service issues used to fund expansion

projects, based on the interest rate of each payment and the number of years of remaining payments.

(4) Source: Table 1, enroliment for school years 2020-21 and later are estimated based on the student
enrollment projections of 0.5% annual growth from 2015-16 through 2019-20.

(5) Present value of total remaining payments (Item 3) divided by the average annual enrollment over the
life of the remaining payments (ltem 4)

(6) Adjustment factor to reflect higher ad valorem taxes paid by new homes

(7) Debt service credit per student multiplied by the credit adjustment factor (Item 6)
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Net Impact Cost per Student

The net impact fee per student is the difference between the cost component and the
credit component. Table 8 summarizes the three-step process used to calculate the net
impact cost per student for public schools in Lake County by residential land use for each
fee schedule option.

First, the total impact cost per student is determined, which is the sum of the weighted
average facility impact cost per student from Table 4 and the transportation and ancillary
facility cost components per student from Table 5. As previously mentioned, the
transportation and ancillary cost components are calculated on a per-student basis and do
not differ by type of school or by type of residential land use.

Second, the total revenue credit per student is determined under the two scenarios for the
sales tax. This is the sum of the capital improvement revenue credit per student and the debt
service payments credit per student presented in Tables 6 and Table 7.

Third, the net impact cost per student is determined, which is the difference between the
total impact cost per student and total revenue credit per student. As presented, net impact
cost per student is very similar under both scenarios.
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Table 8
Net Impact Cost per Student
Per Student

With Sales Tax Without Sales Tax

Impact Cost/ Credit Element

Impact Cost
Facility Impact Cost™" $29,252
Transportation Impact Cost®? $1,063
Ancillary Facility Cost™ $1,029
Total Impact Cost per Student'”! $31,344
Revenue Credit
Capital Improvement Credit® $930 $730
Debt Service Credit® $1,987 $1,987
Total Revenue Credit per Student” $2,917 $2,717
Net Impact Cost
Net Impact Cost per Student® | $23,427| $28,627

(1) Source: Table 4

(2) Source: Table5

(3) Source: Table 5

(4) Sum of the total facility impact cost per student (ltem 1), transportation service
cost per student (Item 2), and ancillary facility cost per student (Item 3)

(5) Source: Tahle 6

(6) Source: Table 7

(7) Sum of the capital improvement revenue credit per student (Item 5) and the debt
service credit per student (ltem 6)

{8) The net impact cost per student is the total impact cost per student (Iltem 4) less
the total revenue credit per student (Item 7)
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Student Generation Rates

The number of students living in a household typically varies depending on the type of
residential housing. Therefore, educational facilities impact fees are typically assessed based
on the specific student generation rates for different types of residential land uses.

This impact fee study employs a methodology using Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to
develop the student generation rate for Lake County, which was also used during the previous
impact fee calculations for LCS. Specifically, GIS was used to link student addresses to parcels
in the Lake County Property Appraiser’'s database in order to generate the number of
students per unit by school type and land use based on the latest tax roll. This process is
described in more detail in the following sections.

Determination of Total Housing Units by Type of Land Use

The Property Appraiser’s database is used to identify the number of housing units for student
generation rate calculations for the single family, multi-family, and mobile home land uses.
At this time, Lake County charges mobile homes on a single lot and in a mobile home park
the same fee. The generation rates are calculated separately for these two types of mobile
homes to review the variation for the School District’s and County’s consideration. For all
land uses, the total number of countywide units for the 2015 tax year were extracted from
the parcel database based on the appropriate use code. In addition, units associated with
age restricted housing are provided by the Lake County Development Processing Section of
Lake County Growth Management Department.

Determination of Students by School Type and Land Use Code

The determination of the number of students per land use by type of school (e.g., elementary,
middle, and high school) for traditional schools was completed using the following process.

First, LCS provided a GIS shapefile containing geocoded student addresses. Then, the student
addresses were linked to its respective parcel in the Property Appraiser database using
address point data.

The student generation rates used as the demand component for the impact fee only includes
those students for which the impact fee is based, or students attending those schools listed
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in Appendix A, Table A-1. Therefore, the school code associated with each student record
was used to exclude students attending schools or other facilities not included in the impact

fee inventory.

As previously mentioned, once the GIS shapefile with the geocoded student addresses was
provided, the second step in the analysis was to link each student address to data from the
parcel database. This allows for determining which type of land use is assigned to a given
parcel (or address) where a student lives. This was accomplished by spatially joining the
student address to the respective parcel in the database using GIS.

Approximately 96 percent of the students that reside in Lake County were successfully linked
to a parcel. Of those, a portion of the addresses indicated a non-residential or vacant
property, land uses that are not included in the impact fee schedule. Student records that
were not linked to a parcel or those with a vacant residential land use designation were

redistributed among all three residential land uses.

The results of this analysis are presented in Table 9, which includes the student generation
rates calculated for each of the three land uses, based on the methodology described above.

Table 9
Student Generation Rates
Total

 Numberof Students :

Residential Land Use | Housing o) L)
| United Students per Unit
Traditional Schools
Single Family 76,230 25,016 0.328
Multi-Family 18,107 5,128 0.283
Mobile Home/MHP: 31,660 6,534 0.206
Mobile Home 16,896 4,102 0.243
Mobile Home Parks 14,764 2,432 0.165
Total/Weighted Average 125,997 36,678 0.291

(1) Source: Lake County Property Appraiser

(2) Source: Lake County Schools

(3) Number of Students (Item 2) divided by the number of units (Item 1) for
each residential type
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Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule

To determine the calculated school impact fee for each residential land use under each fee
schedule scenario, the net impact cost per student is multiplied by the student generation
rate. The resulting net impact fees are presented in Table 10. The table also presents a
comparison to the current impact fee levels, which were adopted at 75 percent of the
maximum calculated rates. This comparison indicates an increase of approximately 22
percent for single family homes, 75 percent for multi-family homes, and 132 percent for
mobile homes.

Table 10
Calculated School Impact Fee Schedule

With Sales Tax Without Sales Tax
Students  NetImpact Current Net impact Current

land Use Total Impact Percent

Adopted 5
Feel® Change

Total Impact

Feel Adopted Cost per

Feel! Student™

per Unit!" Cost per
Student”

fee®

Traditional Schools

Single Family du 0.328 528,427 $9,E| $7,719) 21% $28,627 $9,390 $7,719] 22%
Multi-Family du 0.283 $28,427 sa,m5| $4,636) 74% $28,627 $8,101 $4,636) 75%
Mobile Home/MHP: | du 0.206 $28,427| $5,856] $2,537| 131% $28,627| $5,897 $2,537 132%
Mobile Home du 0.243 528,427 56,908 82537 172% 528,627 56,956 52,537 174%
Mobile Home Parks | du 0.165 528,427 | 54,690 52,537 85% $28627| $4,723 52,537 86%

(1) Source: Table 9

(2) Source: Table 8

(3) Students per unit (Iltem 1) multiplied by the net impact cost per student (item 2)

(4) Source: Lake County Economic Growth Department

(5) Percent change from the current adopted fee (Item 4) to the total impact fee (ltem 3)
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School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison

As part of the work effort in updating Lake County’s educational facilities
impact fee program, a comparison of the calculated single family school
impact fee for Lake County to the single family school impact fees adopted
by other counties throughout Florida has been prepared. Table 11
presents this comparison. For those where information was available, the
impact fee adoption percentage and the full rate are also shown.

Approximately
one-third of
Florida counties
implemented a
school impact
fee.
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Table 11
School Impact Fee Schedule Comparison

Date of Last

Adopted Single Single Family

] ;Adopticn % Family Fee® Fee @ 100%""
Citrus County* 2015 50% $1,261 52,522
Palm Beach County® 2015 N/A 51,866 $15,305
Sarasota County®* 2015 N/A $2,032 $7,835
Highlands County* 2006 50% $2,901 $5,801
Volusia County 2013 67% $3,000 54,483
Flagler County 2004 76% $3,600 $4,756
Hillsborough County 2004 100% $4,000 $4,000
Marion County 2006 55% 54,068 $7,375
Polk County 2015 42% 54,403 $10,483
Brevard County® 2015 N/A $4,445 $10,193
Lee County 2015 100% $4,540 $4,540
Pasco County 2005 100% 54,876 $4,313
Seminole County 2007 99% $5,000 $5,068
Collier County®™ 2015 N/A $5,378 $11,164
Martin County 2006 100% $5,567 $4,555
St. Lucie County 2003 100% 56,188 §5,447
St. Johns County 2011 100% $6,242 $5,772
Manatee County* 2006 100% $6,350 5,886
Orange County 2011 100% $6,525 $6,525
Clay County 2009 77% $7,034 $9,096
Hernando County* 2013 100% $7,103 $7,103
Lake County Current Adopted 2011 75% $7,719 $10,292
Broward County 2007 75% §7,351 $9,755
Osceola County 2014 100% $10,187 $10,187
Lake County Calculated 2015 100% N/A $9,225

(1) * County fees are currently suspended

(2) Represents percent assessed compared to the full calculated fee. The difference indicates adjustments due
to policy decisions or indexing.

(3) Source: County Impact Fee Schedules. Fees presented are for a 3-bedroom or a 2,000-square foot single
family home.

(4) Represents maximum calculated rate at the time of technical study, reflecting any indexing applied by each
jurisdiction, if applicable. }

(5) Rates shown under Single Family Impact Fee at 100% (Item 4) reflect most recent on-going technical study
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Appendix A - School District Inventory

Schools

Table A-1

' Year Acquired

Grade

Lake County School District Existing School Inventory

FISH Permanent Permanent Student :Permanentsmdent

Net Square Footage

Stations

Capacity

Elementary Schools
1 Astatula Elementary 1998 PK-5 106,231 701 701
2 Beverly Shores Elementary 1955 PK-5 107,576 641 641
3 Clermont Elementary 1937 PK-5 79,601 547 547
4 Cypress Ridge Elementary 1914 PK-5 47,909 258 258
5 Eustis Elementary 1927/2010 PK-5 60,828 475 475
6 Eustis Heights Elementary 1954 PK-5 88,995 740 740
7 Fruitland Park Elementary 1862 PK-5 92,602 652 652
8 Grassy Lake Elementary 2005 PK-5 119,605 940 940
9 Groveland Elementary 1560 PK-5 119,136 795 795
10 Leesburg Elementary 1961 PK-5 117,761 741 741
11 Lost Lake Elementary 1898 PK-5 129,097 931 931
12 Mascotte Elementary Conversion Charter 2006 PK-5 120,382 940 940
13 Minneola Elementary Conversion Charter 1964 PK-5 128,818 1,118 1,118
14 Pine Ridge Elementary 2002 PK-5 127,668 878 878
15 Rimes Early Learning Center 1960 PK-2 52,084 322 322
16 Round Lake Elementary Conversion Charter 1997 PK-5 113,662 675 675
17 Sawgrass Bay Elementary 2005 PK-5 129,261 1,136 1,136
18 Seminole Springs Elementary 1988 PK-5 105,290 561 561
19 Sorrento Elementary 2009 PK-5 125,430 936 936
20 Spring Creek Elementary Conversion Charter 1992 PK-8 99,245 649 649
21 Tavares Elementary 1972 PK-5 123,399 781 781
2 Treadway Elementary 1962 PK-5 121,335 666 666
23 Triangle Elementary 1972 PK-5 122,856 796 796
24 Umatilla Elementary 1998 PK-5 114,686 649 649
25 Villages Elementary 1998 PK-5 108,727 723 723
Subtotal - Elementary Schools &562,!84 18,251 18,251
Middle Schools o
1 Carver Middle 1952 6-8 191,268 1,255 1,130
2 Cecil E. Gray Middle 1923/1955 6-8 216,144 1,598 1,438
3 Clermont Middle 1950 6-8 131,809 810| 729
4 East Ridge Middle 2004 6-8 198,813 1,414 1,273
5 Eustis Middle 1993 6-8 171,826 1,286 1,157
6 Mount Dora Middle 1953 6-8 155,645 1,084 976/
7 Oak Park Middle 1961 6-8 84,745 687, 618
8 Tavares Middle 1990 6-8 164,535 1,286 1,157
9 Umatilla Middle 1977 6-8 99,504 795 716
10 Windy Hill Middle 1998 6-8 167,653 1,022 920
Subtotal - Middle Schools 1,581,942 11,237 10,114
HighSchools =~
1 East Ridge High 2000 9-12 316,479 2,230] 2,119
2 Eustis High 1922/1941/1967 9-12 255,321 1,535 1,458
3 Lake Minneola High 2007/2009 9-12 293,102 1,932 1,835
4 Leesburg High 1927/1951 9-12 322,127 2,087 1,983
5 Mount Dora High 1919/1960 9-12 243,738 1,326 1,260
6 South Lake High 1955/1991 9-12 364,150 2,027 1,926
7 Tavares High 1916/1994 9-12 197,298 1,544 1,467
8 Umatilla High 1956 9-12 1?9,900' 918| 872
Subtotal - High Schools 2,172,115 13,599 12,920
| Grand Total - All Schools | 6,416,241] 43,087 41,285
Source: Lake County Schools
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Appendix B - Building and Land Cost Analysis

This Appendix provides additional information on the methods used to estimate building and
land values for the Lake County educational facilities impact fee.

Building Construction Costs

To determine the administration, architect/site improvement, construction, and FF&E costs
associated with building a new school in Lake County, the following information was
evaluated:

e Recently built schools in Lake County;

e Cost estimates included in the 10-Year Plan and Educational Plant Survey;
e Insurance values of the existing schools;

e School cost information for over 100 schools in other Florida counties; and
e Discussions with representatives from Lake County Schools.

The following paragraphs provide further detail on this research and analysis.

Construction Cost

Over the past several years, Lake County Schools built Sorrento Elementary and Lake
Minneola High School. The construction cost associated with these schools ranged from $160
per net square foot to $170 per net square foot.

The insurance values of the existing schools average approximately $145 per net square foot
for buildings only and $167 per square foot for buildings and contents. Itisimportant to note
insurance values do not include the full cost of constructing a school since certain
components of a building, such as the foundation, are excluded from these values. As such,
insurance values are considered to be a conservative estimate.

The District’s 10-Year Plan and Educational Plant Survey include several elementary and
middle school projects. The estimated cost associated with these expansions ranges from
$150 per net square foot to $160 per net square foot. However, LCS indicated that these are
conservative estimates and they expect the actual cost to be higher than these figures.
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Finally, Table B-2 provides a summary of data obtained from the Florida Department of
Education for schools built in 2011 through 2013. As shown, the construction cost is ranging
from $115 per net square foot to $255 per net square foot.

Table B-1 provides a summary of this information. Given this data and information, average
construction costs of $155 per net square foot for elementary schools, $160 per net square
foot for middle schools, and $165 per net square foot for high schools are used in this study,
which are found to be reasonable, if not conservative, estimates for impact fee calculation
purposes and reflect the local cost factors of Lake County schools.

Table B-1

Construction Cost Analysis — Lake County
Net Permanent

Constrution

| Year Built'"

Facility Name®? ‘Construction Cost® .
| i T squareFeet”  CostperNSF®
New School Construction:
2010 Sorrento Elementary $15,407,494 90,785 $170
2009—2011 Lake Mlnneola ngh School $46 988 193 , 294 664 - 5159
10-Year PIan/EducatmnaI Plant Survey Estlmates for New Elementary & Mlddle Schools(ﬁl | $150 5160

Insurance Values of Existing School Buildings:"! Qidgs anly : ntent
- Elementary Schools $138 $159
- Middle Schools $145 $166
- High Schools $154 $177
- AII Trad|t|onal Schools $145 5167

Constructmn Cost Range Obtamed from Other Florlda Junsdlctlons( ) l 5115 5255

Estlmates Used in the Study
- Elementary Schools $155
- Middle Schools $160
- High Schools $165

(1), (2), (3), (4) Source: Lake County Schools

(5) Construction cost divided by net permanent square feet

(6) Source: Lake County Schools

(7) Source: Lake County Schools

(8) Source: Florida Department of Education (see Table B-2)

Tindale Oliver Lake County

July 2015

B-2

School Impact Fee Study



Table B-2
Construction Cost analysis — Other Florida Jurisdictions

: Construction SonEcd
| Year Built County Facility Name/Type e Total Cost Net Sq. Ft. Cost per
Net SF
Elementary Schools
2011 Charlotte Meadow Park Elementary $12,696,116 518,415,280 89,652, $142
2011 Duval Waterleaf Elementary $14,882,021 524,786,442 82,062 $181
2011 Escambia Global Learning Academy $17,019,155 $24,108,501 120,015 $142
2011 Osceola Highlands Elementary 514,534,309 $18,145,244 106,918 $136
2011 Pasco Connerton Elementary "R" $11,598,590| $19,102,688 84,972 5135|
2012 Alachua Meadowbrook Elementary $12,388,973 $19,444,444 97,000 $128|
2012 Indian River Vero Beach Elementary $17,243,103 $21,533,893 110,495 $156
2012 Lee Tortuga Preserve 516,021,554, 523,456,732 129,936 $123
2012 Orange SunRidge Elementary $10,031,097| $14,162,606, 66,645/ $151
2012 St. Johns Palencia Elementary 512,677,682, $15,290,832 102,314 $124)
2012 Volusia Citrus Grove Elementary $13,854,183, $19,661,608 98,842 $140)
2013 Marion Legacy Elementary $14,047,310 $18,245,314 104,324 $135
2013 Orange Sun Blaze Elementary $10,268,207, $12,707,954, 64,410, 5159
2013 Orange Hackney Prairies Road Area Elementary $11,261,094] $14,797,447, 75,189, $150|
2013 Palm Beach Galaxy Elementary $19,780,288 $28,938,866 85,571 5231
2013 Palm Beach Gove Elementary $23 540,256 $35,753,685 116,174 $203
Total/Weighted Average -- Elementary Schools 5231,844,938| 5328,551,536 1,534,519 $151
Middle Schools
2011 Dade North Dade Middle $18,921,534 521,215,883| 94,660 $200
2011 Orange Lake Nona Middle $16,923,455) 523,466,083| 149,897 $113
2011 Polk Boone Middle $17,900,963| 520,312,468 69,921 $256
2011 Walton Emerald Coast Middle $15,918,884, $25,134,830 126,770 $126
2012 Collier Bethune Education Center $5,538,155 $7,813,329 34,851 $159)
2012 Dade North Dade Middle and North Dade Center for Modern Languages 418,921,534 $21,216,883 94,660 $200
2012 Lee Hams Marsh Middle $23,750,925 $30,653,842 164,662 $144
2012 Orange Sunridge Middle $23,617,116 $30,375,846/ 152,436 $155,
2013 Monroe Horace O'Bryant $30,596,297 $38,366,941 196,598 5156
Total/Weighted Average -- Middle Schools $172,088,863| 5218,557,105 1,084,455 5159
Highsthools
2011 Broward Lanier James Education Center $8,889,147 $12,412,686) 42,608 $209
2011 Calhoun Blountstown High $19,407,910 $25,135,928 100,366 $193
2011 Charlotte Charlotte High $61,755,842 $52,390,747, 258,700 $239
2011 Dade International Studies SHS $7,192,325 $21,846,054| 35,137, $205
2011 Dade Medical Academy or Science and Technology $9,303,705 $18,811,197, 78,845 5118
2011 Okeechobee Okeechobee Achievement Academy $5,499,975 $6,696,931 43,024 5128
2011 Polk Auburndale Senior $19,522,053 524,482,933 101,466 $192]
2011 Polk Davenport School of the Arts $29,136,512 $32,548,129 157,446 $185
2011 Polk Kathleen Senior $24,323,662 $27,493,666 112,017] $217
2011 Polk Winter Haven Senior $26,374,234 $29,588,106, 140,940 5187
2012 Dade International Studies SHS $7,192,325 521,846,054 35,137 $205)
2012 Dade Medical Academy or Science and Technology $9,303,705 $18,811,197 78,845 $118
2012 Orange Evans High $55,507,691 $81,091,877, 289,061 5192
2012 St. Lucie Lincoln Park Academy $10,928,736| $24,423,402 93,703 5117
2013 Lake Lake Minneola High 546,974,201 $57,354,621 294,664 5159
2013 Martin Martin County High $7,623,316 $9,854,403 63,601 $120]
Total/Weighted Average -- High Schools 5$348,935,339| 5504,787,931 1,925,560 $181
Total/Weighted Average -- High Schools (excluding Lake County Schools) 5$301,961,138|  $447,433,310 1,630,896 $185
Total/Weighted Average (All Schools) _ $752,869,140| $1,051,89,572] 4,544,534 $166,
Total/Weighted Average (All Schools, excluding Lake County Schaols) $658,920,738]  $937,187,330] 3,955,206 $167

Source: Florida Department of Education
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Architectural, Design, Site Preparation, Furniture, Fixture and Equipment Costs

The architectural, design, site preparation (including on-site improvement and traffic control
costs), and FF&E costs (including technology) are calculated based on the ratio of these costs
to the construction costs observed in Lake County and other jurisdictions. These figures were
also discussed with the District representatives and are estimated at 7 percent of
construction cost for facility planning, which includes 6 percent for architectural/ design and
1 percent for site preparation costs. In addition, the estimate for FF&E is 12 percent of the
construction cost. Tables B-3 and B-4 summarize the data obtained from Lake County and

other jurisdictions.

Table B-3
Architectural/Civil Design and FF&E Cost Analysis

Lake County and Other Florida Jurisdictions

Ratio of Architect ) of F
&EngFeesto FFRE Canstruction

Construction Cost . Cost

Construction Architect & Eng
Cost Fees

Facility Name

Okaloosa Elem |Riverside Elementary School $11,716,323| $1,448,365 12%|  $3,066,309 26%

2009 [Bay Elem |Deer Point Elementary $16,646,867 $1,046,428 6%| 51,106,071 %
2009 |Broward Elem |Discovery Elementary (K-6) $24,813,884| 51,017,051 4%|  $2,729,823 11%,
2009 |Broward Elem |Heron Heights Elementary $25,377,383] $1,101,087 4% 52,821,297 11%
2009 |Charlotte Elem |East Elementary $14,128,364 41,189,449 8% $750,180 5%
2009 |Collier Elem |Eden Park Elementary (K-6) $15,625,793] $743,765 4%|  $2,824,488] 14%
2009 |Collier Elem |Mike Davis Elementary $18,747,061 $830,774 4%| 52,390,841 13%
2009 |Duval Elem |Bartram Springs Elementary $16,349,939) $942,474 6% 51,752,167 11%
2009 |Hillsborough Elem |Bailey Elementary $7,308,787 $554,962 8% 51,475,000 20%
2009 |Hillsborough Elem |Stowers Elementary $10,360,379] $596,594 6%| 51,475,000 14%
2009 |Lee Elem |Heights Elementary School $20,794,081 $464,500 2%| $1,635,759 8%)
2009 |Lee Elem |Lehigh Elementary School $15,702,253 $641,950 4% $856,087 5%)
2009 |Manatee Elem |G.D.Rogers Garden Elementary $12,223,480 $1,048,384] 9 $788,800 6%
2009 |[Martin Elem |Citrus Grove Elementary $21,130,325 $1,067,331] 5%| 51,280,297 6%)
2009 |Orange Elem |Keene's Crossing Elementary School $12,452,304] $515,371 4%| 51,196,557 10%,
2009 |Osceola Elem |KOA Elementary School {Elem L) $12,610,702| $621,750 5%| $1,787,818] 14%
2009 |Osceola Elem |Narcoossee Elementary (ES M) $14,770,196, $611,435 4%|  $1,800,412] 12%
2009 |Palm Beach Elem |C.O.Taylor/Kirklane Elementary $35,663,420 $1,864,969 5%|  $1,013,080 3%
2009 |Palm Beach Elem |Hope-Centennial Elementary $25,030,950| $2,092,633 8% $868,294 3%
2009 |Polk Elem |Spessard Holland Elementary $15,642,049| $572,492 4% $1,508,553| 10%
2009 |Sarasota Elem |Atwater Elementary School $12,524,430| $1,802,665] 14% $651,817 5%
2009 |Volusia Elem |Champion Elementary $14,696,164 $725,513 5% $950,364 6%
2009 |Wakulla Elem |Riversink Elementary $15,363,460| $817,426 5% $967,599 6%
2009 |Washington Elem |Vernon Elementary School $6,259,105) $492,392 8% $267,742 4%
2009 |Brevard High |Satellite High School $4,736,903] $225,000 5% $358,000 8%
2009 |Brevard High |Heritage High School $57,088,946 $2,328,708| 4%|  $5,470,874) 10%%,
2009 |Hillsborough High |Steinbrenner High School 538,437,165 $1,588,553] 4% $4,945,000) 13%
2009 |Hillsborough High |Strawberry Crest High School $43,204,430) $3,051,138] 7% 54,945,000 11%
2009 |Orange High |East River High School $58,970,282| $1,860,628] 3%, $5,304,005 9%
2009 |Orange High |Lake Nona High School $60,857,702) 31,721,299 3%|  $5,217,696 9%
2009 |Sarasota High |Suncoast Polytechnical High School $11,730,040| $1,030,408| 9%|  $2,160,265 18%
2009 |Walton High |Walton Senior High $35,764,000| $1,992,342] 6%| $645,000 2%
2009 |Okaloosa Middle |Shoal River Middle School $12,779,256| 51,297,594/ 10% $3,229,108| 25%
2009  |Duval Middle |Westview K-8 $29,119,287 $2,600,719 9%, $3,013,790| 10%
2009 |Hernando Middle |Explorer K-8 541,212,410 $1,748,584] 4%|  $3,220,587| 8%
2009 |Hillsborough Middle |Barrington Middle School $16,315,050) $961,428) 6%|  $2,259,000 14%
2009 |Indian River Middle |Storm Grove Middle School $34,106,673 $2,205,007, 6% $4,191,001 12%
2009 |Lake Middle |East Ridge Middle School $27,281,965 $1,283,420 5%|  $2,491,107, 9%,
2009 |Osceola Middle |Westside K-8 School $23,051,370 $1,363,350| 6%| $2,686,144 12%
2009 |Sarasota Middle |Woodland Middle School $31,412,195 $3,004,145, 10% $2,077,048 T%
2009 |St.Johns Middle |Liberty Pines Academy (K-8) $25,277,687 $971,288 4% 51,197,445 5%
2010 |Broward Elem |Norcrest Elementary $22,286,245 $885,319) 4%|  $1,257,845] 6%,
Tindale Oliver Lake County

July 2015 B-4 School Impact Fee Study



Table B-3 (Continued)
Architectural/Civil Design and FF&E Cost Analysis
Lake County and Other Florida Jurisdictions

Ratio of Architect Ratio of FF&E to
Facility Name Cunsécr:tulon | Atdll::e::s& Eng | & EngFeesto FF&E Construction
Construction Cost Cost

2010 |Collier Elem |Palmetto Elementary $20,224,743| $889,743] 4%| 52,671,470 13%.
2010 [Lake Elem |Sorrento Elemenatry $15,842,160) $668,339| 4%  $1,896,206) 12%)
2010 |Orange Elem |Old Cheney/North Forsyth Elementary 512,096,899 5783,583| 6% $987,926 8%
2010 |Osceola Elem |East Lake Elementary $11,747,305 $537,930| 5%|  $1,885,002] 16%
2010 |Palm Beach Elem |EvergladesElementary $15,940,134| $1,863,296| 12% $1,075,126| 7%
2010 |PalmBeach Elem |Northboro Elementary $24,168,146| $1,990,621 8% $780,037 3%
2010 |PalmBeach Elem |Plumosa Elementary $21,038,789| $2,075,316| 10% $715,049 3%
2010 |Seminole Elem |New Midway Elementary $12,297,322| $810,700 T%|  $1,133,007| %%
2010 |Clay High |Oakleaf High 450,819,745 $2,562,240) 5%| 3,064,772 6%
2010 |Duval High |Atlantic Coast High $50,466,294) 5,220,136 10% $5,048,820| 10%
2010 |Hernando High |Weeki Watchee High $33,006,787| $1,939,097 6%| 34,719,813 14%
2010 |Sarasota High |Riverview High $78,561,000| 45,999,998 8%| $4,377,535 6%
2010 |Collier High |Lorenzo Walker Institute of Technology High $9,843,413 $795,386 8%|  $1,312,405 13%
2010 |Orange High |Apopka HS Replacement $70,267,621f $2,112,349| 3% $4,733,044) 7%
2010 |Palm Beach High |Palm Beach Gardens Community High $75,097,581 $3,829,735| 5%|  $3,330,581 4%
2010 |Palm Beach High |Suncoast High $59,972,270] 43,938,916 7%, $2,280,000, 4%
2010 |Volusia High |University High $72,990,143| $3,092,214 4%|  $6,096,162 8%
2011 |[Charlotte Elem |Meadow Park Elementary $12,696,116| $944,273 7% $674,842 5%
2011 |Duval Elem |Waterleaf Elementary $14,882,021/ $1,621,628 11%|  $1,899,236| 13%
2011 |Escambia Elem |Global Learning Academy $17,019,155 $1,682,415 10% $2,861,931] 17%
2011 |Osceola Elem |Highlands Elerentary $14,534,309] $666,978 5%|  $1,650,318 11%,
2011 |Pasco Elem [Connerton Elementary "R" $11,598,590| $858,671 7% $1,298,389)| 11%
2011 |Calhoun High [Blountstown High $19,407,910) $1,968,893 10% $894,719 5%
2011 |Charlotte High |Charlotte High 361,755,842 45,502,129 1% $2,676,408 4%
2011 |Broward High |LanierJames Education Center 58,889,147 $1,075,459) 12% $1,304,137| 15%
2011 |Dade High |International Studies SHS $7,192,325 5684,965 10% $757,496 11%.
2011 |Dade High |Medical Academy or Science and Technology $9,303,705| $762,932 8% $619,966 10%.
2011 |Okeechobee High |Okeechobee Achievement Academy $5,499,975 $453,761 8% $427,114 8%
2011 |Polk High |Auburndale Senior $19,522,053, $1,462,146| 7%|  $3,124,050 16%
2011 |Polk High |Davenport School of the Arts $29,136,512| $1,042,674 4%|  $2,330,971 8%
2011 |Polk High |Kathleen Senior $24,323,662) $875,084 4% $2,267,250| %%
2011 |Polk High |Winter Haven Senior 526,374,234, $853,483 3% $2,360,389) 23
2011 |Dade Middle [North Dade Middle $18,921,534| $867,500 5%, $1,122,762, 6%
2011 |Hernando Middle |Winding Waters K-8 $14,559,177| $880,709 6% $4,279,500| 29%
2011 |Orange Middle |Lake Nona Middle $16,923,455 $1,277,253 8%| 31,795,567 11%
2011 |Polk Middle |Boone Middle $17,900,963 $1,080,157 6%  $1,331,348] 7%
2011 |Walton Middle |Emerald Coast Middle 515,918,884, 51,709,639 11% $700,000 4%
2012 |Alachua Elem |Meadowbrook Elementary 512,388,973 $1,010,997 8%| $1,974,895 16%
2012 |Indian River Elem |Vero Beach Elementary $17,243,103 $1,476,006| 9% $1,342,512 8%
2012 |Lee Elem |TortugaPreserve $16,021,554| $214,042 1%|  $1,487,461] %%
2012 |Orange Elem |SunRidge Elementary $10,031,097| $580,395 &% $951,358 %%
2012 |St. Johns Elem |Palencia Elementary $12,677,682, $956,170 8%|  $1,500,000 12%
2012 |Volusia Elem |Citrus Grove Elementary 513,854,183 $1,008,768| 8%|  $1,555,729 11%
2012 |Collier Middle |Bethune Education Center $5,538,155| $561,233 10% $734,057 13%
2012 |Dade Middle |North Dade Middle $18,921,534| $867,900 5% $1,122,762] 6%
2012 |Lee Middle |Hams Marsh Middle $23,750,925) $721,076) 3% 51,814,273 8%
2012 |Orange Middle [SunRidge Middle $23,617,116| $1,137,608 5% $1,591,755) 7%
2012 |Dade High |International Studies SHS $7,192,325 $684,965 10% $757,496 11%,
2012 |Dade High |Medical Academy or Science and Technology $9,303,705 $762,932 8% $918,966 10%
2012 |Orange High |EvansHigh 455,507,691, $3,568,884 6% $3,743,130| 7%
2012 |St. Lucie High |Lincoln Park Academy $10,928,736| $1,623,543 15%|  $3,246,193 30%
2013 |Marion Elem |Legacy Elementary $14,047,310 $675,267 5%|  $1,680,825 12%
2013 |Orange Elem |Sun Blaze Elementary $10, 269,207, $587,445 6% $1,035,369 10%
2013 |Orange Elem |Hackney Prairies Road Area Elementary $11,261,094 $890,931 8%| 51,057,127 9%
2013 |PalmBeach Elem |Galaxy Elementary $19,780,288, $1,804,129 9% $1,586,590 8%
2013 |Palm Beach Elem |Gove Elementary 523,540,256 52,005,390 K| $2,027,670 9%
2013  |Monroe Middle |Horace O'Bryant 530,596,297, $3,221,414 11% $1,320,362, 4%
2013  |Lake High |Lake Minneola High $46,974,201] $3,030,934| 6%| $6,483,383 14%
2013 |Martin High |Martin County High $7,623,316| $1,274,200) 17% 3419,893' 6%
Total/Weighted Average $2,375,377,974 $148,06,865] ew| s209869423] 9%
Total /Weighted Average {Lake County Schools ONLY) $90,098,326] $4,982,693 6% $10,870,696| 12%,
Total /Weighted Average [Excluding Lake County Schools) $2,285,279,648 5143,082,172| 6% $198,998,727| %

Source: Florida Department of Education
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District

Table B-4

Site Development Cost Analysis

Facility Name

Lake County and Other Florida Jurisdictions

| Construction |

Cost

Improv/Devel

* Ratio of Site
Development to
| Construction Cost |

Site

2009 |Okaloosa Elem |Riverside Elementary School $11,716,323 52,148,260 18%
2009 |Bay Elem |Deer Point Elementary $16,646,867, $1,711,350 10%
2009 |Broward Elem |Discovery Elementary (K-6) $24,813,884 $3,397 0%
2009 |Charlotte Elem |EastElementary $14,128,364 $1,389,286) 10%
2009 |Collier Elem |Eden Park Elementary (K-6) $19,625,793 52,083,000 11%
2009 |Collier Elem |Mike Davis Elementary 518,747,061 $1,722,320 9%
2009 |Duval Elem |Bartram Springs Elementary 516,349,939 51,427,211 9%
2009 |Hillsborough Elem |Bailey Elementary $7,308,787 $753,646 10%
2009 |Hillsborough Elem |Stowers Elementary $10,360,379 $941,642 9%
2009 |Lee Elem |Heights Elementary School 520,794,081 $220,848 1%
2009 |lee Elem |Lehigh Elementary School $15,702,253 $679,758 4%
2009 |Manatee Elem |G.D.Rogers Garden Elementary $12,223,480 $969,092 8%
2009 |Martin Elem |Citrus Grove Elementary 521,130,325 $722,012 3%
2009 |Orange Elem |Keene's Crossing Elementary School $12,452,304 $1,487,617 12%
2009 |Osceola Elem |KOAElementary School (Elem L) $12,610,702 $1,874,555 15%
2009 |Osceola Elem |Narcoossee Elementary (ES M) $14,770,196 $631,727 4%
2009 |Palm Beach Elem |C.O. Taylor/Kirklane Elementary $35,663,420 43,628,916 10%
2009 |Palm Beach Elem |Hope-Centennial Elementary $25,030,950 $2,733,790 11%
2009 |Sarasota Elem |Atwater Elementary School $12,524,430 54,737,875 38%
2009 |Volusia Elem |Champion Elementary $14,696,164 $1,615,729 11%
2009 |wakulla Elem |Riversink Elementary $15,363,460) $1,300,000 8%
2009 |Washington Elem |Vernon Elementary School 56,259,105 $450,421 7%
2009 |Brevard High |Satellite High School 54,736,903 $307,888 6%
2009 |Brevard High |Heritage High School $57,088,946 $9,834,384 17%
2009 |Hillsborough High |Steinbrenner High School $38,437,165| $4,391,015 11%
2009 |Hillshborough High |Strawberry Crest High School $43,204,430 $3,443,506 8%
2009 |Orange High |East River High School $58,970,282 $10,333,793 18%
2009 |Orange High |Lake NonaHigh School $60,857,702 $7,186,702 12%
2009 |Sarasota High |Suncoast Polytechnical High School $11,730,040 $1,463,101, 12%
2009 |walton High |Walton Senior High $35,764,000 $50,000 0%
2009 |Okaloosa Middle |Shoal River Middle School $12,779,256 $2,170,119 17%
2009 |Duval Middle |Westview K-8 $29,119,287| $1,708,817 6%
2009 |Hernando Middle |Explorer K-8 $41,212,410 $1,200,000 3%
2009 |Hillsborough | Middle |Barrington Middle School $16,315,050 51,368,167 8%
2009 [Indian River Middle |Storm Grove Middle School 534,106,673 $6,629,160 19%
2009 |Lake Middle |EastRidge Middle School $27,281,965 $599,565 2%
2009 |Osceola Middle |Westside K-8 School $23,051,370) $2,162,558 9%
2009 |Sarasota Middle |Woodland Middle School $31,412,195 $6,909,752 22%
2010 |Broward Elem |Norcrest Elementary $22,286,245 $37,949 0%
2010 |Collier Elem |Palmetto Elementary $20,224,743 $2,440,985 12%
2010 |Lake Elem [Sorrento Elemenatry 515,842,160 548,712 0%)
2010 |Orange Elem |Old Cheney/North Forsyth Elementary $12,096,899 $1,815,172 15%
2010 |[Osceola Elem |EastLake Elementary $11,747,305 $1,255,467 11%
2010 |Palm Beach Elem |Everglades Elementary $15,940,134 $2,286,725 14%.
2010 |Palm Beach Elem |Northboro Elementary $24,168,146 $1,482,606| 6%
2010 |Palm Beach Elem |Plumosa Elementary $21,038,789 $1,967,540 9%,
2010 |Clay High |Oakleaf High $50,819,745 $274,000 1%
2010 |Duval High |Atlantic Coast High $50,466,294 $7,648,460 15%
2010 |Sarasota High |Riverview High $78,561,000 $14,665,000| 19%
2010 |Collier High |Lorenzo Walker Institute of Technology High $9,843,413 $287,278 3%
2010 |Orange High |Apopka HS Replacement $70,267,621 $9,439,283 13%
2010 |Palm Beach High |Palm Beach Gardens Community High $75,097,581 510,693,532 14%
2010 |Palm Beach High |Suncoast High $59,972,270 $9,785,603 16%
2010 |Volusia High [University High $72,990,143 $12,232,947 17%
2011 |[Charlotte Elem |Meadow Park Elementary $12,696,116) $1,802,689 14%
2011 |Duval Elem |Waterleaf Elementary $14,882,021 $1,361,500 9%
2011 |Escambia Elem |Global Learning Academy $17,019,155 $200,000 1%
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Table B-5 (Continued)
Site Development Cost Analysis

District Facility Name

Lake County and Other Florida Jurisdictions

Construction
Cost

Site
Improv/Devel

Construction Cost

Ratio of Site
Development to

2011 |Osceola Elem [Highlands Elementary $14,534,309 $1,293,639, 9%
2011 |Pasco Elem |Connerton Elementary "R" $11,598,590 $2,313,586 20%
2011 (Calhoun High |Blountstown High $19,407,910 $1,362,604 7%
2011 |Charlotte High |Charlotte High $61,755,842 $7,904,370 13%
2011 |Broward High |Lanier James Education Center $8,889,147 $918,943 10%
2011 |Okeechobee High |Okeechobee Achievement Academy $5,499,975 $1,300 0%
2011 |Walton Middle |Emerald Coast Middle $15,918,884 $1,717,116 11%
2012 |Alachua Elem |Meadowbrook Elementary $12,388,973 586,278 1%
2012 |Indian River Elem |Vero Beach Elementary $17,243,103 $1,196,000 7%
2012 |lLee Elem |TortugaPreserve $16,021,554 $1,367,613, 9%
2012 |Orange Elem |SunRidge Elementary $10,031,097 $1,296,632 13%
2012 |St.Johns Elem [Palencia Elementary 512,677,682 $0 0%
2012 |Volusia Elem |Citrus Grove Elementary $13,854,183 $415,026 3%
2012 |Collier Middle [Bethune Education Center 55,538,155 $479,652 9%
2012 |Dade Middle [North Dade Middle $18,921,534 S0, 0%
2012 |Lee Middle [Hams Marsh Middle $23,750,925 $2,100,258, 9%
2012 |Orange Middle [SunRidge Middle $23,617,116 $1,051,252] 4%
2012 |Dade High |International Studies SHS $7,192,325 50, 0%
2012 |Dade High |Medical Academy or Science and Technology $9,303,705 50 0%
2012 |Orange High |Evans High $55,507,691 $2,151,931 4%
2012 |St. Lucie High |Lincoln Park Academy 510,928,736 $7,901,452 72%
2013  |Marion Elem |Legacy Elementary 514,047,310 $477,607 3%
2013 |Orange Elem |Sun Blaze Elementary $10,269,207 S658,487 6%
2013 |Orange Elem |Hackney Prairies Road Area Elementary 511,261,094 $657,635 6%
2013 |Palm Beach Elem |Galaxy Elementary $19,780,288 $1,929,530, 10%
2013 |Palm Beach Elem |Gove Elementary $23,540,256 $1,284,903 5%
2013 |Monroe Middle |Horace O'Bryant $30,596,297 $2,740,572 9%
2013 |Lake High |Lake Minneola High 546,974,201 $13,992 0%
2013 |Martin High |Martin County High $7,623,316 $536,994 7%
Total/Weighted Average $2,079,619,126 $214,573,798| 10%
Total/Weighted Average (Lake County Schools ONLY) 90,098,326 662,269 1%
Total/Weighted Average (Excluding Lake County Schools}) $1,989,520,800 $213,911,529 11%

Source: Florida Department of Education
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Land Value Analysis
To estimate the current land value the following analysis is conducted:

e Recent land purchases as well as estimates for future purchases;

e Areview of current market value of land from the Property Appraiser database where
the existing schools are located,;

e An analysis of vacant land sales in Lake County over the past three years for parcels
of similar size;

e An analysis of market value of all vacant land from the Property Appraiser database
for parcels of necessary size and similar location; and

e Discussions with LCS staff.

The value of parcels where the existing schools are located, as estimated by the Property
Appraiser, indicates an average land value of $16,000 per acre. Property Appraiser estimates
tend to be on the conservative side for publicly owned land. Historical land purchases from
2010 through 2014 resulted in an average value of $123,000 per acre and estimates for future
parcels averaged $100,000 per acre. Recent vacant land sales of similar size in Lake County
averaged $135,000. The District recently obtained two appraisals for a school site in South
County, which ranged from $65,000 per acre to $80,000 per acre. In addition, discussions
with LCS representatives suggested that the District is likely to build future schools in areas
where the development activity occurs, which tends to result in higher land values compared
to the countywide average land value. In rare instances, when a new school is built in a more
suburban part, the cost associated with the necessary infrastructure increases the overall
cost. Given this information, a unit cost of $75,000 per acre is found to be a reasonable and

even a conservative estimate for impact fee calculation purposes.

Tindale Oliver Lake County
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Staff Summary

This ordinance amends Chapter 22, Lake County Code, Section 22-22 regarding Educational
Impact Fees. The purpose of this ordinance is to increase the Educational Impact Fee based
upon an Impact Fee Study prepared by Tindale Oliver dated Fuly 16, 2015. If adopted, the new
fees would go into effect on January 11, 2016.

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-40

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF LAKE
COUNTY, FLORIDA; AMENDING SECTION 22-21, LAKE COUNTY CODE,
ENTITLED LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; AMENDING SECTION 22-22, LAKE COUNTY
CODE, TO INCREASE THE EDUCATIONAL IMPACT FEES TO $9,324.00 FOR .
SINGLE FAMILY UNITS, $8,045.00 FOR MULTI-FAMILY UNITS AND $5,856.00 FOR
MOBILE HOMES IN PARKS TO BE EFFECTIVE JANUARY 11, 2016; PROVIDING
FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; PROVIDING
FOR FILING WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 22 of the lake County Code imposes impact fees for
Transportation, Educational Facilities, Parks, Iibraries and Fire; and

WHEREAS, the Lake County School Board recently had Tindale-Oliver prepare an
Educational Facilities Update Study to ensure that the Educational fmpact Fees are based upon
the most recent localized data; and

WHEREAS, the Lake County School Board voted unanimously to approve the July
2015 Tindale Oliver impact fee study, and has recommended o the Board of County
Commissioners to impose 100% of the recommended rate shown in the study; and

WHEREAS, the Capital Facilities Advisory Committee reviewed the Tindale Oliver
impact fee study, and has recommended that the Board of County Commissioners amend the
current impact fee rates to an amount equal to 83% of the recommended rates in the study; and

WHEREAS, the Board now finds it is in the best interests of the citizens of Lake County
to adopt the new impact fee study and to increase the Educational Impact Fee rates.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of County Commissioners of
Lake County, Florida as follows:

Section I.  Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated
herein by reference.

Section2.  Amendment. Section 22-21, Lake County Code, entitled “Legislative
Findings™, is hereby amended to read as follows:
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Ordinance No, 2015-40 Amending Section 22-22 of Chapter 22, Lake County Code, regarding Educational Impact Fees

See. 22-21. Legislative findings.

The Board of County Cbmmissioners of Lake County, Florida, hereby finds, determines and
declares that:

(1)

@)

3

@

)

®)

(7)

(8

The school board has adopted a tesolution which requests the Board of County
Commissioners of Lake County to adopt & revised and updated educational system
jmpact fee which requires future residential construction to contribute its fair share of
the cost of capital improvements and additions to the educational system which are
necessary to accommodate such growth.

The school board has determined that ad valorem tax revenue and other revenues will
not be sufficient to provide the capital improvements and additions to the educational
system which are necessary to accommodate such growth.

E.S. Ch. 163, Pt. I requires the county to adopt a comprehensive plan containing a
capital improvements element which considers the need and location of public facilities
within its areas of jurisdiction and the projected revenue source which will be utilized to
fund these facilities.

Pursuant to F.S, § 1013.33, the school board and the county are required to coordinate
the planning of educational facilities with the planning of residential construction and

the providing of other necessary services.—Mereover;F-S—§-+043:33(10)—requires
educational-facililes-to-be-consistent with-the-comprehensive-plan:

The implementation of a revised and updated educational system impact fee to require
future growth to contribute its fair share of the cost of growth necessitated capital
improvements to the educational system promotes the general welfare of the citizens of
Lake County. The provision of educational facilities which are adequate for the needs of
growth is in the general welfare of all county residents and constitutes a public purpose.

The implementation of a revised and updated educational system impact fee to requite
future growth to contribute its fair share of the cost of required capital improvements
and additions is an integral and vital element of the regulatory plan of growth
management in the county.

The projecied capital improvements to the educational system and the allocation of
projected costs between those necessary to serve existing development and those
required to accommodate the educational needs of future residential construction as
presented in the study entitled "Hmpaet Feesfor Educational-Facilitiesintake County;
Horida—June—7%—2011Lake County Schools Educational Facilities Update Study,"

prepared by Tindale Oliver and dated July 16, 2015, is hereby approved and adopted by
the county and such study is found to be consistent with the comprehensive plan of the

county.

Interlocal agreements have been entered into between the county, the school board and
the municipalities within Lake County to assist in the imposition and implementation of
the educational system impact fee within all areas of the county. The interlocal

2
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Ordinance No, 2015-40 Amending Section 22-22 of Chapter 22, Lake County Code, regarding Educational Iinpact Fees

agreements shall provide for the consistent collection and administration of the
educational system impact fee throughout the county.

| (9) The required improvements and additions to the educational system needed to eliminate
any existing deficiencies shall be financed by revenue sources of the school boatd other
than educational system impact fees.

Section3.  Amendment. Section 22-22, Lake County Code, entitled ‘Imposition,’ is
hereby amended to read as follows: :

Sec. 22-22, Imposition.

(5)——All residential construction occurring within the county, both within the
unincorporated arca and within the municipalities, shall pay the following
educational system impact fees:

Single-family detached house, per dwelling unit ............ $4719:609.324.00
Multi-family dwelling unit, per dwelling ugit ................ $4,636.608,045.00
Mobile home, per dwelling unit ,......ococevrieirnvnirerinnnn, $2,537.005.856.00

Section 3. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause, or phrase of the Qrdinance
is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding
shall in no way affect the validity of the remaining portion of this Ordinance.

Section 4, Inclasion in the Code. It is the intent of the Board of County
Commissioners that the provisions of this Ordinance shall become and be made a part of the
Lake County Code and that the sections of this Ordinance may be renumbered or relettered and
the word "ordinance" may be changed to "section," "article," or such other appropriate word or
phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. '

Section 5. Filing with the Department of State. The clerke shall be and is
hereby ditected forthwith to send a certified copy of this Ordinance to the Secretary of State for
the State of Florida.

3
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Ordinance No, 2015-40 Amending Section 22-22 of Chapter 22, Lake County Code, regarding Bducational Impact Fees

Section 6. Effective. This Ordinance shall become effective as of January 11,
2016,

Fnacted this % day of S:D'I}mebg( ,2015.

Filed with the Secretary of State {‘)f,!rg]a_u {, , 2015,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ATTEST: OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA

LADN—"

. Jimfmy Conner, Chairman

of Lake County, Florida ' ' S M éw(
T isf./ day of Vb, 2015.

Approved as to form and legality:

Sanford A. Minkoff
County Attorney

4
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT 0f STATE
RICK 8COTT , ' ‘ KEN DETZNER
Governor Secretary of State

October 6, 2015

Honorable Neil Kelly

Clerk of the Circuit Court
Lake County

550 West Main Street

P. O. Box 7800

Tavares, Florida 32778-7800

Attention: Ms. Victoria Bartley
Dear Mr. Kelly:

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 125.66, Florida Statutes, this will acknowledge your electrontic copy
of Lake County Ordinance No. 2015-40, which was filed in this office on October 6, 2015.

Sincerely,

Ernest L. Reddick
Program Administrator

ELR/Ib

R. A, Gray Building + 500 South Bronough Street e« Tallahassee, Florida 33399-0250
Telephone: (850) 245-6270 » Facsimile: (850) 488-9879
www.dos.state.fl.us :



TOWN COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

REQUESTED COMMISSION MEETING DATE: January 4, 2016

SUBJECT: Consideration of One Appointment to the Economic Development Advisory
Committee

DEPARTMENT: Clerk’s Office

STAFF RECOMMENDED MOTION: Appoint One Member to the Economic Development
Advisory Committee

SUMMARY: There is still one vacant position on the Economic Development Advisory
Committee after the vote for members at the November 2™ Commission meeting resulted
in a tie for the fourth position.

There are now three applications on file for consideration for this vacant position: Gil
Pierson, Frank Kirschenheiter, and Amanda Walters.

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A [ ]| Capital Budget

[ ] Operating

[ ] Other
ATTACHMENTS: [ ] Ordinance [ | Resolution [ | Budget Resolution
[ ] Other [X] Support Documents— Applications
DEPARTMENT HEAD 'O Submitted Date
HR Approved as to form Date
FINANCE DEPARTMENT Approved as to Budget Requirements Date
TOWN MANAGER \& ) Approved Agenda Item for: | - 4 ~\\g _ Date \D— \\e "\
COMMISSION ACTION:
[ 1 Approved as Recommended [ ] Disapproved [ | Tabled Indefinitely

[ 1 Continued to Date Certain [ 1 Approved with Modification



TOWN OF LADY LAKE
BOARDS/COMMITTEES APPLICATION

Date: /[- 5~ 55//

Name: QH\ ':T?!LF)Q,S@,U/
Mailing Address: | 752y Qo0 o
Location of residence: _C ) viy v et y =

Business Location (if applicable): (LA Yv L iAic—e |, P
(Economic Development Adv1sory Commlttee only)
Home Phone: < -4 #- ~;‘“§‘>5W0rk'1’h—new L-/C"c;w Y L~ B 00

Cell Phone: E-Mail Address: (/L P [(dea @ Ao €01

Check below the Committees or Boards that you are willing to serve on:

[] Citizens Advisory Task Force

. Economic Development Advisory Committee
[] Library Board

[ ] Lake County Library Board Representative
[] Planning & Zoning Board

[} Parks, Recreation & Tree Advisory Board

[ ] Police Pension Board

Occupation: RN meiwms T g TRUeT-OR , LADY ARG ofmet

Training or experience related to activities of boards or committees to
which appointment is sought: WA AR Al 0T cogrnpienc @
Prna M tedhe b2 Ol K&iop TS O CollvmBul

Member of the following professional or business organizations: A& i .

Have you served on a Town board or committee in the past? Y/-¢3
If yes, name of committees/boards and dates: Pun v/ e & 2 00 /e




Nationality: (optional) w8 (This information is for
use in the Annual Florida Department of State Report only.)

Have you ever been convicted of a felony? (optional) _Av ©

Please list three references that the Town may contact (excluding Town
employees & Commissioners) — name, address and phone number:

1. (e R ooE  Raemorap AL -3~ 330y
. Qe G — ,
2. TS TRl A SYyUs=In ; -'—-,Z}—?@?—“%( [ 073

3. [LOouiSE SAMEw S REWCTEN ;z,,é'ﬁ«—z?Q‘S’-‘“Wf‘J

Additional information or comments may be attached to this form.

I will attend meetings in accordance with the adopted policies of the Town.
If at any time my business or professional interests conflict with the
interests of this board or committee, I will not participate in such
deliberations of the board or committee.

NS

Signature of Appli;:ant

Please return application to:

Town Clerk’s Office

Lady Lake Municipal Complex
409 Fennell Bivd

Lady Lake FL. 32159

Please note: You may be required to fill out a financial disclosure form.

THIS APPLICATION WILL BE KEPT ON FILE FOR ONE YEAR.

Updated: 08/2015

o]




Nancy Slaton

From: Christopher Ayres [chr.ayres@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 18, 2014 10:12 PM
To: Nancy Slaton; Julia Wolfe

Subject: Fwd: New Board/Committee Application

Here's another one that came in.

Chris Ayres
www.CAWDinc.com
www.GilantStrideDives.com
www.MillionAyres.com

---------- Forwarded message ~-~=------

From: LadyLake.org <ladvlake(@host103.hostmonster.com>
Date: Thu, Feb 13, 2014 at 5:45 PM

Subject: New Board/Committee Application

To: chr.ayres@gmail.com

Ce: frank@acomputergeek.com

Name: Francis (Frank) Kirschenheiter

Application Date: 2/13/2014

Address: 1449 W Schwartz Bivd

Location of residence: 1449 W Schwartz Blvd, Lady Lake, F1 32159

Business Location: 1449 W Schwartz Bivd, Lady Lake, F1 32159

Home Phone: 352-203-2332

Work Phone: 352-205-2332

Cell Phone: 352-205-2332

Email: frank{@acomputergeek.com

Boards to serve on: Police Pension Board / CABLALT "Bop® [ Lipysen T LAHE QC}“";‘T\’(/
Occupation: Computer and Networking technician and manager

Training or experience related to board sought: Used libraries somewhat extensively all of my life.

[nstalled some of the first CD-ROM reference networking in libraries in Illinois.

Besides 15 years in corporate IT systems development and programming, I had my own PC sales and service
networking company in Illinois, Chicago-suburbs since 1985 and purchased a computer repair company in
Ocala and moved it to Lady Lake in 2013,

[ have experience with and installed various PC accounting systems since 1985.

Member of professional/business organizations: none to speak of (mostly of a technical [T nature)
Served in past?: No

[f ves, which one?:

Nationality:

Convicted of felony?: No

Reference 1: Dan Bard, 352-259-9433

Reference 2: Henryka Presinzano, 1448 W Schwartz Blvd, 352-871-1409

Reference 3: Dan Bard, 352-259-9433

Additional comments: [ would like to get more involved in the town that we have recently relocated to and

UMV SN
P\'-‘Q)\nr’;nr:ﬂrt Q_ﬁ-\u-l\.

1



expect to spend the next 30 years in. [ would rather not let things go to chance but would like to influence for a
positive good.

From: LadyLake.org

C¢: frank(@acomputergeek.com




TOWN OF LADY LAKE
BOARDS/COMMITTEES APPLICATION

Date: {017 IS

Name: Atnaroa WAJeEpRS
Mailing Address: VOO FPPALA CHE (e, T AVARES F1 33778

Location of residence:

Business Location (if applicable): 530 ud> HwY JUdl  (ADYLALE AL
(Economic Development Advisory Committee only)

Home Phone: 352~ 55 | -5948  Work Phone: (7. 4 Zb - (1800 ¥C | 1720)
Cell Phone: E-Mail Address: Aw Mg ELSQ LN CREESTUMDN (Op

- Check below the Committees or Boards that you are willing to serve on:

[1 Citizens Advisory Task Force

[A Economic Development Advisory Committee
[] Library Board

[] Lake County Library Board Representative
[] Planning & Zoning Board

[] Parks, Recreation & Tree Advisory Board

[] Police Pension Board

Occupation: ASST BRANMKM MaE~ TASIGRT (REDCT  nTon

Training or experience related to activities of boards or committees to
which appointment is sought:

Member of the following professional or business organizations:
TNSTGrr T CADN CAKE  CH AMBET.

Have you served on a Town board or committee in the past? NO
If yes, name of committees/boards and dates:




Nationality: (optional) (This information is for
use in the Annual Florida Department of State Report only.)

Have you ever been convicted of a felony? (optional) 1

Please list three references that the Town may contact (excluding Town
employees) — name, address and phone number:

1. LAGEA Panicapo- Py 8ok Y90, ORAN0, FC = 407U 26 eotnEXT 1802

2. TNELDOY  WaAYNES - Po Be K , oevaim, L~ Yo1-o26- 2106

3. e ptmar. GUPPY-D30 b5 oy My LADG ve o U2t 847
Wit

Additional information or comments may be attached to this form.

I will attend meetings in accordance with the adopted policies of the Town.
If at any time my business or professional interests conflict with the
interests of this board or committee, I will not participate in such
deliberations of the board or committee.

A mowndp s

Signature of Applicant

Please return application to:

Town Clerk’s Office

Lady Lake Municipal Complex
409 Fennell Blvd

Lady Lake FL. 32159

Please note: You may be required to fill out a financial disclosure form,

THIS APPLICATION WILL BE KEPT ON FILE FOR ONE YEAR

Updated: 08/2014



ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

- VOTING FORM -

Date: January 4, 2016

e

Please mark your selection (1) and sign your name at th@@“ﬁom.

Appointment: Yes No &%y
e N
)
Gil Pierson | Tk
Frank Kirschenheiter O &
Amanda Walters E]ﬁ %}? 1
&
Thank you. ﬁ%ﬁ .
%‘?f
T
¥

P

Selection ngﬁ’e by:
<) (Name of Commissioner)
)4
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