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I. Opening Remarks

Ms. Georgina Santiago, Chair of the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), acting as the Local
Planning Agency (LPA), convened the public hearing at 12:45 PM on November 19, 2008. Ms.
Santiago welcomed the audience to the PAB's transmittal public hearing on the Parkland
Development of Regional Impact (DRI) Application to amend the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan (CDMP). The Chair infroduced all PAB members and stated that the Planning
Advisory Board was established by Miami-Dade County Charter and that the Miami-Dade
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) appointed each of the 15 voting Board
Members. Chair Santiago also stated that the Board has two non-voting members, Mr. lvan
Rodriguez, appointee of the Miami-Dade County School Board, and Mr. Larry Ventura from the
Homestead Air Reserve Base (not-present). She added that all of the Board Members are
residents of Miami-Dade County and serve on the Board without compensation.

Chair Santiago explained that the Board's responsibility is to make recommendations to the
BCC on planning-related issues, and that the PAB, acting as the Local Planning Agency, will
conduct the public hearing with assistance from the Department of Planning & Zoning (DP&Z)
staff. The Chair continued to explain that the purpose of the hearing is for the Board to receive
public comments on the proposed Parkland DRI Application, the initial recommendation from
the DP&Z, the recommendation from the affected community council, and to formulate a
recommendation to the BCC regarding this application. The Chair provided an overview of the
procedures for the public hearing, which was followed by an introduction of Mr. Mark Woerner,
Chief of the Metropolitan Planning Section in the Department of Planning and Zoning, who
summarized the Parkland DRI Application before the Board.

Il. Staff Presentation -

Prior to introducing the Parkland DRI Application, Mr. Woerner provided an overview of the DRI
application process; all local, regional, and state agencies involved; and key dates relating to
the aforementioned DRI application. He proceeded with a brief summary of the DRI application
citing all of the proposed CDMP amendment requests by the applicant including all of the
developer’s commitment to improve public facilities, infrastructure, and transit service affecting
the application site. Mr. Woerner then proceeded to highlight the basis for Staff's initial
recommendation of the DRI application. The Staff's supply and demand analysis of residential
land concluded that no need exists to expand the UDB at this time. He also cited CDMP land
use polices that focus on land use compatibility issues, urban sprawl, agricultural land
preservation, and the proposed development's impact to county public facilities, services and
infrastructure, environmental and historical resources, the public school system, and the need to
expand Urban Development Boundary (UDB) to accommodate residential growth.

Mr. Woerner also detailed DP&Z’s methodology for the supply and demand of residential land,
which analyses developable vacant land capacity, redevelopment capacity, and urban centers
capacity countywide. Mr. Woerner concluded by addressing the various operating costs the
Parkland DRi would impose on County agencies, the applicant's proposed policy changes to the
CIE Concurrency Management Program and the Land use Element of the CDMP, the proposed
DRI's lack of self-sustainability and proliferation of urban sprawi.

Jeffrey Bercow, legal representative for the applicant, introduced the proposed Parkland DRI
2014 application as a mixed-use, self-sustainable, master planned community by -Lennar
Homes, stating that the proposed development will create much needed residential capacity and
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Members Present: 3runo Barreiro; Jose "Pepe” Diaz; Audrey M. Edmonson; Carlos
A. Gimenez; Sally A. Heyman; Barbara J. Jordan; Joe A.
Martinez, Dennis C. Moss; Dorrin Rolle; Natacha Seijas; Katy
Sorenson; Rebeca Sosa; Javier D. Souto

Members Absent: None.,
Members lLate: None.

Members Excused: None.

Members Absent County Business: \one.

1

1A

1B

1C

MINUTES PREPARED BY:

Report: Alicia Stephenson, Commission Reporter, (305) 375-14735,

MOMENT OF SILENCE

Report: The Board convened in a moment of silence and the Pledge of
Allegiance.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

Report: The following staff members were present: Assistant County
Attorney Joni Armstrong-Coffey; and Deputy Clerks Diane Collins and Alicia
Stephenson.

PUBLIC HEARING(S)

PARKLAND CDMP AMENDMENT APPLICATION

SPECIAL ITEM A

083575 Report

REPORT ON PARKLAND APPLICATION TO AMEND THE Deferred to no date certain
CDMP (County Manager)

Report: Chairman Barreiro noted that the purpose of today’s (12/18)
hearing was for the Commission o take action pertaining to an application to
amend the Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP). He explained
that the application was associated with the Parkland Development of
Regional Impact (DRI). Chairman Barreiro asked Assistant County Atiorney
Joni Armstrong-Coffey whether he was required to read into the record
remaining statements concerning the purpose of today’s hearing since the
Commission had received a letter from the applicant requesting that the
foregoing application be deferred.

Assistant County Attorney Armstrong-Coffey noted that Chairman Barreiro
did not have to read the remaining statements into the record and noted that
the applicant’s representative could verbally present the request for deferral
and any testimony regarding the request.
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SPECIAL ITEM NO. 1

083576 Resolution

RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO APPLICATION Deferrved to no date certain
REQUESTING AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE Mover: Dennis C. Moss
DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN FILED FOR. PROCESSING Seconder: Rebeca Sosa

CONCURRENTLY WITH THE "PARKLAND" DEVELOPMENT Vote: 13-0
OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI} APPLICATION FOR
DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL (ADA); INSTRUCTING THE
COUNTY MANAGER WHETHER OR NOT TO TRANSMIT
THE APPLICATION TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY AFFAIRS; REQUESTING FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS TO REVIEW THE
APPLICATION; RESERVING THE RIGHT TO TAKE FINAL
ACTION AT ALATER DATE; AND DECLARING INTENT TO
CONDUCT ONE OR MORE SUBSEQUENT PUBLIC
HEARINGS (Departrnent of Planning & Zoning)

Report: Chairman Barreiro asked Mr. Jeffrey Bercow, 200 S. Biscayne
Boulevard, attorney representing the applicant, whether he would like to put
statements on the record.

Mpr. Bercow noted that the applicant sent an email and a letter yesterday
(12/17) regarding the applicant’s request for deferral. He pointed out that a
revised analysis of the application was issued by staff and that earlier this
week, the applicant received information regarding fiscal impacts. Mr.
Bercow noted that the applicant and members of staff discussed this
information and needed to resolve their differences regarding the application.
He pointed out that the applicant wanted data regarding this application to be
technically accurate when it was submitted to the Commission and, hopefully,
transmitted to the Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA). He
further noted that as discussed with staff, before this application was
considered by the Commission, the applicant would submit a revised white
paper reflecting the information discussed with staff. Mr. Bercow noted that
the applicant informed many opponents of this application that a deferral
would be requested today. He added that the applicant would bear the cost of
re-advertising this application and requested that the Commission defer the
Joregoing application.

Ms. Dawn Shirreffs, 190 Ives Dairy Road, representing Clean Water Action,
appeared before the Board in response to Commissioner Moss’s call for
objectors to the request for deferral.

Commissioner Moss thanked members of the public for attending today’s
meeting to speak in connection with the foregoing application. He told the
applicant that he would not support a request for deferral the next time this
application came before the Commission and that the applicant should be
prepared to proceed at that time.

Hearing no further discussion, the Commission proceeded to voie to defer the
foregoing application associated with the Parkland Development of Regional
Impact (DRI) and the foregoing resolution to no date certain, to be
readvertised at the applicant’s expense.
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SPECIAL ITEM NO. 2

083577 Ordinance

ORDINANCE RELATING TO MIAMI-DADE COUNTY Deferred to no date certain
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN; Mover: Dennis C, Moss
PROVIDING DISPOSITION OF APPLICATION REQUESTING Seconder: Rebeca Sosa
AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT Vote: 13- 0

MASTER PLAN FILED FOR PROCESSING CONCURRENTLY
WITH THE "PARKLAND" DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT (DRI) APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT
APPROVAL (ADA); PROVIDING SEVERABILITY,
EXCLUSION FROM THE CODE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE
(Department of Planning & Zoning)

Report: The foregoing ordinance was deferred to no date certain, to be re-
advertised at the applicant’s expense.

083646 Report
12/18/2008 BCC NON-AGENDA REPORT

Report: On Thursday, December 18, 2008, the Board reconvened the County
Commission meeting of Tuesday, December 16, 2008, It was moved by
Chairman Barreiro that Agenda Item 8O1A4 from the December 16th agenda
be reconsidered. This motion was seconded by Vice-Chairwoman Jordan and
upon being put to a vote, passed by a vote of 12-0 (Commissioner Sorenson
was absent}.

Chairman Barreiro relinguished the Chair to Vice Chairwoman Jordan.

It was moved by Commissioner Barreiro that the foregoing resolution be
adopted as bifurcated to separate Item 1.5, relating to vehicle Rental
Services. This motion was seconded by Commissioner Martinez, and upon
being put to a vote, passed by a vote of 12-0 (Commissioner Sorenson was
absent).

It was then moved by Commissioner Barreiro that the foregoing resolution be
adopted as amended to remove Item 1.3, entitled vehicle Rental Services. This
motion was seconded by Commissioner Martinez and upon being put to a
vote, passed by a vote of 12-0 (Commissioner Sorenson was absent).

The amended version of this resolution was assigned resolution no. R-1425-
08.

(NOTE: See the December 16, 2008 Board meeting minutes, Agenda Item
8014, Legislative File No. 083571).
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083640 Report
12/18/2008 BCC NON-AGENDA REPCRT Presented

Report: Installation ceremony for County Commission Chairman and Vice-
Chairman

The County Commission reconvened its December 16, 2008 meeting and held
a ceremony installing the Honorable Dennis C. Moss as Chairman and the
Honorable Jose Pepe Diaz as Vice-Chairman of the Board of County
Commissioners (BCC). (See non-agenda report on December 16, 2008 BCC
Agenda)

2 ADJOURNMENT

Report: There being no further business to come before the Commission, the
meeting was adicwrned at 10:35 am.

Bruno A. Barreiro, Cha\r(\man

ATTEST: HARVEY RUViIN, CLERK

By: Kay Sutlivan, Deputy Clerk
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NO. DATE ITEM # DESCRIPTION
1 12/18/2008 Order of the Day
2 12/18/2008 Copy of minutes the Miami-Dade Planning Advisory Board from
November 19, 2008.
3 12/18/2008 Copy of resolution of the Miami-Dade County Planning Advisory
Board :
4 12/18/2008 Additional Information Re: CDMP Applications
5 12/18/2008 Copy of statements made by Ms. Laura Reynolds
6 12/18/2008 Speaker’s Cards




MIAMI-DADE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS

ORDER OF THE DAY

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2008

9:30 AAM. CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL
MOMENT OF SILENCE
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN

RE-CONVENE BCC

11:00A.M. SWEARING IN CEREMONY FOR

NEW CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN

LUNCH BREAK

ADJOURNMENT




MINUTES

Miami-Dade County Planning Advisory Board
Acting as the Local Planning Agency

Public Hearing On The Parkland DRI Application to Amend
The Comprehensive Development Master Plan
Miami-Dade County Commission Chamber, 111 NW 1 Street, Miami, Florida 33128
November 19, 2008 |

PAB Members Present

Georgina Santiago, Chair Serafin Leal

Horacio C. Huembes, Vice Chair Al Maloof

Christi Sherouse William Riley

Wayne Rinehart Jay Sosna

Pamela Grey Daniel Kaplan

Rolando Iglesias lvan Rodriguez (non-voting)

PAB Members Absent

Reginald J. Clyne Felipe Llanos
Antonio Fraga Eddy Joachin
Larry Ventura (non-voting)

Department of Planning and Zoning Staff Present

Mark R. Woerner, Chief, Metropolitan Planning Section

Manuel Armada, Chief, Planning Research Section

Robert Schwarzreich, Section Supervisor, Planning Research Section
Patrick Moore, Section Supervisor, CDOMP Administration

Paula Church, Section Supervisor, Long Range Planning

Lynne Akulin Kaufman, Admin. Officer Il  Garett Rowe, Senior Planner
Napoleon Somoza, Principal Planner Frank McCune, Senior Planner
Rosa Davis, Principal Planner Aiman Hamdallah, Junior Planner
Rommel Vargas, Senior Planner Abigail Diaz, Pianning Technician

Noel Stillings, Planning intern

Other County Staff Present

Dennis Kerbel, Assistant County Attorney

Barbara Falsey, Park and Recreation Dept.

Enrique Cuellar, Dept. of Environmental Resources Management
Carlos Heredia, Fire and Rescue Dept.

John Garcia, Miami-Dade Transit

Armando Hernandez, Public Works Dept.

Raul Pino, Public Works Dept.

Mercy Perez, Office of the Mayor

Douglas Yoder, Water and Sewer Dept.



provide tax revenue to the County. Mr. Bercow provided a detailed overview of the Parkland
DRI Project, stating that the proposed DRI wouid be developed with a mix of land uses, which .
would include an employment center with significant well-paying jobs; various institutional uses
such as three public schools, a joint police and fire station, and a hospital; a range of housing
opportunities; a variety of transportation modes; parks and open space; and walkable
neighborhoods. He also provided a “needs analysis” by detailing the existing supply and
demand for residential uses countywide. Mr. Bercow addressed the socio-economic and
environmental benefits the proposed DRI would bring to the County, which include among other
provisions, building a sustainable "green community,” a water, sewer and reuse facility, a
community center, and transit and roadway improvements. Mr. Bercow concluded by
emphasizing the need to build the proposed DRI project now by reminding the Board that the
County's residential land supply would deplete in 2016; adding that five years is required to
develop the Parkland DRI, hence, the need fo approve the DRI now.

Consultant for the applicant followed with their presentations. Andrew Dolkart, from the Miami
Economic Associates, Inc., addressed the residential supply/demand issue; questioning Staff's
supply and demand analysis by stating DP&Z overestimated the County’s residential land
supply and pointing to specific parcels with overestimated residential units. Rob Curtis,
development planner, presented the conceptual plan for the Parkiand DRI, highlighting the main
amenities the DR! would provide and how the proposed development would be integrated with
the rest of the County. Cathy Sweetapple, traffic consuitant, highlighted traffic mitigation
measures proposed by the applicant including all commitments made by the applicant relating
to roadway and transit service improvements. Ed Swakon, environmental consultant with EAS
Engineering, explained how the proposed development would not have a negative
environmental impact to the area, adding that the developer would follow “green building
guidelines™ in developing its project.

Local residents spoke in favor or against the proposed development. One resident, in support
of the DRI, stated the proposed development would be beneficial to the local community;
another resident who also spoke in support stated the DRI would coniribute to property values
on adjacent properties. Five residents spoke against the proposed development citing various
concerns relating to the environment, the supply of water that would be needed to service the
DRI, infrastructure costs, increased transit conditions in the vicinity of the application site,
greenhouse gases emitted from increased traffic, loss of agricultural iand, concerns over wildlife
such as the loss of birds and endangered species, and the proposed DRi’s impact on the

Everglades restoration.

Ivan Rodriguez, School Board Representative, stated the proposed DRI would have a
significant impact on the County’s public school system. Mr. Rodriguez, however, noted that the
three schools proposed by the applicant would surpass the educational facilities needed fo
accommodate future students that would be generated by the DRI.

Board members discussed the proposed development. Some members expressed concern
over water supplies available for the DRI, the loss of agricultural land, future traffic conditions in
the vicinity of the application site, and infrastructure costs that would support the DRI. Other
PAB members expressed support for the proposed DRI, highlighting benefits to the local
community such as allocating 800 units for workforce housing, 200 acres of parks, lakes, and
open space, and provision of a water re-use facility. After the Board's discussion, Board
Member Sosna offered a motion to recommend Deny Do Not Transmit this application. Board
Member Gray seconded the motion. The motion failed 3 to 7 as follows:



Reginald J. Clyne Absent Felipe Lianos Absent

Antonio Fraga Absent Al Maloof No
Pamela Gray Yes William E. Riley No
Horacio C. Huembes No Wayne Rinehart ~ No
Rolando Iglesias No Georgina Santiago, Chair  No
Eddy Joachin Absent Christi Sherouse Yes
Daniel Kaplan No Jay Sosna Yes
Serafin Leal Absent

Board Member Maloof offered a motion to recommend Adopt and Transmit of this application.
Board Member Huembes seconded the motion. The motion passed 7 to 3 as follows:

Reginald J. Clyne Absent Felipe Lianos Absent
Antonio Fraga Absent Al Maloof Yes

- Pamela Gray No William E. Riley Yes
Horacio C. Huembes . Yes Wayne Rinehart Yes
‘Rolando Iglesias Yes Georgina Santiago, Chair  Yes
Eddy Joachin Absent Christi Sherouse No
Daniel Kapian Yes Jay Sosna No
Serafin Leal Absent

No new business was discussed.

The meeting adjourned at 2:30 P.M.



RESOLUTION OF THE MIAMI-DADE COUNTY PLANNING ADVISORY
BOARD ACTING AS THE LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY ISSUING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REGARDING APPLICATION REQUESTING AMENDMENTS TO THE
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT WMASTER PLAN FILED FOR
CONCURRENT PROCESSING WITH THE "PARKLAND" DEVELOPMENT OF
REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI) APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL
(ADA); TRANSMITTAL TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
AFFAIRS OF THIS APPLICATION TO AMEND THE COMPREHENSIVE
DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN, AND ADOPTING RECOMMENDATIONS
AS TO SUBSEQUENT ACTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 163, Part 2, Florida Statutes (F.S.) and Chapters 9J-5, 8J-11,
and 9J-12, Fiorida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), the Comprehensive Development Master Pian (COMP)
for Miami-Dade County was adopted by the Miami-Dade County Board of County Commissioners (Board)

in November 1988; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, provides procedures for
amending the CDMP in accordance with the requirements of the foregoing State Statutes and

Administrative Codes; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 380.06(6), F.S., provides a procedure for accepting and processing
applications to amend a local comprehensive plan concurrently with an Application for Development
Approval (ADA) for the Parkland Development of Regional impact (DRI); and

WHEREAS, the Parkland application to amend the CDMP, and the Department of Planning and
Zoning’s (DP&Z) initial recommendation required by Section 2-116.1, Code of Miami-Dade County, are
contained in a document titled "lnitial Recommendation Parkland DRI Application to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan, Part 1 and Part 2," dated October 20, 2008; and

WHEREAS, Community Council 11 acted in accord with County procedures and conducted a
duly noticed public hearing on November 3, 2008, to receive public comments on the subject COMP
amendment application and on the initial recommendation of the DP&Z, and to formulate its
recommendation regarding transmittal of the subject CDMP amendment application to the Florida
Department.of Community Affairs (DCA) for review and comment, and regarding subsequent final action
to be taken on the requested CDMP amendment; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) acting as the Local Planning Agency (LPA)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 19, 2008 to address the subject COMP
amendment application, the recommendation of the affected Community Council 11 and the DP&Z, to
address transmittal by the Board to the DCA of the subject COMP amendment application for State
agency review and comment, and to address subsequent action on the application by the Board; and

WHEREAS, the DP&Z may subsequently publish a revised recommendation addressing the
transmitted CDMP amendment application; and

WHEREAS, final action by the Board may be to adopt and transmit, adopt with changes and
transmit, transmit with no recommendation, or not adopt the subject CDMP amendment application;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MIAMI-DADE COUNTY PLANNING

- ADVISORY BOARD ACTING AS THE LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY, that:

This Agency hereby makes the following recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners
regarding transmittal to the DCA of the Parkland application to amend the CDMP, and regarding
subsequent action by the Board with the understanding that the LPA may further evaluate the transmitted
application and issue a revised recommendation after the application is reviewed by the DCA:



« Applicant/Representatives

+ Location and size
« REQUESTED CHANGES TO THE CBMP

+ Transmittal
Recormmendation

¢ Recommendation as to
Subseguent Action

» Krome Groves Land Trust, Guhergui Intemational, S.A. and Corsica West 1l
Land Trust/ Jeffrey Bercow, Esqg. and Graham Penn, Esq., Representatives

s 961.15 acres located outside the Urban Development Boundary {(UDB),
between SW 162 Avenue and SW 177 Avenue, from SW 136 Sireet to

theoretical SW 152 Street.
Requested Changes to the Land Use Element:

1. Expand the 2015 Urban Development Boundary (UDB) to include the
application ares;

2. Redesignate approximately 961.15 acres of "Agriculture” on the LUP
Map as follows:

438.55 acres to Low Density Residential {(Parcels 1 and 7}

428.37 acres to Low-Medium Density (Parcels 2 and 5B)

37.24 acres to Business and Office (Parcels 3 and 5A)

17.99 acres to Office/Residential (Parcel 4)

39.00 acres to Industrial and Office (Parcel 6)

O 0 o O 0

3. Redesignate the following roadways on the LUP map as "Major
Roadways";

o SW 136 Street; SW 152 Street; SW 144 Street; SW 162
Avenue; SW 167 Avenue; and SW 172 Avenue.

4. Add Polic'y LU-8H to the text of the Land Use Element as foliows;

LU-8H  Any application seeking to expand the UDB west of SW 177
Avenue (Krome Avenue) in the area between Tamiami_Trail
and SW 288 Street shall only he approved following an

affirmative vole of the total membership of the Board of

County Commissioners then in office.

Requested Changes to the Transportation Element:

5. In the Traffic Circulation Subelement, change the following maps:

o Planned Year 2025 Roadway Network Map (Figure 1} to
redesignate the number of roadway lanes for SW 136 Street, SW
152 Street, SW 144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, SW 167 Avénue, and
SW 117 Avenue.

o Roadway Functional Classification - 2025 Map (Figure 3) to
redesignate the following roadways as "County Collector” or
"County Minor Arterial:" SW 136 Street, SW 152 Street, SW 144
Street, SW 162 Avenue, and SW 167 Avenue.

o Change the Planned Non-Motorized Network 2025 Map (Figure 6)
to designate bicycle facilities within the application area and
connectivity between bicycle facilities on SW 152 Street and SW
177 Avenue.

Adopt and Transmit




6. In the Mass Transit Subelement, change the Future Mass Transit
System 2015-2025 Metrobus Service Area and Rapid Transit
Carridors Map (Figure 1) and the Future Mass Transit System 2025
Rapid Transit Corridors Map (Figure 2) to include a transit center

* within the Parkland application area.

Requested Changes to the Capital Improvements Element (CIE):

7. Revise the text of item 3(d) in the "Concurrency Management
Program®, as follows:

3(d)  The proposed development is located inside the UDB, and
directly and significantly promotes public transportation by
incorporating within the development a Metrorail, Metromover
or TriRail or other rail transit center, or a Metrobus terminal’
for muitiple Metrobus routes, or is an office, hotel or
residential development located within one-quarter mile of a
Metrorail, Metromover or TriRail or other rail fransit center, or
a Metrobus terminal for multiple Metrobus routesz; and

! Metrobus terminals for muttiple routes are those non-rail transit centers as mapped in the CDMP
Mass Transit Subzlement, which contain dedicated parking facilities or significant transit patron
structures and amenities.

2 planned stations and terminals shall not serve as a basis to grant this concurrency exception if
the station, associated rapid transit corridor segment, or terminal Is identified in the
Transportation Element as “not cost feasible”

The foregoing resolution was offered by Board Member Al Maloof who moved its adoption. The
motion was seconded by Board Member Horacio Carlos Huembes and upon being put to a vote, the vole

was as follows:

Reginald J. Clyne Absent  Felipe Llanos
~Antonio Fraga Absent Al Maloof

Pamela Gray No Ralph Ramirez
Rolando Iglesias Yes William W. Riley
Eddy Joachin Absent  Wayne Rinshart
Daniel Kaptan Yes Christi Sherouse
Douglas A. Krueger Absent  Jay Sosna
Serafin Leal Absent

Georgina Santiage, Chair Yes

Horacio Carlos Huembes, Vice Chair Yes

!

Planning Advisory Board, -

Absent
Yes
Absent
Yes
Yes
No
No

The foregoing action was taken by the PAB acting as the |LPA at the conclusion of its public
hearing on November 19, 2008, and is certified correct by Marc C. LaFerrier, Executive Secretary of the

//L/

fc C. EaFerrier




Memorandum @

Date: December 18, 2008

To: Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro Special Item No. A
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

From: George M. Burgess

County Manager

Subject: Manager’s Report; Publlc Hearing on “Parkland” Application to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan

The public hearing for the proposed amendment to the Comprehensive Development Master Plan
(CDMP) is scheduled for Thursday, December 18, 2008 at 9:30 A.M. in the Commission
Chamber. The purpose of the hearing is for the Board of County Commissioners (Board) to
consider the “Parkland” application to amend the Adopted 2015 to 2025 Land Use Plan {LUP) map
and the text of the CDMP.

The CDMP amendment application was filed on December 21, 2007 in association with an
Application for Development Approval (ADA) for the Parkland Development of Regional Impact
(DRI). The CDMP amendment application is being processed under a procedure established by
Chapter 380.06, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade County,
which allows concurrent processing of plan amendments with a DRI application. In addition,
consideration of this amendment application is exempt from the twice-per-year statutory limitation
on the adoption of comprehensive plan amendments, pursuant to Chapter 163, F.S.

The Parkland CDMP amendment application is contained in a document titled, “Initial
Recommendation Parkiand DRI Application To Amend The Comprehensive Development Master
Plan, Part 1 and Part 2,” dated October 20, 2008.

The Board is scheduled to take action on a resolution (Special item No. 1) regarding the possible
transmittal of the proposed amendments to the Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA). In
addition, an ordinance is included for first reading at the conclusion of the public hearing (Special
Item No. 2). This application, if transmitted to DCA by resolution (Special Item No. 1), will be heard
again and finally decided by the Board in or about May 2008. The Planning Advisory Board (PAB),
acting as the Local Planning Agency (LPA), will conduct a public hearing to review and issue its
final recommendation on the transmitted application in or about April 2009 prior to the Board's final
public hearing. These dates are tentative and may be subject to extension requests from the
applicant as permitted by Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, and Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-
Dade County.

Additional materials in your agenda kit include: the Board’s Agenda for the public hearing; the
resolution of Community Council 11 (dated November 3, 2008) containing its recommendation; the
resolution of the PAB (dated November 19, 2008) containing its recommendation; a summary of the
minutes of the PAB public hearing addressing the amendment application; a summary matrix of the
recommendations of the Depariment of Planning and Zoning (DP&Z), Community Council 11 and
the PAB; and any jadditional materials pertaining to the application.

\A

Alex Mufioz
Assistant Count Manager




PARKLAND APPLICATION MATRIX
Summary of Recommendations/Revised Recommendations by DP&Z, Community Council, PAB and BCC

Parkland Application to Amend the CDMP

DP&Z Initial West Kendall Local Planning Board of County Ohjections, DP&Z Revised Local Planning Board of County
Recommendation Community Agency Commissioners Recommendations | Recommendation Agency Final Commissioners
Council 14 Recommendation i Recommendation and Comments Recommendation Final Actions
Application | Commissioner! Issues
BCC District/ {Nov. 3, 2008}
(Oct. 21, 2008) {Nov. 18, 2008) (Dec. 18, 2008)
Parkland Dennis C. Moss | Deny and do not Accept and Adopt and
CDMP 19 Transmit Transmit Transmit
Amendment




MIAMIDADE

Memorandum

Date: December 18, 2008

To: Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro

and Members, Board of County Commissioners Special item No. 1

From: George M. Burgess

County Manager ¥ -

Subject: Resolution and Public Hearing for Transmittal to the Florida Department of
Community Affairs of the Proposed “Parkland” Comprehensive Development
Master Plan Amendment

Recommendation

It is recommended that the Board of County Commissioners deny transmittal of the Parkland
application to amend the Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP) to the Florida
Department of Community Affairs (DCA). The Board may consider a resolution to transmit or
deny transmittal of the Parkland application.

Scope
The CDMP is a broad-based countywide policy-planning document to guide future growth and

development in Miami-Dade County, to insure the adequate provision of public facilities and
services for existing and future populations, and to maintain or improve the quality of the natural
and man-made environment. The propesed CDMP amendment application is located within
Commission District 9, and relates to a 961.15-acre site located between SW 162 and SW 177
(Krome) Avenues, from SW 136 Street and theoretical SW 152 Street, The proposed CDMP
amendment is expected to have a countywide impact.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal impact refers to the revenues and expenditures of the County for implementing the

activities or actions that would be incurred by the County for related infrastructure and services
if the application is approved and developed. Ordinance 01-183 requires the review procedures
for amendments to the CDMP to include for any proposed land use change a written evaluation
of the estimated incremental and cumulative impact on Miami-Dade County for bringing such
public infrastructure to the area as well as the costs of operating it annually.

The applicant will be responsible for most of the major infrastructure improvements needed to
serve the proposed development, including: roadways, water, sewer, parks, police, fire, and
school facilities. Information on the preliminary identification of needed infrastructure is
provided in the Assessment of Impacts on Public Facilities section of the Updated Initial
Recommendations Report. It should be noted that the applicable infrastructure costs are
expected to exceed the impact fee revenues required for payment by the developer. Final
requirements for the major infrasfructure improvements and costs will be the subject of the DRI
development order process. Miami-Dade County will be responsible for the maintenance and
operations for facilities, {(not inciuding schools) and other governmental services.

The applicant has presented information during public hearings regarding County revenues and
expenditures from the Parkland project. The applicant has stated in the public hearings that the
Parkland project will produce a significant surplus of revenues to the County on an annual basis.
Staff cannot validate this claim. The applicant’s analysis has combined UMSA and County-wide
revenues from various taxing jurisdictions to generate a surplus. This methodology is
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inappropriate for this analysis. Staff has analyzed operating costs and projected revenues
(based on the development program and taxable values provided by the applicant) to estimate
annual fiscal impact. This estimate indicates the annual County-wide, UMSA, and other
revenues generated from the development could adequately fund operating costs at a marginal
surplus or loss to the County assuming current levels of service. Whether the revenues
generated by the Parkiand development can support the required operations funded by the
UMSA and County-wide budgets, will be a direct function of service levels and tax rates levied
in future years. In the case of Fire and Library services, Parkland will be a net cost to the Fire
and Library district budgets.

Track Record/Monitor
CDMP Amendments do not involve contracts so a Track Record/Monitoring is not applicable.

Background
The Parkland application tc amend Miami-Dade County's CDMP was filed on December 21,

2007 and is being processed concurrently with an Application for Development Approval (ADA),
which was filed in August of 2006, The proposed Parkland amendment application seeks to
expand the Urban Development Boundary (UDB}) to include a 961-acre site, and requests a land
use amendment to the Adopted 2015 and 2025 Land Use Plan {LUP) map of the CDMP to
redesignate the subject site from “Agriculture” to residential, commercial, and industrial uses.
According to the proposed development program, the Parkland project would include the
construction of 6,941 residential dwelling units; 200,000 sq. ft. of retail space; a 100,000 sq. ft.
medical office complex; a 200 room hospital; a 550,000 sq. ft. industrial complex; two (2} K-8
schools and one (1) High School; 50,000 sq. ft. of community uses (library, police, fire, etc.),
and 67.6 acres of public parks.

In addition to the land use changes discussed above, the Parkland application to amend the
CDMP also seeks various text changes. The text changes call for a new policy to be added to
the CDMP that would require a unanimous vote from the Board of County Commissioners to
expand the UDB west of SW 177 Avenue (Krome), from SW 8 Street to SW 288 Street. The
application also calls for the text of the Concurrency Management Program in the Capital
Improvements Element to exempt “other rail transit center[s]” from transportation concurrency.
Furthermore, the roadway, transit, and non-motorized improvements proposed by the
development are reflected in various map changes in the Transportation Element.

Resolution

The action requested of the Board today, after the public hearing, is to consider transmiital of
the proposed CDMP amendment application to DCA and other agencies for consistency review
with applicable plans, process and regulations. If the application is approved for transmittal, it
will be submitted to DCA for review and issuance of the Objections, Recommendations and
Comments (ORC) report by DCA.

If the application is transmitted, it is anticipated that the DCA will return an ORC report in March
2009 addressing the transmitted application. Preceding the final hearing by the Board, the
Department of Planning and Zoning (DP&Z) will respond to any DCA objections and may issue
a revised recommendation. The Local Planning Agency (i.e., Planning Advisory Board) will
conduct an additional public hearing and may also issue a revised recommendation. The Board
is scheduled to conduct a final public hearing on the transmitted application in or about May

..
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2009. The Board is required to take final action on the transmitted appiication within 60 days
after receipt of the ORC report from the DCA, unless the Applicant, pursuant to Section 2-116.1
of the County Code, extends this time through a written request.

Department of Planning and Zoning Recommendation
The DP&Z recommends for the Board to DENY AND DO NQT TRANSMIT the amendment

application. The initial recommendation of the DP&Z is contained in a document titled, “/nitial
Recommendation Parkfand DRI Application To Amend The Comprehensive Development
Master Plan, Part 1 and Part 2," dated October 20, 2008 and in the summary matrix included in
the agenda kit materials for this public hearing.

Community Council 11 Recommendation

The recommendation of Community Council 11 is to ACCEPT AND TRANSMIT the amendment
application. The recommendation of Community Council 11 is contained in their resolution and
in the summary matrix included in the agenda kit materials for this public hearing.

Local Planning Agency Recommendation

The recommendation of the Planning Advisory Board, acting as Miami-Dade County’'s Local
Planning Agency, is to ADOPT AND TRANSMIT. The recommendation of the PAB is contained
in their resolution and in the summary matrix included in the agenda kit materials for this public
hearing.

Resolution Format

As provided in the County Code, transmittal instructions are to be issued by resolution. Section
1 of the attached resolution contains spaces where the Board's adopted transmittal instruction
will be entered for the CDMP amendment application. Transmittal instructions shall be
“Transmit” or “Do Not Transmit.” Transmittal does not constitute adoption of the application;
however, denial of transmittal in effect denies any further consideration of the application.

Section 2 of the resolution requests DCA to review and return its ORC report on the transmitted
application before the Board conducts its next public hearing to take final action on the
application.

AL/

Alexflufioz )
Assistant County Manager




MEMORANDUM

(Revised)
TO: Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro DATE: December 18, 2008
and Members, Board of County Commissioners
FROM: R.A.C evas,?rj SUBJECT: Special Item No. 1

County Attorney

Please note any items checked.

“4-Day Rule” (“3-Day Rule” for committees) applicable if raised
6 weeks required between first reading and public hearing

4 weeks notification to municipal officials required prior to public
hearing

Decreases revenues or increases expenditures withoﬁt halancing budget
Budget required

Statement of fiscal impact required

Bid waiver requiring County Manager’s writtcn recommendation

Ordinance creating a new board requires detailed County Manager’s
report for public hearing

Housekeeping item (no policy decision required)

‘j/ No committee review
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO APPLICATION REQUESTING
AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT
MASTER PLAN FILED FOR PROCESSING CONCURRENTLY WITH
THE "PARKLAND" DEVELLOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI}
APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL (ADA);
INSTRUCTING THE COUNTY MANAGER WHETHER OR NOT TO
TRANSMIT THE APPLICATION TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT
OF COMMUNITY  AFFAIRS; REQUESTING FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS TO REVIEW THE
APPLICATION; RESERVING THE RIGHT TO TAKE FINAL ACTION
AT A LATER DATE; AND DECLARING INTENT TO CONDUCT ONE
OR MORE SUBSEQUENT PUBLIC HEARINGS.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 163, Part 2, Fiorida Statutes (F.S.) and Chapters 9J-5,
9J-11, and 9J-12, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan (CDMP) for Miami-Dade County was adopted by the Miami-Dade County Board of
County Commissioners (Board) in 1988; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 380.06(6), F.S., provides a procedure for accepting and processing
an application to amend a local comprehensive plan concurrently with an Application for
Development Approval (ADA) for a Development of Regional Impact (DRI); and

WHEREAS, Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, provides
procedures for amending the CDMP which comply with the requirements of the foregoing State
Statutes and Administrative Code; and

WHEREAS, a CDMP amendment application was filed for concurrent processing with an
ADA for the Parkland DRI, as provided in Chapter 380.06(8), F.S., and Section 2-116.1, of the
County Code; and

WHEREAS, the Miami-Dade County Department of Pianning and Zoning (DP&Z) issued
its initial recommendation addressing the referenced CDMP amendment application in the
report titled "Initial Recommendation Parkland DRI Application to Amend the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan, Part 1 and Part 2" dated October 20, 2008, as required by Section 2-
116.1, Code of Miami-Dade County, and may issue revised a recommendation on the
transmitted application prior to final action by the Board; and

S
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WHEREAS, affected Community Council 11 has acted in accordance with County
procedures, and conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 3, 2008, to receive
public comments on the subject COMP amendment application and on the recommendation of
the DP&Z, and issued its recommendation addressing transmittal and final action by the Board;

and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), acting as the Local Planning Agency
(LPA), conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 19, 2008, to address the
application, the recommendations of the affected Community Council and the DP&Z, and to
address transmittal of the amendment application to the Florida Department of Community
Affairs {DCA) and other State and regional agencies for review and comment; and

WHEREAS, at the conclusion of its public hearing the LPA adopted its
recommendations regarding iransmittal of the application to the DCA, recommendations
regarding State agency review of the transmitted application, and recommendations regarding
subsequent final action by the Board of County Commissioners as required by Section 2-116.1,
Code of Miami-Dade County, and Section 9J-11, Florida Administrative Code, with the
understanding that the LPA will further evaluate the transmitted application and may
subsequently issue revised recommendations following one or more duly noticed public
hearings after receipt of comments from the DCA; and

WHEREAS, all existing lawful uses and zoning in effect prior to a CDMP amendment are
deemed to remain consistent with the CDMP as amended uniess the Board of County
Commissioners, in conjunction with a particular zoning action, finds such preexisting zoning or
uses to be inconsistent with the CDMP based upon a planning study or activity addressing the
criteria set forth in the CDMP; and

WHEREAS, the approval of an amendment to the CDMP does not assure favorable
action upon any application for zoning or other land use approval but is part of the overall land
use policies of the County; and

WHEREAS, any application for zoning or other land use approval involves the
application of the County's overall land use policies to the particular request under

consideration; and

o
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WHEREAS, the County's overall land use policies include, but are not limited to, the
CDMP in its entirety and the County's land development regulations; and

WHEREAS, this Board desires to further evaiuate, without prejudice, the application filed
for review and action in association with the "Parkland” CDMP amendment, and which is hereby
transmitted,

NOW, THEREFORE BE [T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA, that:

Section 1. The Board, having considered the following application requesting an
amendment to the CDMP, hereby directs the County Manager to act in accordance with the
transmittal instructions set forth in this section for such application. For any such application
where the instruction is to Transmit or Do Not Transmit, pursuant to Section 2-116.1(3)(g),
Miami-Dade County Code, the Board directs the Manager to transmit or not transmit the
application to the DCA and to zall other agencies required pursuant to Chapter 163.3184, F.S.,
along with alfl other materials required by Chapter 9J-11, F.A.C., as follows:

¢ Applicant/Representatives + Transmittal
+ Location and size Recommendation
REQUESTED CHANGES TO THE CDMP * Recommendation as

to Subsequent Action

Applicant/Representatives

Krome Groves Land Trust, Guherqui International, S.A. and Corsica
West Il Land Trust / Jeffrey Bercow, Esq. and Graham Penn, Esgq.,
Representatives

Location and size

961.15 acres located outside the Urban Development Boundary
(UDB), between SW 162 Avenue and SW 177 Avenue, from SW 136
Street to theoretical SW 152 Street.

Requested Changes to the Land Use Element:
1.

Expand the 2015 Urban Development Boundary (UDB) to include
the application area;

Redesignate approximately 961.15 acres of "Agriculture” on the
LUP Map as follows:

o 438.55 acres to Low Density Residential (Parcels 1 and 7)
428.37 acres to Low-Medium Density (Parcels 2 and 5B)
37.24 acres to Business and Office (Parcels 3 and 5A)
17.99 acres to Office/Residential (Parcel 4)

39.00 acres to industrial and Office {(Parcel 6)

OO0 00
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3. Redesignate the following roadways on the LUP map as "Major
Roadways":

o SW 136 Street; SW 152 Street; SW 144 Street; SW 162
Avenue; SW 167 Avenue; and SW 172 Avenue.

4. Add Policy LU-8H to the text of the Land Use Element as follows;

LU-8H Any application seeking to expand the UDB west of SW
177 Avenue (Krome Avenue) in the area befween

Tamiami Traii and SW 288 Street shall only be approved

following an affirmative vote of the total membership of
the Board of County Commissioners then in office.

Requested Changes to the Transportation Element;
5. Inthe Traffic Circulation Subelement, change the following maps:

o Planned Year 2025 Roadway Network Map (Figure 1) fo
redesignate the number of roadway lanes for SW 136 Street,
SW 152 Street, SW 144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, SW 167
Avenue, and SW 117 Avenue.

‘o Roadway Functional Classification - 2025 Map (Figure 3) to
redesignate the following roadways as "County Collector" or
"County Minor Arterial;" SW 136 Street, SW 152 Street, SW
144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, and SW 167 Avenue.

o Change the Planned Non-Motorized Network 2025 Map
(Figure 6) to designate bicycle facilities within the application
area and connectivity between bicycle facilities on SW 152
Street and SW 177 Avenue.

6. In the Mass Transit Subelement, change the Future Mass Transit
System 2015-2025 Metrobus Service Area and Rapid Transit
Corridors Map (Figure 1) and the Future Mass Transit System
2025 Rapid Transit Corridors Map (Figure 2} to include a transit
center within the Parkland application area.

Requested Changes to the Capital Improvements Element (CIE)
7. Revise the text of item 3(d) in the "Concurrency Management
Program”, as follows:

3(d) The proposed development is located inside the UDB, and
directly and significantly promotes public transportation by
incorporating within the development a Metrorail,
Metromover or TriRail or other rail_iransit center, or a
Metrobus terminal' for multiple Metrobus routes, or is an
office, hotel or residential development located within one-

N
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quarter miie of a Metrorail, Metromover or TriRail or_other
rail transit cenier, or a Metrobus terminal for mulitiple
Metrobus routes®: and

' Metrobus terminals for multiple routes are those non-rail transit centers as mapped in the
CDMP Mass Transit Subelement, which contain dedicated parking facitities or significant
transit patron structures and amenities.

2 Planned stations and terminals shall not serve as a basis to grant this concurrency exception if

the station, associaied rapid transit comidor segment, or terminal is identified in the

Transporiation Element as “not cost feasible”.

Section 2. If transmittal is directed, the Board hereby requests the DCA to review the
fransmitted comprehensive plan amendment application pursuant to Chapter 163.3184(6),
Florida Statutes.

Section 3. If transmittal is directed, the Board hereby reserves its right to take final
action without prejudice at a later date to adopt, adopt with changes, or not adopt any and all
pending applications and proposals following receipt of notice or comments by DCA, and
following one or more final public hearings by this Board, all as authorized by Chapter 163.3184,
F.S. and Section 2-116.1, Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida.

Section 4. If transmiittal is directed, the Board declares its intention to conduct and
adveriise one or more public hearings in 2009 to address the comprehensive plan amendment
application.

The foregoing resolution was offered by Commissioner
who moved its adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner

and upon being put to a vote, the vote was as follows:

Dennis C. Moss, Chairman
Jose "Pepe" Diaz, Vice-Chairman

Bruno A. Barreiro Audrey M. Edmonson
Carlos A. Gimenez Sally A. Heyman
Barbara J. Jordan Joe A. Martinez
Dorrin D. Rolle Natacha Seijas

Katy Sorenson Rebeca Sosa

Sen. Javier D. Souto
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The Chairperson thereupon declared the resolution duly passed and
adopted this 18" day of December, 2008. This resolution shall become effective
ten (10) days after the date of its adoption unless vetoed by the Mayor, and if

vetoed, shall become effective only upon an override by this Board.

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA
BY ITS BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

HARVEY RUVIN, CLERK

By:
Deputy Clerk
Approved by County Attorney as '/ /K
to form and legal sufficiency. :{fi___
#
Joni Armstrong Coffey

™~
Q)



Memorandum @

Date: December 18, 2008

To: Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro
and Members, Board of Cour}:y Commissioners

Subject: Ordinance Providing Diéposition of the “Parkland” Application to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan

Special item No. 2

From: George M. Burgess
County Manager

.-""? V

Recommendation

if the Board approves the resolution (Special ltem No. 1) to transmit the Parkiand application to
amend the Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP), it is recommended that the
Board proceed to consider the first reading of an ordinance to adopt, adopt with change or deny
the subject application. The first reading of the Ordinance will occur at the conclusion of the
public hearing, scheduled for December 18, 2008 at 9:30 AM, regarding the transmittal of the
referenced CDMP amendment application to the Florida Department of Community Affairs
{DCA,) for review.

The Parkland CDMP amendment application was filed for concurrent processing with a
separate, but related, Application for Development Approval (ADA) for the Parkland
Development of Regional Impact (DRI). If Special ltem No. 1 is adopted to fransmit, the special
concurrent process provided in Chapter 380.06(6), F. S., and Section 2-116.1 of the Code of
Miami-Dade County allows the Board to schedule the final action on the CDMP amendment
Ordinance at the public hearing scheduled in or about May 2009.

Please be aware that Section 163.3177{12)(j), Florida Statutes (F.S.) precludes local
governments from adopting amendments that increase residential density until a public school
facilities element has been adopted. Thus, the Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA)
may find the land use amendments increasing residential density not in compiliance until an
amendment to the CDMP, and an Interlocal Agreement with the School Board of Miami-Dade
County and the municipalities in Miami-Dade County establishing a public school concurrency
program have been adopted as required by Section 163.3177(12)(j), F.S. This finding may be
made by DCA even with a delayed effective date clause pending school concurrency in the
ordinance.

Scope

The CDMP is a broad-based countywide policy-planning document to guide future growth and
development in Miami-Dade County, to insure the adequate provision of public facilities and
services for existing and future populations, and to maintain or improve the quality of the natural
and man-made environment. The proposed CDMP amendment application is located within
Comrnission District 9, and relates to a 961.15-acre site located between SW 162 and SW 177
(Krome) Avenues, from SW 136 Street and theoretical SW 152 Street. The proposed COMP
amendment is expected to have a countywide impact.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal impact refers to the cost to the County of implementing the activities or actions that would

be incurred after approval of the CDMP amendment application. Ordinance 01-163 requires the
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Fiscal Impact
Fiscal impact refers to the revenues and expenditures of the County for implementing the

activities or actions that would be incurred by the County for related infrastructure and services
if the application is approved and developed. Ordinance 01-163 requires the review procedures
for amendments to the CDMP to inciude for any proposed land use change a written evaluation
of the estimated incremental and cumulative impact on Miami-Dade County for bringing such
public infrastructure to the area as well as the costs of operating it annually.

The applicant will be responsible for most of the major infrastructure improvements needed to
serve the proposed development, including: roadways, water, sewer, parks, police, fire, and
school facilities. Information on the preliminary identification of needed infrastructure is
provided in the Assessment of Impacts on Public Facilities section of the Updated Initial
Recommendations Report. It should be noted that the applicable infrastructure costs are
expected to exceed the impact fee revenues required for payment by the developer. Final
requirements for the major infrastructure improvements and costs will be the subject of the DRI
development order process. Miami-Dade County will be responsible for the maintenance and
operations for facilities, (not including schools) and other governmental services.

The applicant has presented information during public hearings regarding County revenues and
expenditures from the Parkland project. The applicant has stated in the public hearings that the
Parkland project will produce a significant surplus of revenues to the County on an annual basis.
Staff cannot validate this claim. The applicant’s analysis has combined UMSA and County-wide
revenues from various taxing jurisdictions to generate a surplus. This methodology is
inappropriate for this analysis. Staff has analyzed operating costs and projected revenues
(based on the development program and taxable values provided by the applicant) to estimate
annual fiscal impact. This estimate indicates the annual County-wide, UMSA, and other
revenues generated from the development couid adequately fund operating costs at a marginal
surplus or loss to the County assuming current levels of service. Whether the revenues
generated by the Parkland development can support the required operations funded by the
UMSA and County-wide budgets, will be a direct function of service levels and tax rates [evied
in future years. In the case of Fire and Library services, Parkland will be a net cost to the Fire
and Library district budgets.

Housing Impact
Based upon the current fand use designation of the application site and the requested re-

designation, the Parkland application to amend the CDMP has the potential to increase the
County's housing supply. The current CDMP designation (Agriculture) for the application site
allows maximum of 192 residential units. The proposed CDMP designation will allow an
additional 6,749 units, for a total residential capacity of 6,941 units. It should be noted,
however, that the first certificates of occupancy for the Parkland residential units will not be
issued until 2014 and buildout of the project will be 2018.

Track Record/Monitor
CDMP Amendments do not involve contracts so a Track Record/Monitoring is not applicable.

Backqround
The Parkiand application to amend Miami-Dade County's CDMP was filed on December 21,

2007 and is being processed concurrently with an Application for Development Approval (ADA),
which was filed in August of 2006. The proposed Parkland amendment application seeks to
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expand the Urban Development Boundary (UDB}) to include a 961-acre site, and requests a land
use amendment to the Adopted 2015 and 2025 Land Use Plan (LUP) map of the CDMP to
redesignate the subject site from “Agriculture” to residential, commercial, and industrial uses.
According to the proposed development program, the Parkland project would inciude the
construction of 6,941 residential dwelling units; 200,000 sq. ft. of retail space; a 100,000 sq. ft.
medical office complex; a 200 room hospital; a 550,000 sq. ft. industrial complex; two (2) K-8
schools and one (1) High School; 50,000 sq. ft. of community uses (library, police, fire, etc.);
and 67.6 acres of public parks.

in addition to the {and use changes discussed above, the Parkland application to amend the
CDMP also seeks various text changes. The text changes call for a new policy to be added to
the CDMP that would require a unanimous vote from the Board of County Commissioners to
expand the UDB west of 177 Avenue (Krome), from SW 8 Street to SW 288 Street. The
application also calls for the text of the Concurrency Management Program in the Capital
iImprovements Element to exempt “other rail transit center{s]” from transportation concurrency.
Furthermore, the roadway, transit, and non-motorized improvements proposed by the
development are reflected in various map changes in the Transportation Element.

The attached Ordinance provides for action on the proposed CDMP application to the LUP map
and the text of the CDMP. The resolution (Special Item No. 1) accompanying this ordinance
(Special ltem No. 2) requests a review and issuance of the Objections, Recommendations and
Comments (ORC) report by DCA on the transmitted application. It is anticipated that the DCA’s
ORC report on the application will be returned to the County in or about March 2009. The
County is required to take final action on the transmitted application within 60 days after receipt
of the ORC report, unless this time is extended by the Applicant upon written request, pursuant
to Section 2-116.1 of the County Code. The Depariment of Planning and Zoning (DP&Z) may
issue a revised recommendation, and the Planning Advisory Board will conduct a second public
hearing and issue a revised recommendation between the time DCA issues its ORC report and
the Board conducts its final hearing. By approving the Ordinance on first reading, the Board is
in a position to conduct a public hearing and take final action on the amendment application
after receipt of the ORC report from DCA.

il

l/

Alex Murioz
Assistant County Nanager




MEMORANDUM

(Revised)

TO: Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro DATE: December 18, 2008

and Members, Board of County Commissioners

¢,

FROM: R.A.Cdevas, Jr! SUBJECT: Special Item No. 2
County Attorney

Please note any items checked.

“4-Day Rule” (“3-Day Rule” for committces) applicable if raised
6 weeks required between first reading and public hearing

4 weeks notification to municipal officials required prior te public
hearing

Decreases revenues or increases expenditufes withoﬁt balancing budget
Budget required

Statement of fiscal impact required

Bid waiver requiring County Manager’s written recommendation

Ordinance creating a new board requires detailed County Manager’s
report for public hearing

Housekeeping item (no policy decision required)

; ; . No committee review
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Special Item No. 2
12-18-08
Qverride

ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE RELATING TO MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN; PROVIDING
DISPOSITION OF APPLICATION REQUESTING AMENDMENT TO
THE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN FILED
FOR PROCESSING CONCURRENTLY WITH THE "PARKLAND"
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI) APPLICATION FOR
DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL (ADA); PROVIDING SEVERABILITY,
EXCLUSION FROM THE CODE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, Chapter 183, Part 2, and 380.06, Florida Statutes, and associated
administrative regulations establish procedures for amending local government comprehensive
plans; and

WHEREAS, the Miami-Dade County Board of County Commissioners (Board) has
provided a procedure {(codified as Section 2-1186.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida)
to amend, modify, add to or change the Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development
Master Ptan (CDMP); and

WHEREAS, Chapter 380.06(6), F.S. and Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade
County provide procedures for accepting and processing applications to amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP) concurrently with an Application for
Development Approval (ADA) for a Development of Regional Impact (DR}); and

WHEREAS, consideration of such concurrent applications is exempt from the twice-per-
year statutory limitation on adoption of comprehensive plan amendments pursuant to Chapter
163, F.S.; and

WHEREAS, a CDMP amendment application was filed for concurrent processing
with an ADA for the Parkland DRI, as provided in Chapter 380.06(6), F.S., and Section 2-
116.1, of the County Code; and

WHEREAS, the Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning (DP&2) issued
its initial recommendation addressing the referenced CDMP amendment application in the
report titled "Initial Recommendation Parkland DRI Application to Amend the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan, Part 1 and Part 2" dated October 20, 2008; and

—
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WHEREAS, affected Community Council 11 has acted in accord with County
procedures, and conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 3, 2008, to receive
public comments on the subject COMP amendment Application and on the recommendations of
the Department of Planning and Zoning (DP&Z), and to formulate recommendations regarding
transmittal and final action on the requested amendments; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), acting as the Local Planning Agency
(LPA), conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 19, 2008 to address the subject
CDMP amendment Application, the recommendations of the affected Community Council, the
DP&Z transmittal of the amendment Application to DCA for State agency review, and to
formulate recommendations regarding final action on the requested Plan amendments; and

WHEREAS, on December 18, 2008, this Board, by Resolution, instructed the County
Manager to transmit the referenced application to the Florida Department of Community Affairs
(DCA) pursuant to Section 163.3184(3), F.S.; and

WHEREAS, two extensions to the Code deadlines were requested by the applicant by
letters dated May 20, 2008 and July 1, 2008 and granied by DP&Z, as allowed by Section 2-
116.1(5)(a)(7) of the Code of Miami-Dade County, in order to resolve outstanding issues; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners is required by the Code of Miami-Dade
County (Code) to take final action to Adopt, Adopt With Change, or Deny the amendment
application not later than sixty (60) days after receipt of written comments from DCA addressing
the Application, unless an extension of that deadline is timely requested by the applicant; and

WHEREAS, the DP&Z and the Local Planning Agency (LPA) may issue revised
recommendations addressing the transmitted plan amendmeni application after receipt of
comments from the DCA and prior to final hearing and action by the Board of County

Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, all existing lawful uses and zoning in effect prior to a COMP amendment are
deemed to remain consistent with the CDMP as amended uniess the Board, in conjunction with
a particular zoning action, finds such preexisting zoning or uses to be inconsistent with the
CDMP based upon a planning study or activity addressing the criteria set forth in the CDMP;
and

o



Special ltem No. 2
Page No. 3

WHEREAS, the approval of an amendment to the CDMP does not assure favorable
action upon any application for zoning or other land use approval but is part of the overall land
use policies of the County; and

WHEREAS, any application for zoning or other land use approval involves the
application of the County's overall land use policies to the particular request under
consideration; and

WHEREAS, the County's overall land use policies include, but are not limited to, the
CDMP in its entirety and the County's land development regulations; and

WHEREAS, this Board has conducted the public hearings required by the referenced
procedures preparatory to enactment of this ordinance,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA, that:

Section 1. All matters set forth in the preamble are found to be true and are hereby
incorporated by reference as if set forth verbatim and adopted.

Section 2. This Board hereby desires fo take further action on the pending CDMP
amendment filed in association with the ADA for the Parkiand DRI as follows:

Applicant/Representatives Final Action
Location and size
REQUESTED CHANGES TQO THE CDMP

Applicant/Representatives

Krome Groves Land Trust, Guherqui International, S.A. and Corsica
West il Land Trust / Jeffrey Bercow, Esq. and Graham Penn, Esq.,
Representatives

Location and size

961.15 acres located outside the Urban Development Boundary
(UDB), between SW 162 Avenue and SW 177 Avenue, from SW 136
Street to theoretical SW 152 Street.

Requested Changes to the Land Use Element:
1.

2. Redesignate approximately 961.15 acres of "Agriculture” on the

Expand the 2015 Urban Development Boundary (UDB) to include
the application area,

LUP Map as follows:

5
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438.55 acres to Low Density Residential {(Parcels 1 and 7)
428.37 acres to Low-Medium Density (Parcels 2 and 5B)
37.24 acres o Business and Office (Parcels 3 and 5A)
17.99 acres to Office/Residential (Parcel 4)

39.00 acres to Industrial and Office (Parcel 8)

OO0 000

3. Redesignate the following roadways on the LUP map as "Major
Roadways":

o SW 136 Street; SW 152 Street; SW 144 Street; SW 162
Avenue: SW 187 Avenue; and SW 172 Avenue.

4. Add Policy LU-8H to the text of the Land Use Element as follows;

LU-8H Any application seeking to expand the UDB west of SW
177 Avenue (Krome Avenue) in the area between

Tamiami _Trail and SW 288 Street shail only be
approved following an_affirmative vote of the total
membership of the Board of County Commissioners
then in office.

Requested Changes to the Transportation Element:
5. Inthe Traffic Circulation Subelement, change the following maps:

o Planned Year 2025 Roadway Network Map (Figure 1) to
redesignate the number of roadway lanes for SW 136 Sireet,
SW 152 Street, SW 144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, SW 167
Avenue, and SW 117 Avenue.

o Roadway Functional Classification - 2025 Map (Figure 3) {o
redesignate the following roadways as "County Collector” or
"County Minor Arterial:" SW 136 Street, SW 152 Street, SW
144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, and SW 167 Avenue.

o Change the Planned Non-Motorized Network 2025 Map
(Figure B) to designate bicycle facilities within the application
area and connectivity between bicycle facilities on SW 152
Strest and SW 177 Avenue.

6. In the Mass Transit Subelement, change the Future Mass Transit
System 2015-2025 Metrobus Service Area and Rapid Transit
Corridors Map (Figure 1) and the Future Mass Transit System
2025 Rapid Transit Corridors Map (Figure 2) to include a transit
center within the Parkland application area.

Requested Changes to the Capital Improvements Element (CIE)
7. Revise the text of item 3(d) in the "Concurrency Management
Program", as follows:

¢
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3(d) The proposed development is located inside the UDB, and
directly and significantly promotes public transportation by
incorporating within the development a Metrorail,
Metromover or TriRait or other rail fransit center, or a
Metrobus terminal' for multiple Metrobus routes, or is an
office, hotel or residential development located within one-
quarter mile of a Metrorail, Metromover or TriRail or other
rail _transit center, or a Meirobus terminal for multiple
Metrobus routes®; and

' Metrobus terminals for muktiple routes are those non-rail ransit centers as mapped in the
CDMP Mass Transit Subelement, which contain dedicated parking facilities or significant
transit patron structures and amenities.

2 Planned stations and terminals shall not serve as a basis to grant this concurrency exception if
the station, associated rapid transit corridor segment, or terminal is identified in the
Transportation Element as “not cost feasible”.

Section 3. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or provision of this ordinance is
heid invalid, the remainder of this ordinance shall not be affected thereby. If any portion of the
application is found to be not in compliance pursuant to Section 163.3184, F.S., the remainder
of the application as adopted by this ordinance shall not be affected thereby.

Section 4. It is the intention of the Board, and it is hereby ordained that the provisions
of this ordinance shall be excluded from the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida.

Section 5. This ordinance shall become effective ten (I0) days after the date of
enactment, unless vetoed by the Mayor, and if veioed, shall become effective only upon an
override by this Board; however, the effective date of any individual plan amendment included
within the overall amendment shall be in accordance with the following language which is
included at the request of the Florida Department of Community Affairs without any admission
by Miami-Dade County of the authority of the Department of Community Affairs or any other
governfnental entity to request or require such language: "The effective date of the plan
amendment approved by this ordinance shall be the date a final order is issued by the
Department of Community Affairs or Administration Commission finding the amendment in
compliance in accordance with Section 163.3184(1)(b), Florida Statutes, whichever occurs
earlier. No development orders, development permits, or land uses dependent on such
amendment may be issued or commence before it has become effective. If a final order of
noncompliance is issued by the Administration Commission, this amendment may nevertheless
be made effective by adoption of a resolution affirming its effective status, a copy of which

<L
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resolution shall be filed with the Clerk of the Board and sent to the Department of Community
Affairs, Division of Resource Planning and Management, Plan Processing Team. The
Department's notice of intent to find a plan amendment in compliance shall be deemed to be a
final order if no timely petition challenging the amendment is filed." It is further provided that this
ordinance shall not take effect until an amendment io the Comprehensive Development Master
Plan and an Interlocal Agreement with the School Board of Miami-Dade County and the
municipalities in Miami-Dade County establishing a public school concurrency program have
been adopted and transmitted to the Florida Department of Community Affairs as required by
Section 163.3177{12)(j), Florida Statutes.

PASSED AND ADOPTED:

Approved by County Attorney as ;
to form and legal sufficiency: %

Prepared by: .

Joni Armstrong Coffey

/0



RESOLUTION OF THE MIAMI-DADE COUNTY PLANNING ADVISORY
BOARD ACTING AS THE LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY [SSUING
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REGARDING APPLICATION REQUESTING AMENDMENTS TO THE
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN FILED FOR
CONCURRENT PROCESSING WITH THE "PARKLAND" DEVELOPMENT OF
REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI) APPLICATICON FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL
(ADA); TRANSMITTAL TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
AFFAIRS OF THIS APPLICATION TO AMEND THE COMPREHENSIVE
DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN, AND ADOPTING RECOMMENDATIONS
AS TO SUBSEQUENT ACTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 163, Part 2, Florida Statutes (F.S.) and Chapters 9J-5, 9J-11,
and 9J-12, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), the Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP)
for Miami-Dade County was adopted by the Miami-Dade County Board of County Commissioners (Board)

in November 1988; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida, provides procedures for
amending the CDMP in accordance with the requirements of the foregoing State Statutes and

Administrative Codes; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 380.06(6), F.S., provides a procedure for accepling and processing
applications to amend a local comprehensive plan concurrently with an Application for Development
Approval (ADA) for the Parkland Development of Regional Impact (DRI); and

WHEREAS, the Parkland application to amend the CDMP, and the Department of Planning and
Zoning’s (DP&Z) initial recommendation required by Section 2-118.1, Code of Miami-Dade County, are
contained in a document titled "Initial Recommendation Parkland DRI Application to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan, Part 1 and Part 2," dated October 20, 2008; and

WHEREAS, Community Council 11 acted in accord with County procedures and conducted a
duly noticed public hearing on November 3, 2008, to receive public comments on the subject COMP
amendment application and on the initial recommendation of the DP&Z, and to formulate its
recommendation regarding transmittal of the subject CDMP amendment application to the Florida
Department of Community Affairs (DCA) for review and comment, and regarding subsequent final action
to be taken on the requested CDMP amendment; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) acting as the Local Planning Agency (LPA)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing on November 19, 2008 to address the subject COMP
amendment application, the recommendation of the affected Community Council 11 and the DP&Z, to
address transmittal by the Board to the DCA of the subject COMP amendment application for State
agency review and comment, and to address subsequent action on the application by the Board; and

WHEREAS, the DP&Z may subsequently publish a revised recommendation addressing the
transmitted CDMP amendment application; and

WHEREAS, final action by the Board may be fo adopt and fransmit, adopt with changes and
transmit, transmit with no recommendation, or not adopt the subject COMP amendment application;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MIAMI-DADE COUNTY PLANNING
ADVISORY BOARD ACTING AS THE LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY, that:

This Agency hereby makes the following recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners
regarding transmittal to the DCA of the Parkland application to amend the CDMP, and regarding
subsequent action by the Board with the understanding that the LPA may further evaluate the transmitted
application and issue a revised recommendation after the application is reviewed by the DCA:



« Applicant/Representatives

¢ Transmittal

» Location and size Recommendation
+ REQUESTED CHANGES TO THE CDMP + Recommendation as to
Subsequent Action
¢ Krome Groves Land Trust, Guherqui International, S.A. and Corsica West (I
Land TrusY/ Jeffrey Bercow, Esq. and Graham Penn, Esq:, Representatives Adopt and Transmit

» 961.15 acres located outside the Urban Development Boundary (UDB),
between SW 162 Avenue and SW 177 Avenue, from SW 136 Street to

thecretical SW 152 Strest.
Requested Changes to the Land Use Element:

1. Expand the 2015 Urban Development Boundary (UDB) fo include the
application area;

2. Redesignate approximately 961.15 acres of "Agriculture” on the LUP
Map as follows:

438.55 acres to Low Density Residential (Parcels 1 and 7)

428.37 acres to Low-Medium Density (Parcels 2 and 5B)

37.24 acres to Business and Office (Parcels 3 and 5A)

17.99 acres to Office/Residential {Parcel 4)

39.00 acres to Industrial and Office (Parcel 6)

o 0 O 0o ©

3. Redesignate the following roadways on the LUP map as "Major
Roadways™

o SW 136 Strest; SW 152 Street; SW 144 Street; SW 162
Avenue; SW 167 Avenue; and SW 172 Avenue,

4. Add Policy LU-8H to the text of the Land Use Element as follows;

LU-8H  Any application seeking to expand the UDB west of SW 177
Avenue (Krome Avenue) in the area between Tamiami Trail
and SW 288 Sireet shall only be approved following an
affirmative vote of the total membership of the Board_of
County Commissioners then in office.

Requested Changes to the Transportation Element:
5. In the Traffic Circulation Subelement, change the following maps:

o Planned Year 2025 Roadway Network Map (Figure 1} to
redesignate the number of roadway lanes for SW 136 Sirest, SW
152 Street, SW 144 Street, SW 162 Avenue, SW 167 Avéenue, and
SW 117 Avenue.

o Roadway Functional Classification - 2025 Map (Figure 3) to
redesignate the following roadways as "County Collector” or
"County Minor Arterial:" SW 136 Street, SW 152 Street, SW 144
Street, SW 162 Avenue, and SW 167 Avenue.

o Change the Planned Non-Motorized Network 2025 Map (Figure 6)
to designate bicycle faciliies within the application area and
connectivity between bicycle facilities on SW 152 Street and SW
177 Avenue.




8. In the Mass Transit Subelement, change the Future Mass Transit
System 2015-2025 Metrobus Service Area and Rapid Transit
Corridors Map (Figure 1) and the Future Mass Transit System 2025
Rapid Transit Corridors Map (Figure 2) to include a transit center

 within the Parkland application area.

Requested Changes to the Capital Improvements Element (CIE):

7. Revise the text of item 3{d) in the "Goncurrency Management
Program", as follows:

3(d)  The proposed development is located inside the UDB, and
directly and significantly promotes public transportation by
incorporating within the development a Metrorail, Metromover
or TriRail or other rail transit center, or a Matrobus terminal’
for multiple Metrobus routes, or is an office, hotel or
residential development located within one-quarter mile of a
Metrorail, Metromover or TriRail or other rail transit center, or
a Metrobus terminal for multiple Metrobus routes”; and

' Metrobus terminals for multiple routes are those non-rail transit centers as mapped in the CDMP
Mass Transit Subelement, which contain dedicated parking facilities or significant transit patron
structures and amenities. ‘

% planned stations and terminals shall not serve as a basis to grant this concurrency exception if
the station, associated rapid transit corridor segment, or terminai is identified in the
Transportation Element as “not cost feasible”

The foregoing resolution was offered by Board Member Al Maloof who moved its adoption. The
motion was seconded by Board Member Horacio Carlos Huembes and upon being put to a vote, the vote
was as follows:

Reginald J. Clyne Absent Felipe Llanos Absent
Antonio Fraga Absent Al Maloof Yes
Pamela Gray No Ralph Ramirez Absent
Rolando Iglesias Yes William W. Riley Yes
Eddy Joachin Absent Wayne Rinehart Yes
Daniel Kaplan Yes Chiristi Sherouse No
Douglas A. Krueger Absent  Jay Sosna No
Serafin Leal Absent
Georgina Santiago, Chair Yes

HMoracio Carlos Huembes, Vice Chair Yes

The foregoing action was taken by the PAB acting as the LPA at the conclusion of its public
hearing on November 19, 2008, and is certified correct by Marc C. LaFerrier, Executive Secretary of the

Planning Advi Board.
anning Advisory Boar | | ~

dare C. taFerrier




I. Opening Remarks

Ms. Georgina Santiago, Chair of the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), acting as the Local
Planning Agency (LPA), convened the public hearing at 12:45 PM on November 19, 2008. Ms.
Santiago welcomed the audience to the PAB's transmittal public hearing on the Parkland
Development of Regional Impact (DRI) Application to amend the Comprehensive Development
Master Plan (CDMP). The Chair introduced all PAB members and stated that the Planning
Advisory Board was established by Miami-Dade County Charter and that the Miami-Dade
County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) appointed each of the 15 voting Board
Members. Chair Santiago also stated that the Board has two non-voting members, Mr. Ivan
Rodriguez, appointee of the Miami-Dade County School Board, and Mr. Larry Ventura from the
Homestead Air Reserve Base (not-present). She added that all of the Board Members are
residents of Miami-Dade County and serve on the Board without compensation.

Chair Santiago explained that the Board’s responsibility is to make recommendations to the
BCC on planning-related issues, and that the PAB, acting as the Local Planning Agency, will
conduct the public hearing with assistance from the Department of Planning & Zoning (DP&2Z)
staff. The Chair continued to explain that the purpose of the hearing is for the Board to receive
public comments on the proposed Parkland DRI Application, the initial recommendation from
the BP&Z, the recommendation from the affected community council, and to formulate a
recommendation to the BCC regarding this application. The Chair provided an overview of the
procedures for the public hearing, which was followed by an introduction of Mr. Mark Woemer,
Chief of the Metropolitan Planning Section in the Department of Planning and Zoning, who
summarized the Parkland DRI Application before the Board.

II. Staff Presentation

Prior to introducing the Parkland DRI Application, Mr. Woerner provided an overview of the DRI
application process; alf locai, regional, and state agencies involved; and key dates relating to
the aforementioned DRI application. He proceeded with a brief summary of the DRI application
citing all of the proposed CDMP amendment requests by the applicant including ail of the
developer’'s commitment to improve public facilities, infrastructure, and transit service affecting
the application site. Mr. Woerner then proceeded to highlight the basis for Staffs initial
recommendation of the DRI application. The Staff’s supply and demand analysis of residential
land concluded that no need exists to expand the UDB at this time. He also cited CDMP land
use polices that focus on land use compatibility issues, urban sprawl, agricultural land
preservation, and the proposed development's impact to county public facilities, services and
infrastructure, environmental and historical resources, the public school system, and the need to
expand Urban Development Boundary (UDB) to accommodate residential growth.

Mr. Woerner also detailed DP&Z's methodology for the supply and demand of residential land,
which analyses developable vacant land capacity, redevelopment capacity, and urban centers
capacity countywide. Mr. Woerner concluded by addressing the various operating costs the
Parkland DRI would impose on County agencies, the applicant's proposed policy changes to the
CIE Concurrency Management Program and the Land use Element of the CDMP, the proposed
DRY's lack of self-sustainability and proliferation of urban sprawi.

Jeffrey Bercow, legal representative for the applicant, introduced the proposed Parkland DRI
2014 application as a mixed-use, self-sustainable, master planned community by Lennar
Homes, stating that the proposed development will create much needed residential capacity and



MINUTES

Miami-Dade County Planning. Advisory Board
Acting as the Local Planning Agency

Public Hearing On The Parkland DRI Application to Amend
The Comprehensive Development Master Plan
Miami-Dade County Commission Chamber, 111 NW 1 Street, Miami, Florida 33128
November 19, 2008

PAB Members Present

Georgina Santiago, Chair Serafin Leal

Horacio C. Huembes, Vice Chair Al Maloof

Christi Sherouse William Riley

Wayne Ringhart Jay Sosna

Pamela Grey Daniel Kaplan

Rolando iglesias lvan Rodriguez (non-voting)

PAB Members Absent :
Reginald J. Clyne Felipe Llanos
Antonio Fraga Eddy Joachin
Larry Ventura (non-voting)

Department of Planning and Zoning Staff Present

Mark R. Woerner, Chief, Metropolitan Planning Section

Manuel Armada, Chief, Planning Research Section

Robert Schwarzreich, Section Supervisor, Planning Research Section
Patrick Moore, Section Supervisor, CDMP Administration

Paula Church, Section Supervisor, Long Range Planning

Lynne Akulin Kaufman, Admin. Officer !l  Garett Rowe, Senior Planner
Napoleon Somoza, Principal Planner Frank McCune, Senior Planner
Rosa Davis, Principal Planner Aiman Hamdallah, Junior Planner
Rommel Vargas, Senior Planner Abigail Diaz, Planning Technician

Noel Stillings, Planning Intern

Other County Staff Present

Dennis Kerbel!, Assistant County Attorney

Barbara Falsey, Park and Recreation Dept.

Enrique Cuellar, Dept. of Environmental Resources Management
Carlos Heredia, Fire and Rescue Dept.

John Garcia, Miami-Dade Transit

Armando Hernandez, Public Works Dept.

Raul Pino, Public Works Dept.

Mercy Perez, Office of the Mayor

Douglas Yoder, Water and Sewer Dept.



provide tax revenue to the County. Mr. Bercow provided a detailed overview of the Parkland
DRI Project, stating that the proposed DRI would be developed with a mix of land uses, which .
would include an employment center with significant well-paying jobs; various institutional uses
such as three public schools, a joint police and fire station, and a hospital; a range of housing
opportunities; a variety of transportation modes; parks and open space; and walkable
neighborhoods. He also provided a “needs analysis” by detailing the existing supply and
demand for residential uses countywide. Mr. Bercow addressed the socio-economic and
environmental benefits the proposed DRI would bring to the County, which include among other
provisions, building a sustainable “green community,” a water, sewer and reuse facility, a
community center, and transit and roadway improvements. Mr. Bercow concluded by
emphasizing the need to build the proposed DRI project now by reminding the Board that the
County's residential land supply would deplete in 2018; adding that five years is reguired to
develop the Parkland DRI, hence, the need to approve the DR{ now.

Consultant for the applicant followed with their presentations. Andrew Dolkart, from the Miami
Economic Associates, Inc., addressed the residential supply/demand issue; questioning Staff's
supply and demand analysis by stating DP&Z overestimated the County’s residential land
supply and pointing fo specific parcels with overestimated residential units. Rob Curtis,
development planner, presented the conceptual plan for the Parkland DRI, highlighting the main
amenities the DRI would provide and how the proposed development would be integrated with
the rest of the County. Cathy Sweetapple, traffic consultant, highlighted traffic mitigation
measures proposed by the applicant including all commitments made by the applicant relating
to roadway and transit service improvements. Ed Swakon, environmental consultant with EAS
Engineering, explained how the proposed development would not have a negative
environmental impact to the area, adding that the developer would follow “green building

guidelines” in developing its project.

Local residents spoke in favor or against the proposed development. One resident, in support
of the DRI, stated the proposed development would be beneficial to the local community;
another resident who also spoke in support stated the DRI would contribute to property values
on adjacent properties. Five residents spoke against the proposed development citing various
concerns relating to the environment, the supply of water that would be needed to service the
DRI, infrastructure costs, increased transit conditions in the vicinity of the application site,
greenhouse gases emitted from increased traffic, loss of agricultural land, concerns over wildlife
such as the loss of birds and endangered species, and the proposed DRI's impact on the
Everglades restoration.

lvan Rodriguez, School Board Representative, stated the proposed DR! would have a
significant impact on the County’s public school system. Mr. Rodriguez, however, noted that the
three schools proposed by the applicant would surpass the educational facilities needed to
accommodate future students that would be generated by the DRI.

Board members discussed the proposed development. Some members expressed concem
over water supplies available for the DRI, the loss of agricultural land, future traffic conditions in
the vicinity of the application site, and infrastructure costs that would support the DRi. Other
PAB members expressed support for the proposed DRI, highlighting benefits to the local
community such as allocating 800 units for workforce housing, 200 acres of parks, lakes, and
open space, and provision of a water re-use facility. After the Board’s discussion, Board
Member Sosna offered a motion to recommend Deny Do Not Transmit this application. Board
Member Gray seconded the motion. The motion failed 3 to 7 as follows:



Reginald J. Clyne "Absent
Antonio Fraga Absent
Pameia Gray Yes
Horacio C. Huembes No
Rolando igiesias No
Eddy Joachin Absent
'Daniel Kaplan No
Serafin Leal Absent

Board Member Maloof offered a motion to recommend Adopt and Transmit of this application.

Felipe Lianos

Al Maloof

William E. Ritey

Wayne Rinehart
Georgina Santiago, Chair
Christi Sherouse

Jay Sosna

Absent
No

No

No

No
Yes
Yes

Board Member Huembes seconded the motion. The motion passed 7 to 3 as follows:

Reginald J. Clyne Absent
Antonio Fraga Absent
Pamela Gray No
Horacio C. Huembes . Yes
‘Rolando Iglesias Yes
Eddy Joachin Absent
Daniel Kaplan : Yes
Serafin Leal Absent

No new business was discussed.

The meeting adjourned at 2:30 P.M.

Felipe Llanos

Al Maloof

William E. Riley

Wayne Rinehart
Georgina Santiago, Chair
Christi Sherouse

Jay Sosna

Absent
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

No



RESOLUTION NO CC 11-03-08

RESOLUTION OF THE WEST KENDALL COMMUNITY
COUNCIL (11) ISSUING RECOMMENDATION ON
PARKLAND DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT
(DRl) AMENDMENT APPLICATION REQUESTING
AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE
DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN LAND USE PLAN MAP

© AND TEXT

WHEREAS, Section 20-40 of the Code of Miami-Dade County establishes Community

Councils in the unincorporated area; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-116.1 of the Codé of Miami-Dade County, Florida, provides
procedures for amending the Comprehensive Development Master Plan {CDMP) in accordance
with the requirements of the foregoing State Statutes and Administrative Cedes; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 380.06(6), F.8., provides a procedure for accepting and processing
applications to amend a local comprehensive plan concurrently with an Application for
Development Approval (ADA) for a Development of Regional Impact (DRI) and/or with a Notice

of Proposed Changes to an approved DRI; and

- WHEREAS, Community Councils may, at their option, make recommendations to the
Planning Advisory Board (PAB) and Miami-Dade County Board of County Commissioners
(BCC) on proposed amendments to the CDMP that would directly impact the Council's area;

and

WHEREAS, the Section 2-116.1(3)(e) of the Code of Miami-Dade County provides that
Community Council recommendations may address the decisions to be made by the BCC
regarding transmittal of the application to the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) for review
and comment, and regarding uitimate adoption, adoption with change, or deniai of the proposed

COME amendments; and

WHEREAS, at its meeting of November 3, 2008, West Kendall Community Council (11}
conducted a duly noticed public hearing as authorized by Section 20-41 of the County Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that:

The West Kendall Community Council (11) recommends to accept and transmit the

Parkland DRI application to amend the CDMP.



SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION FOR
THE PARKLAND DRI APPLICATION TO AMEND
THE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN

December 9, 2008

¢ Support Documents Provided by Applicant
¢ Documents Provided by Public Agencies
» Public Comments, Correspondences, Exhibits and Petition



SUPPORT DOCUMENTS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT

Parkland 2014 Florida Green Building Certification (September 2008)
Reflects Applicants Expectations of How Certification Could be Achieved

lLetter from the Applicant Regarding Additional Confirmation On Police
Substation, Buffering and Capital Improvements Element Issues (dated
November 3, 2008)

Letter from the Applicant Regarding Additional Responses to Issues and
Commitment to Development Order (DO) Conditions and Draft DO
Conditions Concerning Schools (dated November 17, 2008)

Letter from the Applicant Regarding School Facilities Mitigation (dated
November 17, 2008)

Letter from the Applicant Regarding Public Safety Guidelines (dated
November 18, 2008)

Letter from the Applicant Regarding Revisions to the Application (dated
November 18, 2008}

Response to County Comments on 2018 Traffic Impacts (dated December
7, 2008)

Response to County Comments Regarding Traffic Concurrency (dated
December 8, 2008)



Parkland 2014
Florida Green Building

Certification

September 2008

The following document reflects the current expectations of the Parkland 2014 team as to
how the development (and the homes within it} could be certified under the Florida
Green Building standards. Under the Florida Green Building guidelines, certification of
both an overall development and individual homes occurs late in the development
process. Because of the rapid changes that continue to occur in the standards for green
building as well as the technological innovations in construction materials and techniques
that can be expected in the next half decade, it is currently impossible to predict the exact
manner in which the Florida Green Building Coalition will certify Parkland 2014. While
the materials herein provide a general guide, they should not be relied upon as specific
promises or guarantees.




Table of Contents
Parkland FGBC Development Standard Scorecard

Category 1: Protect Ecosystems and Conserve Natural Resources

P-1 Redevelop an already developed site (0-40 pts)

P-2 Develop management plan for preserved, created or restored wetlands/uplands (20 pts) -

required for receiving credit for P-3 | P-10. 6
P-3 Conduct a vegetation & tree, topographical, soil and wildlife survey prior to design (0-18
pts). 7
P-4: Conservation areas and nature parks (0-50 pts). 8
P-5 Preserve the most valnable spaces for biodiversity (0 - 8 pts). 8
P-6: On Site Conservation Plan for a Specific Wildlife Species (15 points) 9
P-7 Maintain or provide wildlife corridors (0-18 points). 9
P-8: Preserve upland buffers to enhance preserved wetlands (12 pts). 10
P-9: Preserve or provide ground water recharge areas (12 pts). 10
P-10 Restore native wildlife habitat (£0 pts). 11
P-11 Reuse or Recycle Materials on Site (0 -10 pts). 11
P-12 Treating stormwater from neighboring sites or in pre-existing developments (0-12 pts).
11
P-13 Conserve land via dry stormwater areas that serve as other amenities (0-10 pts), 12
P-14 Community food plot, garden parks (0-10 pts). 12
P-15 Non-listed environmental benefits () - Spis) 13
Category 2: Circulation 14
C-1: Pedestrian structure (0- 12 pts) 14
C-2: Road design (0-6pts) 15
C-3: Street trees (0-6 pts) 16
C-4: Street lights (0-10 pts) 16
C-5: Parking (0-7 pts) 17
C-6 Connections (0-6 pts) 17
C-7 Orientation (8 pts) 18
C-8 Road/trail/ parking construction materials (¢-10 pis) 18
C-9 Access (0-20 pts if part residential, generally no points if there is no residential) 19
C-10 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 - Spts) 20

Parkland 2014 FGBC

20f33



Category 3: Green Utility Practices

U-1 Minimize disturbance due to utilities (0 to 15 points)

U-2 Deliver Green Power (0-25 points)

U-3 Supply irrigation system that uses stormwater or reuse water (0-15 pts)

U-4 Irrigation meter system (5 pts)
U-5 Water irrigation budget (10 pts)

U-6 Submeter parcels by end user (5 pts)

U-7 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 - Spts)

Category 4: Amenities

A-1: Neighborhood parks (0-4 pts)

A-2 Community or regional park (2 pts)

A-3 Community pool (0-4 pts for developments with single family residences)

A-4 Compost/Mulch facility (3 pts)

21
21
21
22
22
23
23
23
24
24
24
24
25

A-5 Golf Course is Audubon International certified, minimally treated or excluded (6 pts) 25

A-6 Landscape criteria and management plan for commen areas and amenities (0-6pts).

A-7 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 - 5pis)

Category 5: Covenants and Deed Restrictions

CDR-1 Green Construction Standards (0- 40 pts)

CDR-2 No language that prohibits green practices (5 pts)

CDR-3 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 - Spts)

Category 6: Provide Educational Information to Help Achieve and Promote Green
Living Practices

E-1 Staff training (0 - 14 pts)

E-2 Dedicated on-site green specialists for parcel owners (0-16 pts)

E-3 On-site “Green” buyer training or buyer incentives for off-site training (0- 8 pts)

E-4 Environmental education in marketing material (0-5 pts)

E-5 In-house greem practices (0 - 10 pts)

E-6 Demonstration green buildings (4 pts)

E-7 Outdoor environmental education signs (0 - 22 pts)

E-8 Green web site: (0-7 points)

E-9 Monitoring program (0-9 pts)

E-10 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 - Spts)

26
26
27
27
28
28

29
29
29
30
30
30
31
31
32
32
33
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Introduction. The following is a detailed description of the various FGBC standards
and the expected compliance of the Parkland 2014 community with each standard. Note
that many standards are inapplicable to Parkland 2014 because of the status of the
Parkland site and/or the type of development proposed.

Category 1: Protect Ecosystems and Conserve Natural
Resources |

Development of land from its natural state to one that is used by man is usually harmful
to wildlife, our air and our water. Choosing the most appropriate sites and preserving as
much acreage of sensitive land as possible helps to mitigate some of the negative
environmental aspects of development.

P-1 Redevelop an already developed site (0 - 40 points).

Some sites have been developed. Often, harm to the environment is minimized by
choosing such sites instead of pasture and forested land to develop.

Earn three points for each 10% of the development (by land area) that is undergoing
redevelopment from some other form of built environment.

Earn one bonus point for each 10% of the site that is redeveloped from being a
designated brownfield site.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance. This credit is not applicable because the property
is currently a farm field.

P-2 Develop management plan for preserved, created or restored
wetlands/uplands (20 points) - required for receiving credit for P-3 | P-
10.

The management plan must address how:

exotic species will be removed and kept from being reestablished;
prescribed burns or other management activities which replicate the
appropriate ecosystem will be conducted; '
significant wildlife species will be protected,
people will be educated to respect wildlife;
interference from domestic animals will be addressed.
the site will be monitored for detrimental changes
o the maintenance will be perpetually funded
Parkland 2014 FGBC 6 of 33
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O appropriate persons (volunteers, contractors, etc) will be selected to perform
the maintenance.

Earn the points for a well thought out preservation management plan. At least 10% of the
site must be preserved in order to earn credit. The formula for computing preserved land

is as follows;

Non-state required land preserved (acres)

x 100
Total development size - state required land preserved (acres)

For example, if a development site was 1000 acres and 150 acres were designated
wetlands, 180 acres water retention, 400 acres buildings and roads, 70 acres recreational
open space, and 200 acres were preserved lands not mandated for protection, the formula
would be:

200 acres 200
x 100 = - x 100 =0.235x 100 = 23.5%

1000 acres - 150 acres 850

Note that recreational open space and water retention areas are not included in the
preserved areas.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that at least 10 points will be
obtained under this section.

P-3 Conduct a vegetation & tree, topographical, soil and wildlife survey
prior to design (0 - 18 points).

All too often valuable natural resources are lost because designs are made prior to
surveying the natural features of the land. Designs should be made to preserve the most
valuable resources, and an inventory of the site must first be made to determine those
natural features.

Earn three points for each of these surveys submitted:
earn one point for a wetland survey (if present),
eam sixteen points for submitting all of them.

With each survey, indicate how the design preserves the most significant resources.

Tree surveys must include all trees that are equal or greater than 4" at bh and any strands
of smaller caliper trees.
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Earn two bonus points if tree survey is signed off by a certified arborist regarding correct
identity of the trees.

Site must be preserving at least 12" of caliper per acre or 500" caliper total to claim tree
survey credit.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The following surveys will be performed:
Vegetation, Tree, Topographical, Soil and Wildiife, providing 12 points.

P-4 Conservation areas and nature parks (0 - 50 points).

Preserving land in a natural state allows for natural ecosystems to sustain their existence,
particularly if large areas remain intact.

Earn 1 point for each 1% of total buildable acreage that is being preserved in its natural
state or is preserved as nature park (required stormwater retention areas and off-site
mitigation areas do not count, nor does any land that must be left undeveloped due to
other state or federal governmental agencies - see formula above). Land being sold for
construction purposes or land just temporarily preserved until the next planned phase will
not be considered conservation area. Maximum 50 points.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: 1t is expected that 6 points will be obtained
through the preservation of at least 6% of the property as natural arcas.

P-5 Preserve the most valuable spaces for biodiversity (0 - 8 points}.

Biodiversity simply refers to the number of species within a given area. A highly diverse
area would have many more native species than a less diverse area. Species are from a
number of different taxa, including plants (e.g., trees, shrubs, and forbs) and animals
(e.g., insects, mammals, birds, amphibians and reptiles, and fish). A number of different
natural community types could be found on a property and certain areas may be higher
quality than others. Community types include a variety of terrestrial communities (e.g.,
xeric uplands and mesic flatlands) and wetland communities (e.g., swamps and marshes).
Descriptions of a natural community will follow Florida DEP/FNAI classification (see
http://www.fnai.org/descriptions.cfm). Because of historical factors, certain parcels of a
development (for a given community type) may be of high quality with many
presentative endemic species and little exotic vegetation. From vegetation surveys, land
portions for a given community type should be ranked from I (poor quality) to 5 (high
quality). At least 10% of the site must be preserved to receive any credit and a
management plan must be submitted with this credit. Earn 1 points for community type
2, 3 points for type 3, 5 points for type 4 and 8 points for type 5. '
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Issues to consider for whether an area on the development is considered to be of high
quality:

1) Is the natural community type rare within the county and is the conservation status
fairly high according to state rankings? (see http://www.fnai.org/data.cfm);

2) Is the number of endemic species high and disturbance low?; and
3) Is the parcel situated next to existing natural habitat?

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: This credit is inapplicable because the site, as an
. existing agricultural property, does not contain any of the biodiversity areas listed above.

P-6 On Site Conservation Plan for a Specific Wildlife Species (15
points).

Several different state listed species (e.g., gopher tortoises) may occur on the property
and require some mitigation. Also, some wildlife species on or near the property may not
be listed but are of importance to the community and county. Credits will be given to a
developer that does on site conservation for a particular species. In many instances, an on
site conservation strategy (that includes management and habitat preservation) is the best
strategy for a particular wildlife species. For example, with gopher tortoises, the
developer can bury them, (pay money to a mitigation bank), transport them to another
site, or provide on site habitat and management. By far, the best solution is to provide
habitat and management on site. Transporting and burying the tortoises is usually
detrimental to the species.

In addition, many developments are situated next to critical wildlife habitat and
management plans need to be implemented that protects these habitats. Credits will be
given if a management plan helps protect nearby wildlife. For example, a developer
retains a large buffer between homes and a breeding colony of waterbirds and through
education and deed restrictions, pets are not allowed near the colony. The plan should
include some type of monitoring — whether by the homeowners or by a consultant.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: This credit is inapplicable because the site, as an
existing agricultural property, does not contain any listed wildlife.

P-7 Maintain or provide wildlife corridors (0 - 18 points).

Many species of wildlife need a larger area than that bordering a property. In some cases
species travel long distances in search of food, shelter or water. By not allowing a natural
way for animals to get to where they need to go, the species may not survive in that area.
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(even though some land is preserved). Large areas are needed and restricting those areas
too tightly can lead to excessive predator advantage. Thus credit is given for large
average widths with minimum widths as well. Corridors should follow natural features
that contribute to the value of the corridor and are best if they include dry and wet areas.

Ponds and berms can be used as part of the corridor widths, however the berms must be
planted with native species.

Earn 2 points for a wildlife corridor that is at least 20 feet wide minimum, averaging 50-
foot wide, that connects two or more wildlife habitat areas. Each area being connected
must be 2,500 square feet in area. Farn 5 points if 50 foot wide minimum averaging 250-
feet, 10 points. if 75-foot wide minimum averaging 500 feet, 16 points. if 100-foot wide
or larger minimum averaging 1000 feet.

Eam two bonus points for designing corridor to not go across any roads or for providing
tunnels at each roadway or for connections to aquatic habitats.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that at least one wildlife corridor
will be created within the community, providing a credit of 2 points.

P-8 Preserve upland buffers to enhance preserved wetlands (12 points).

Upland habitats surrounding wetlands are important for biodiversity and the overall
health of the wetlands.

Earn four points if there is a fifteen-foot minimum buffer preserved around all wetlands,
eight points if there is a twenty-five foot minimum buffer and twelve points if there is a
fifty-foot minimum buffer. There must be a total of three acres or 3% of the development
{(whichever is less) of wetland preserved to receive credit.

For a development with more than one preserved wetland area, points may be scaled
based on the percentage of wetlands that have an upland buffer. For example, if there are
four wetland areas and three have a 25-foot minimum upland buffer and one does not
have an upland buffer, then earn 0.75 x § = 6 points

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: This credit is inapplicable becanse the site does
not include any upland areas or wetlands.

P-9 Preserve or provide ground water recharge areas (12 points).

Water recharge of the aquifer generally occurs from some of the highest, sandier areas.
Preserving these areas is important to preserving the future quantity and quality of water.
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Earn one point for each 1% of acreage that is preserved for a prime acquifer recharge
area that meets the following requirements. Prime aquifer recharge areas means those
areas which are not class I or secondary aqulfer recharge areas and which have the
following geophysical characteristics:

a. Have highly permeable soils.
b. Are above 30 feet mean sea level.
c. Have a potentiometric surface below the high water table preserved for water recharge.

There must be a minimum of 3 acres to receive any points. Maximum 12 peints

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 team expects that the
development will qualify for 6 points under this section.

P-10 Restore native wildlife habitat (10 points).

Restore and maintain at least 10% of the land area from a previously developed,
significantly disturbed, invaded by exotics or pasture use to its historical natural habitat
or other more appropriate habitat relating to current soils, plants, and water.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 team expects that the
development will qualify for 6 credits under this section.

P-11 Reuse or Recycle Materials on Site (0 - 10 points).

Although soil removed for retention areas is often used on site, other resources are not.
Trees could be used for lumber or muich for public areas or for future construction
activities. Any existing buildings could have valuable resources recycled to the
construction industry. Earn one point for each 10% of possible total “material” being
reused. No points for mulching any invasive species unless via a process that assures 10
seed survival.

Farkland 2014 Expected Compliance: This credit is inapplicable because the site, as an
existing agricultural property, does not contain any materials that could be re-used.

P-12 Treating stormwater from neighbering sites or in pre-existing
developments (0 - 12 points).

If the development is overcoming a deficit in stormwater treatment, such as when it is
built in an already established area, then it is providing a much-needed service beyond
the typical minimum requirement. Similarly, some developments are on land that was
permitted years ago prior to current stormwater regulations. If the site is handling the
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stormwater at current code levels when it would not need to then there is a substantial
environmental benefit.

Earn one point for each 10% beyond the minimum required that the stormwater system is
handling (up to a maximum of 12 points for 120% more).

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The proposed stormwater system for Parkiand
2014 will contain the 100-year, three-day storm event, far more than the code-required 25
year, three-day storm event. The Parkland 2014 team therefore expects up to 12 points to
be awarded for this criterion. '

P-13 Conserve land via dry stormwater areas that serve as other
amenities (0 - 10 points).

By using dry stormwater retention, the land may serve dual purposes: such as a
neighborhood ball field or park during much of the year. Much of Florida’s dry season
occurs during cooler weather making outdoor activity pleasant. During the summer rainy
season (for most of the state) temperatures are hotter and outdoor activity may not be
occurring as much. By using the area for two purposes land is conserved providing
environmental benefit.

Earn one point for each 10% of stormwater area designed for dual land use.

Earn two bonus points if it used for preserving existing native vegetation. Maximum ten
points credit.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: Portions of Parkland 2014°s dry retention areas
will be incorporated into parks and common spaces to serve as other amenities. They will
double as recreational ball fields and passive recreation areas. These areas will allow for
water storage to alleviate flooding, percolation and filtering out of pollutants after rain
events. The Parkland 2014 team expects at least 2 points from this section.

P-14 Community food plot, garden parks (0 - 10 points).

Increase development densities to leave or create agricultural greenbelt or community
plot as part of the development plan. Growing food and plants locally can reduce
environmental harm from shipping of plants and in some cases may be the most
appropriate use of the land.

Earn five points for incorporating an area of at least 5 acres or 5% of the site (whichever
is less) with an established or planned agricultural area.
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Earn five bonus points if agricultural area is deed restricted to be farmed organically.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that at least 5 acres across the
community will be landscaped/planted as fruit trees. The Parkland 2014 is exploring
limiting these areas in manner to require organic methods. It is therefore expected that
the community may be eligible for up to 10 points under this section.

P-15 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 — 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that Parkland 2014 will seek
points under this section.
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Category 2: Circulation

About 35% of the state’s primary energy use goes towards transportation, and motor
vehicles emit several pollutants that EPA classifies as known or probable human
carcinogens. EPA estimates that mobile (car, truck, and bus) sources of air toxics account
for as much as half of all cancers attributed to outdoor sources of air toxics. Surfaces for
transportation and parking of vehicles decreases pervious surface area and leads to runoff
that has to be controlled to prevent pollution to our water bodies. Solutions include
locating residences where there are schools, shopping and office areas nearby; providing
adequate alternatives to the private automobile, and minimizing road areas. Green road
design should assure close access to destinations, pedestrian structure, building
orientation, street trees, minimal street lighting and green road construction materials.

C-1 Pedestrian structure (0 - 12 points).

Earn 2 points. if >= 4' sidewalk is continuous on one-side of each sireet;

6 points if >= 4' minimum width continuous sidewalk on both sides of street. Sidewalks
must be installed at the time streets are built and extend along all roads, including those
past conservation areas, water retention areas and non-residential property so as to make
a continuous transportation system for bicyclists, wheelchair pedestrians and others.

Bonus points available for additional miles of pedestrian/bicycling trails available to all
property owners in development as a percentage of road miles in development:

1-149% 1 point

15-29.9% 2 points
30-39.9% 3 points
40 -49.9% 4 points
50-59.9 5 points
>= 60 6 points

Example: Suppose a development called Mulberry Trail has 4' sidewalks along both sides
of each street, and Mulberry Trail has 1.6 miles of streets.

Suppose they also have preserved an old Florida settler walking dirt trail that is 0.8 miles
within their development. The percentage of additional pedestrian/bicycling trails would
be 100x(0.8)/1.6= 50%. They would earn 5 bonus points to add to their 6 basic sidewalk
points for a total of 11 points.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: 1t is expected that Parkland 2014 will qualify for
6 points for the creation of sidewalks. The proposed pedestrian and biking facilities that
are also planned for the community will likely result in additional points.
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C-2 Road design (0 — 6 points).

Does not exceed “street design guidelines for healthy neighborhoods” for road widths
based on volume or uses published TND standards (3 points). Also, if the development
does not contain any full pavement cul-de-sacs they earn one point (1pt). Road design
self-enforces speed limits 25 mph or under in residential areas (2 points) through short
narrow roads, many stops, or other traffic calming methods. Wide radius curves and
typical width roads will generally not qualify for these traffic calming points,

Heaithy Neighborhood Street Design®
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Notes:

1) Ideal speeds and width are given.

2) Flexibility is permitted, but design speeds must be adhered to.

3) These guidelines are not recommended for Conventional Neighborhood Development.
4) Traditional Neighborhood design layout, a strict adherence to TND principles of
mixed use, walking and bicycling emphasis, a central place, trip containment, open-street
parking, trails, traffic volumes and speeds are all linked.

5) Multiple entries aid fire response times.

* Street Design Guidelines for Healthy Neighborhoods, by Dan Burden, The Center for
Livable Communities, January 1999,

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is possible for Parkland 2014 to qualify for up to
3 points.
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C-3 Street trees (0 - 6 points).

Street trees make more of a “room” out of the street and help with traffic calming as well
as provide great relief from Florida’s hot sun when walking, bicycling or getting into a
parked car.

Trees help clean the air and by shading the street can help reduce the “heat island” effect
that increases the temperature of the surrounding area. They can reduce air conditioning
bills by reducing the temperature and sometimes through direct shading of nearby
residences.

Earn the two points by providing coverage of 70% or more of all streets with native
shade street trees and ample room provided for their survival as recommended by the
Architectural Graphic Standards 10th edition.

Eam four points for 80% or more coverage, six points for 90% or more.

Trees should not interfere with overhead utilities, which may preclude the ability to earn
these points. Tree canopies, when mature, must cover the first 8' of roadway on each side.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that Parkland 2014 will provide

native street trees along at least seventy (70) percent of the roadways within the
community, providing a minimum of 3 points,

C-4 Street lights (0 - 10 points).

Lighting accounts for 20% to 25% of all electricity consumed in the United States.
Lighting uses energy, alters wildlife habits and reduces the visibility of stars and sky.

Eam 4 points for installing bulbs that produce 95 lumens per watt on 80% or more of
street lights.

Earn 2 points if 80% of lights are motion activated

2 bonus point if 80% or more of lights are such that they are full cut-off luminaires if the
bulb(s) in the fixture exceed 26 W (Dark-sky friendly specs).

Two bonus points if 80% of lights are solar-powered.
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Receive 5 points for no street lights in development if: the development includes road
building efforts and two or more intersections and property owners are not forced to have
exterior lighting operating

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that at least 80 percent of the street
lights within Parkland 2014 will produce 95 Iumens per watt, providing a total credit of 4
points.

C-5 Parking (0 - 7 points).

Earn 1 pt. if ordinance requires bicycle parking at all community facilities and businesses
to be located closer than all non-handicap parking,

2 points if shared parking is incorporated in plan between residents, business, religious
institutions,

Up to 5 points for requiring incorporation of preserved or planted shade trees in parking
areas :

1 pt for 1 tree per 4 parking spots,

2 points for 1 tree per 2 parking spots,
4 points for 1 tree per 1 parking spot,

5 points for 2 trees per 1 parking spot

Trees must be planted in areas large enough to support the trees for their lifetime in
accordance with space requirements given in the Architectural Graphic Standards, 10th
edition, or signed off by a certified arborist.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that Parkland 2014 will require
bicycle racks to be located closer than standard parking areas for business, industrial and
office uses, providing for at least 1 point under this section.

C-6 Connections (0-6 points).

Multiple connections usually results in fewer vehicle miles traveled saving energy and
pollution. Earn four points by having at least four different connections to surrounding
road and pedestrian network. The connections must be to more than one roadway (that is,
four connections to the same arterial does not provide the purpose of this, which is to
allow traffic to flow directly in all directions, thus reducing distances traveled to
destinations).
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Earn two bonus points if all connections have public access - minimum of two
connections to different roadways (no gated entries).

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 design will make the
community eligible for 6 points under this standard.

C-7 Orientation (8 points).

The path of the sun is well known, and in mid-summer east and west building facades
receive over twice as much solar heat gain as south and north sides. Northeast,
Northwest, Southeast and Southwest orientations are not much better than east and west.
Thus orienting streets so the most exposed sides of the house (generally the front and the
back) are close to due north and south will save energy for building owners. Even on
narrow lots, which may necessitate much longer sides than front and back; the front and
back will generally tend to be exposed to the sun more because adjacent buildings will
shade the sides.

Earn two points if 60% of buildable lots are designed to face within 30-degrees of due
north or due south, four points for 70%, six points for 80%, and 8 points for 90%.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 community design will
provide that a minimum of 60 percent of buildable lots will face within 30-degrees of due
north or south, providing at least 2 points under this standard.

C-8 Road/trail/parking construction materials (0 - 10 points).

Pervious road and trail materials will generally reduce stormwater runoff creating a
potential environmental benefit. To ensure that these pervious pavements work as they
are intended, they should be constructed according to the deign and specifications of an
engineer with experience in this type of material or one that has successfully completed a
course in this type of design, such as those offered by the NCSU Cooperative Extension.
Also, there are various recycled materials that can be used as part of road and trail
construction.

If 25% by area is pervious, eam 3 points
If 50% or more earn 6 points
Also earn 1 pt for each 25% of road construction material made of recycled content.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that Parkland 2014 will seek any
credits under this section.
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C-9 Access (0 - 20 points if part residential, generally no points if there
is no residential).

Walking, bicycling and even some new electric vehicles usually only substitute for
automobiles if distances to destinations are kept short. Safe walk or bike trip as defined
here is to mean a sidewalk or other off-road path that does not cross a three-lane or four-
lane roadway with a posted speed of over 30 miles per hour or cross a two-lane road with
a posted speed of more than 35 miles per hour.

School access;

¢ Earn 1 pt if 50% of all housing is within 1 mile and can access a school
grounds by walking and biking safely (see definition)

¢ 2 points if 100% of housing meet this criteria

¢ Double the points for inclusion of all K-12 meeting the criteria

o Earn one bonus point for each K-12 school site donated by the developer to
help accomplish this purpose (limit: four school access bonus points)

Retail access:

Receive 1 point if 50% of housing is within 1/2 mile safe walk

2 points if 50% of all housing is within a 1/4 mile safe walk

3 points if 100% of housing is within 1/2-mile safe walk

4 points if 100% within 1/4 mile safe walk ¥
Receive two bonus points if development includes a pedestrian friendly retail
center (such as a traditional town center or retail on pedestrian trails).

One bonus point if there is a plan for residents to lease or be given shopping
carts that can be brought home (limit: four retail access points)

0 O 0 0

O

Transit access:

Receive 1 point if 50% of housing is within 1/2 mile safe walk

2 points 1f 50% of all housing is within a 1/4 mile safe walk

3 points if 100% of housing is within 1/2-mile safe walk

4 points if 100% within 1/4 mile safe walk

To receive credit there must be shade and rain shelter and bench at any “hub”
waiting area.

O 000

Pools and parks:

Pools and parks are other frequented destinations and access to community pools may
reduce the number of pools needed (see Amenities section for environmental benefits).
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o Receive 1 point if 50% of housing is within 1/4 mile safe walk of a pool and a
park space, :

o 2 points if 50% of all housing is within a 1/8 mile safe walk,

o 3 points if 100% of housing is within 1/4-mile safe walk,

o 4 points if 100% within 1/8 mile safe walk

Employer access:

¢ Eam 1 point if number of jobs within 1/2 mile radius is >= 50% of # of
housing units,

o 2 points if >= 100% of housing units,

o Double points for “safe walk” to job destinations.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 community design will
provide for a minimum of 15 points under this section.

C-10 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 —- 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section. _
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Category 3: Green Utility Practices

A developer makes many decisions regarding utilities. How much land will the utilities
take, which utilities are to be provided? These decisions may have environmental
consequences regarding land use, tree plantings, and irrigation choices for parcel owners.
Like some other decisions, a local government or a utility company may not allow for
some of the suggestions herein, and at other locations some of these suggestions may be
mandatory. FGBC rewards developers who fight for these greener utility methods.

U-1 Minimize disturbance due to utilities (0 - 15 points).

Preserving land and trees when laying the utilities can help the environment.
Underground utilities leave room above ground for tree canopies to grow without
interfering with utility lines.

Earn four points if all utilities are underground. Earn eight bonus points if all
underground utilities are coordinated to be carried in a common sleeve (eam credit even
if gas line is not in sleeve), or if R.O.W. for utilities has been reduced by 30% from the
standard practice in your jurisdiction. This reduces disturbance during construction and
for later maintenance.

Earn two bonus points for making special provisions to save existing trees while laying
utilities (must include a tree survey with submittal and have saved at least 12" of tree
caliber of trees two-inch or larger).

Eamn one bonus point for delineating zones of protection around the driplines throughout.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 utility design plans, which
include the burial of all lines, will provide for 2 minimum of 4 points under this section.

U-2 Deliver Green Power (0 - 25 points).

Energy use in buildings and common areas usually has significant environmental impact
off-site. Green power comes from renewable resources such as wind and solar.

Earn 2 points for each ten percent of the development’s power demand that will be
delivered with green power either produced on-site or purchased as part of a green-
pricing agreement with a utility.

Receive two points if property buyers will receive some financial incentive from the
developer or homeowner's association (of at least $200 value or 1% of the retail price of
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the property - whichever is less) to comply with requirement s to participate in the green
pricing program for at least 12 months.

Earn five points for delivering common areas with 100% green power or for not using
any power in common areas.

Maximum 25 points.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that homebuyers will be provided
with a green power credit at the time of purchase. Moreover, green power will be
utilized in all common areas. Therefore, it is expected that Parkland 2014 will be eligible
for 7 points under this section.

U-3 Supply irrigation system that uses stormwater or reuse water (0 -
15 points).

Irrigation water does not have to be of the quality of potable water. Building in a central
irrigation system has many benefits. First, the watering can be controlled from a central
point so water conservation measures such as a rain sensor may control the entire system.
In some instances, a system that runs from local water retention/detention areas can be
used. In some municipalities a central reuse may be available for connection.

Earn eight points for connecting each parcel to a reuse system.
Eam two points for connecting all irrigated common areas.

Eamn five bonus points for any system that would turn off the irrigation for the entire
development based on a single rain gauge and valve.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 community’s irrigation, will,
in large part, be re-used non-potable water — either from the stormwater system or the
proposed sewer re-use system. It is anticipated that 7 points will be available under this
section.

U-4 Irrigation meter system (5 points).

Earn five points for a system of metering the reuse water, well water or potable irrigation
water on each parcel (even reuse water can be in limited supply during some times of

year).

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section.

Parkland 2014 FGBC ‘ 22 of 33



U-5 Water irrigation budget (10 points).

Limit withdrawal for irrigation by parcel owners and to common areas based on some
budget (e.g., 1000 gallons/month/.1 acre) through controls.

FParkland 2014 Expected Compliance: 1t is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section.

U-6 Submeter parcels by end user (5 points).

If there are any commercial or multi-family properties, arrange for each end-user to
receive a meter for the utility. This will tend to encourage conservation and allow the
end-user to receive benefits for efficient operating behavior and conservation measures.
Reference: Florida Water Conservation Initiative, Florida Dep, pp. 71 -74.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section.

U-7 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 — 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section.
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Category 4: Amenities

The amenities the developer provides and how they go about providing them can help or
hinder the sustainability of occupants. FGBC gives credit for amenities that are likely to
have a beneficial impact on the environment relative to typical practice. Nature parks and
common preservation areas earn points under category 1. Some of the amenities
described here allow for common areas of intense use instead of many parcels trying to
provide any less-efficient amenities.

A-1: Neighborhood parks (0 - 4 points). |
Develop neighborhood parks that are within:

1/4 mile of 50% of households and earn ! pt

within 1/8 mile of 50% of households eamn 2 points
within 1/4 mile of 100% of households earn 3 points
within 1/8 mile of 100% of households eamn 4 points

O 0 0 C

Neighborhood parks are to contain playground equipment that uses green construction
materials (i.e., recycled content or recyclable materials) with seating areas and native
shade trees.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: Parkland 2014’s site design will permit the award
of 4 points under this section.

A-2 Community or regional park (2 points).

Earn 2 points for developing a community or regional park in plan — generally a regional
park will be 10 acres or more and designed to serve a large part of the surrounding
community. It will contain recreational facilities such as ball fields, court recreation,
playgrounds and water body access.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: Parkland 2014 will be providing an integrated
park system including water access and recreational facilities that will qualify for two
points under this section.

A-3 Community pool (0 - 4 points for developments with single family
residences). '

Swimming pools require water, energy and chemicals to operate. By providing one or
more pools for the development to share instead of having many individual pools,
precious resources can be conserved.
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Eam one point for providing a common pool available to each resident, 2 points if there
18 a common pool for each 300 households, 3 points if there is one for each 200
households and four points if there is one for each 100 households. These points not
available if deed restrictions require individual pools for any single-family lots.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: Parkland 2014’s proposed community pool is
expected to qualify for 1 point under this section.

A-4 Compost/Mulch facility (3 points).

Everyone may not choose to invest their real estate and time in creating their own
compost pile for yard waste material. Compost piles help create useful fertilizer out of
waste product. Although some municipalities have a municipality-wide facility, one
within the development is more convenient for regular use.

Eamn 3 points for developing a mulching/compost facility within development and
compost facility management plan

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: This section remains under evaluation.

A-5 Golf Course is Audubon International certified, minimally treated
or excluded (6 points).

Golf courses usually use extensive amounts of chemicals and water to keep the playing
surface in shape for the wear it takes. To become Audubon International certified a
course in the planning stages must successfully complete and implement a natural
resource management plan to the Audubon Signature Program’s specifications.

Existing golf courses can qualify under the Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary Program for
Golf Courses.

Alternatively, earn the points for any golf course that has 40-percent or less of its total
acreage in maintained area (irrigated or chemically-treated or concrete or buildings). For
developments with multiple golf courses, points can be credited as a percentage of total
golf courses (e.g., earn three points if one of two courses meets the criteria).

Also earn six points if development is over 300 acres and no golf course is planned in
present, past or future phases.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 plan excludes golf courses
and it 1s expected that 6 points will be awarded under this section.
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A-6 Landscape criteria and management plan for common areas and
amenities (0 — 6 points).

Earn two-points for using 80% or more native, drought-resistant plant material in non-
recreational areas.

Earn two points for water-conserving irrigation systems in common areas and
recreational facilities.

Earn two points for a detailed management plan for “green” management of amenities.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: The Parkland 2014 design will comply with all
three portions of this section, providing a total of 6 points.

A-T7 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 — 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section. ' ' _
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Category 5: Covenants and Deed Restrictions

Developers can exercise considerable influence and control over purchasers by
incorporating environmentally sound practices into covenants and restrictions for
individual purchasers. There are many good programs available that are detailed in the
home and commercial green standards. In lieu of giving credit for each individual item,
FGBC is simply giving credit for referencing those standards in various ways; and in
making sure that the covenants and deed restrictions do not prohibit a purchaser from
qualifying for points for the home and commercial standard.

CDR-1 Green Construction Standards (0 - 40 points).

Select one of the following:

O

Include information making property purchasers aware of other appropriate
FGBC green standards (i.e., green home, green commercial building) - 1 point;

Include information encouraging lot purchasers to comply with the appropriaté
green standard- 2 points;

Providing some tangible incentive (of at least $200 value or 1% of the retail price
of the property - whichever is less) to comply with the appropriate green
standard- 4 points;

Requiring each property owner to comply with the appropriate FGBC standard -
40 points; or

Requiring each property owner via the CDRs, to comply with one or more
minimum components of the green home or green commercial standard as
described below either through prescriptive measures or the flexibility within the
standard, scoring points per section as follows. The CDRs must include sufficient
educational information to aid the buyer in making environmentally sound
choices. For details, refer to the FGBC green home and commercial designation
reference guides.

For Homes:

O 0 0 00

Energy Building Envelopes (130 points on green home standard) — 10 points;
Energy Efficient Appliances (10 points on green home standard) - 3 points;
Water Conservation (15 points minimum on green home standard) - 5 points;
Site (10 points minimum on green home standard) - 3 points;

Health (10 points minimum on green home standard) - 3 points;
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o Materials (10 points minimum on green home standard) - 3 points; and
o Disaster Mitigation (5 points minimum on green home standard) - 2 points

For Commercial Buildings

(same as homes but energy category is worth 10 points— there is no energy appliances
category in the commercial standard.).

Parkiand 2014 Expected Compliance: Based on preliminary reviews of building
designs, it is expected that Parkland 2014 design will qualify for 20 points under this
section.

CDR-2 No language that prohibits green practices (5 points).
Earn these points only if the CDRs do not prohibit:

o using available water-efficient (i.e., bahia, bermuda) or bug-resistant grasses and
plants;

o using solar systems on south-facing roof regardless of the direction of the street;

o driveways that use porous pavers, not installing irrigation systems, not installing
any turf; or

o any other language that obviously prohibits the ability for site purchasers to
obtain credit for any green home or green commercial building point criteria.

The development also earns these points if there are no covenant and deed restrictions.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: Parkland 2014 will in no way discourage or
prohibit green practices, providing for 5 points under this section.

CDR-3 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 — 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be songht
under this section.
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Category 6: Provide Educational Information to Help
Achieve and Promote Green Living Practices

Educating all members of the development team, builders and future occupants about
green practices can lead to increased awareness and environmental benefit. Providing
these groups with green building information in the form of workshops, signs and written
material on-site will earn credit towards the designation.

E-1 Staff training (0 - 14 points).

Earn one point for each member of the development team (e.g., planner, engineer,
architect, landscape architect, builder, marketing staff, administrator, sales) that has
earned six hours or more of CEU credits in a green development or green construction
course within 36 months of date of submittal so long as the lead designer/ decision-maker
is one of the members receiving credit.

Earn four points for regular cross-training among team members (developer, engineering,
design, sales, marketing etc.). Maximum credit 14 points.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that from 6 to 14 points will be
sought under this section.

E-2 Dedicated on-site green specialists for parcel owners (0 - 16 points).

If the developer or development association, such as homeowners association, has a
dedicated ecologist working on-site conducting research and providing tours to residents
and visitors, earn four points. Ecologist must devote at least 8 hours per week to the
development and adjacent area (e.g., if development is on a water body the ecologist may
spend some of the time investigating or touring the adjacent water body).

Similarly, if the developer or development association has a dedicated “green” landscape
specialist, “green” design/construction specialist, and/or “green” interior design specialist
available on-site to provide services to parcel owners earn four points each (only earn
credit for each different person that is available regardless of how many fields that
individual’s expertise is in).

Parldand 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that 12 points will be sought under
this section.
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E-3 On-site “Green” buyer training or buyer incentives for off-site
“training (0 - 8 points).

Earn up to eight points for offering courses for potential or existing purchasers regarding
green construction and operation practices. Earn one point for each hour of unique
training provided quarterly or more often.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that 4 points will be sought under
this section.

E-4 Environmental education in marketing material (0 - 5 points).

Earn three points if 10% of the marketing dollars spent is aimed towards educating the
recipients of the environmental consequences of their actions or of the environmental
features contained. Marketing material consists of any sales office materal, signs,
displays, newsletters, brochures, other media sales material and any other efforts aimed at
marketing the development. Credit will not be given if marketing material provides
exaggerating claims regarding the environmental benefits of development features.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that 3 points will be sought under
this section.

E-5 In-house green practices (0 - 16 points).
The developer should lead by example, not just as a marketing scheme.

Mission: Earn two points for having a mission statement that clearly states the
development company’s dedication towards being an exemplary environmental steward
in all aspects of their business and having the mission statement printed on all written
marketing material.

Printing: Earn one point if all marketing material is printed on at least 25% recycled
content paper, or two points if all marketing material is printed on 100 % recycled

content paper.

Earn one peint if no paper has been bleached.
Earn one point if all inks are soy-based.
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Purchasing: Earn two points if the development company has a “green” purchasing
policy consistent with state recommendations.

Recycling coordinator: Eam two points if the developer has an assigned person
responsible for assuring recycling of recyclable materials from all aspects of the business.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that 4 points will be sought under
this section.

E-6 Demonstration green buildings (4 points).

Earn the four points if the first building (Residential or commercial) built eamns a green
designation as an example for others and for a period of at least two months upon
completion is open to perspective purchasers in the development.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is it anticipated that all model homes will be
FGBC certified, providing 4 points under this section.

E-7 Outdoor environmental education signs (0 - 22 points).

The development may continue to function for hundreds of years, long after initial sales
and construction. Long-lasting outdoor signs can be used to educate every generation that
lives there of the environmental consequences of their actions. Earn two points for each
for the following items (up to 20 points):

o Signs that show where stormwater drains

Signs that indicate the environmental benefit of pedestrian transportation

Signs that indicate wildlife corridors and/or indicate the indigenous wildlife at

the time of development

Signs that educate about the need/benefit of conserving water

Signs that educate about the need/benefit of conserving energy

Signs that indicate the benefit of outdoor lighting that does not brighten the sky

Signs that educate about the types of native plants and any environmental

benefits

Signs that educate about minimizing impact on preserved, created or restored

areas and how to enhance the environment.

o Signs that educate on how to create and maintain habitats for native species in
their yards.

o Any other signs that are for environmental education (bird nests, butterfly
gardens, organic gardening. etc.).

Q0

o 0 ¢ O

O

Eamn two bonus points if all signs are made of long-lasting green materials. One green

spec is: A kit of parts that could be bolted together, with a pin set type pre-cast concrete
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pier, then the posts from a wood-plastic composite and the sign itself either a naturally
resistant species such as cedar or cypress, OR pine with ACQ pressure treatment, or the
same wood-plastic composite with recycled content used in the posts.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is it anticipated that 20 points will be sought
under this section

E-8 Green web site: (0 - 7 points).

A Web site will be constructed that will highlight environmental information and
management strategies pertinent to the community.

This Web site will indicate what the developer has done to earn the FGBC designation (2
points), the current monitoring and maintenance plan (2 points), and contain content or
links to content for advise on proper environmental maintenance of common parcels (1
pt) and green construction (1 pt} and operation (1 pt) of individual parcels.

This Web site should be set up originally by the developer and could be maintained by
the homeowner association or an outside organization. Ideally, the Web site would be
linked to interpretive signs where the Web site would provide more in-depth information.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: 1t is it anticipated that a website will be
established providing all of the information listed under this section, making 7 points
available.

E-9 Monitoring program (0 - 9 points).

A monitoring program will be set up by the developer, allowing homeowners to monitor
wildlife (2 points), energy (2 points) and water use (2points), and water body quality (2
points). Monitoring will help the neighborhood keep track of environmental variables
over time. Results will give residents an important feedback about how various
management strategies affect environmental parameters.

One bomnus point for making the data available on the neighborhood/development web
site.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is expected that 5 points will be sought under
this section.
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E-10 Non-listed environmental benefits (0 — 5 points).

Provide description of any significant environmental benefits achieved, beyond typical
new development, that are not covered in the above categories. The points attributed
should be computed, if possible, relative to environmental benefit achieved by other
measures. Note, that one will only receive discretionary points for projected
environmental results; not for meeting existing code in a creative manner or for money
spent to alter some existing land feature, or other troubles one went through to obtain an
already listed green feature.

Parkland 2014 Expected Compliance: It is not expected that any credit will be sought
under this section.
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¥ #4 2008
Marc C. LaFersier, AICP MiaanE Comy
Director, Department of Planning & Zoning
Miami-Dade County
111 MW 1t Sireet
11% Hoor
Miami, FI. 33128

Re:  Parkland 2014 Comprehensive Development Master Plan ("CDMP”)
Amendment Application -« Additional Confirmation On Police
Substation, Buffering and Capital Improvements Blement Issues

Dear Mr. LaPerrier:

On behalf of the Parkland 2014 project, we are writing o confirm the
applicant’s plans as to: (1} the provision of space for the use of the Miami-Dade
County Police Deparoment within the proposed community; and {2) the
buffering of adjacent agricultural lands from the proposed development; and (3)
amendments to the CDMP's Capital Improvemnents Element to accommodate the
improvernents that will be in the Parkland 2014 Development of Regional Impact
Development Order.

Police Facility. After discussions with both Miami-Dade Police and Fire
Rescue Departments, the applicant had agyeed to dedicate a site and construct a
shared facility for both agencies within the development. We have since been
informed that the Police Department is no lenger interested in a facility and
would prefer instead that the applicant offer’ a small room for the use of Police
persontie to complete paperwork and/or meet with Jocal residents.

Please consider this letter the applicant’s agreement to modify its proposal
o accommoedate the Police Department’s request. The applicant ernains
committed to dedicating & parcel and constructing a Florida Green Building
Coalition certified facility for the Fire Rescue Department within the community.

Parkand DRI
CDOMP Amendment Application
November 12, 2008 11 Supplemental information and Analysis
WACHOVIA FINANCIAL DENTER v 200 SOUTH BISCAYNE BOULEVARD, SUNE 656 « MMM, FLORIDA g5
PHONE, 2058785500 « FAX. S05.597.8082



Mare C. LaFerrier, AICP
August 11, 2008
Page 2

Buffering of Adjacent Agricultural Uses, One of the issues raised in the
Depariment’s Initial Recomumendation is whether the Parkland 2014
development will provide adequate buffering for agriculiural uses that abut the
site. Az you know, the CDMP amendment process does not involve the review
of develppment plans. The applicant will further refine the buffering plan
through the site plan review process following the transmittal of the CDMP
application. The current Parkland 2014 master plan does confemplate the
creation of lakes along the majority of the shared property lines. buffering the
new community from adjacent agricultural uses. The applicant will further
define the depth and design of the buffer areas as the application moves forward.

Capital Improvements Element, The applicant lso remaing committed to
requesting that the CDMP Capital Tmprovements Element be amended to
inctude all relevant infrastructure improvements proposed for Parkland 2014.
These improvements will include all those listed in the “Consolidated Response
to Depariment Issues” submitted to your Department as well as any other
improvements that are mandated in the Eeveigpmem COrder for the Parkland
2014 Development of Regional Impact.

Should you have sny questons regarding the issues discussed herein,
please do not hesitate to call me at (305} 577-6220,

Sincerely

ey Bercow

¢ Rey Melendi
Anthony Seifjas
Reb Curtis
Graham Penn, Esqg. -
Parkiand DRI
COMP Amendment Application
Movember 12, 2008 12 Supplasmental Information and Analysis
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Movemnber 17, 2008

Marc C. LaFerrier, AICP

Director, Deparunent of Planning & Zonmg
Miami-Dade County

131 NW 1 Street

11% Floor

WhHami, FL. 33128

Re: Parkland 2014 Comprahmzve E}Ewelopment Master Plan ("CDMP"} -
dditic ] .

Dear Mr. Lalerrier

On behalf of the Parkland 2014 project, we are pleased o submit our
teanys response to certain issues raised in your Department's Initial
Recommendation on the Parkiand 2014 CDMP Amendment Application as well
as several issues that have been raised following the issmance of the
Recommendation. This letter will include both cdlarifications of previous
materials submitted to your Department and new informetion. It will
supplement the previously submitted “Consolidated Response to Departmental
Issues” document As with the previonsly submitted “Development Order
Compnitments” (Section One of the "Comsolidated Response” documenst), the
applicant is prepared to accept Development of Regional Impact Development
Order conditions incorporating the various commitments outlined herein.

Police and Fire Facilities, As you know, the applicant had offered to
donate » ajte and construct a joint Fire Rescye and Police complex within the
pm]ect We now understand that the Police Department is no longer interested
in a facility and would instead prefer the applicant to provide a small workroom
within Parkland 2014, The applicant has agreed {0 provide such a facility for the
use of the Police Department within the proposed community center/ clubhouse.
The applicant also agrees that the eleven {11) public safaty guidelines set forth in
the Police Department's undated memorandum {copy attached) are acceptable
and should be Incorporated into the DRI development order for the project.



Mare C. LaFerrier, AICP
November 17, 2008
Page2 of &

CHEREW [T P3ub
Regarding the Fire Rescue facility, the applicant I}as gﬁg&ﬁ@g o (1} dedicate
a two (2) acre parcel to the County; and (2} construgtmbizae-hay Hygdakion that
will be certified by the Florida Green Building Coalition on the dedicated site.

Krome Avenue Dedicabion, Constructon and Access, FDOT has raised

several issues relating to 8. W, 177 Avenue (Krome Avenue). The applicant has
agreed to the following: {1} the applicant will dedicate the balance of the neeled
180 foot right-of-way running from SW. 136 Street to S.W. 152 Street within the
Parkland property; and (2} the applicant will construct four travel lapes o
Florida Depariment of Transportation ("FDOT") standards within the dedicated
roadway segment. We understand that FOOT has expressed concerng abouy the
extension of S.W . 144 Street, which is propaosed to run through the center of the
Parkiand 2014 community, to Krome Averue The applicant has agreed fo
refraity from linking SW. 144 Street to Krome Avenue until such time the
connection is mandated by Miami-Dade County, and it Is found 1o be accepisble
for permitting by FDCT.

Water Reuse. The applicant has long proposed an extensive wastewater
reuse sysiem to provide for portions of the project’s lvrigalion demand. The
applicant has had multiple discussions with Miami-Dade County Water and
Sewer Department ("WASD"} pursuant fo Section 3285 of the Miami-Dade
County Code, which requires WASD to evaluate certain Developments of
Regional Impact to determine fhe feasibility of an alternative water supply
project. Please note that Parkland’s daily water demand will be less than 1 MGD
as a result of use of water congervation fixtures and reclaimed water for all or the
vast majority of the project’s invigation. Even though the profect net water
demand wiil not exceed 1 MGD, which is the threshold under Section 32-85 of
the County Code, the applicant has still committed to provide a water reuse
project.

Followhrg recent discussions with WASD, the applicant has agreed to
modify its reuse plan. The applicant has agreed to establish a system that will
capture 300 percent of the project’s wastewater, treat the captured water, and ye- -
use the treated wastewater to meet the project’s ixrigation needs. Although itis
the applicant’s intent o use all of the reclaimed wastewater How for hirigation
purposes, there is the possibility that the reclaimed water will not be sufficient to
satisfy total project irrigation demand. Based on preliminary analyses, it appears
that the reuse system will have the capacity to serve virtually all of the project's
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irrigation needs? The applicant will bear the costs associated with constructing
this system, the fist such developer funded reuse system in Miami-Dade
County.

‘The prelitninary cost estimate for the system is approxirately $25,000,000.
Ornee the systern is operational, the applicant proposes to dedicate the revse
water freatment faciiity to WASD, significantly supplementing the County's
water reuse infrastructure at no cost to the taxpayers. In addition, the County
will be able to add this planned alternative water supply project to it Capital
Improvements Hement, and thus cbiain credit for an alternative water supply
gystem being funded and built by the private sector.

Stormwater Management, The applicant has proposed to retain the 160-
year/3-day reinfall event within the project’s boundaries through the excavation
of a series of lakes and waterways. The Deparbment's Initial Recommendatfon
suggested that the lake area proposed for Parkland 2014 may not be sufficient to
accommodate the 100-year/3-day eveny. The applicant has had additional
discussions with the Deparbment of Environmental Resources Managernent
{“DERM") on this issue.

It i our understanding that DERM has agreed that the applicant will be
able to take credit for the first 3.28 inches of rainfalf in designing ite stormwater
management system once the UDE is expanded to include the property. This is
the standard practice in Miami-Dade County. Under such & scenario, it is
typitally anticipated that a project will devote approximately fifteen {15) percent
of its area to lakes. While engineered drawings will certainly need o be
prepared priot to a final determination, the proposed lake and waterway system
within Paxldand 2014 is consistent with the standard applied to all similarly
situated developments in Miami-Dade County. Accordingly, Parkland 2014 will
be accommapdating the 100-year/3-day rainfall event ou gite.

Impact on Bverglades. The National Park Sexvice had expressad concern
about Parkland 2014s potential impact on the water levels within Bverglades

' In the event that the proposed reuse system does not genetate adequate water
to meet the project’s irrigation needs, the applicant will utilize Bmited amounts
of water from either the project’s lakes or from the Miami-Dade County Water
and Sewer Departent’s supply, subject & the review and approval of the
appropriate goverranentai agencies.



Parkiand 2014 ~ Draft Development Order Condition
Related to Schools

The Developer shall set aside at least 35 acres for the
construction of up to three public schools to be operated
either by the Miami-Dade County Public Schools or a charter
school provider, The approximate location of the school
sites shall be depicted on the Conceptual Master Plan of the
development. | |

Miami-Dade County and the Miami-Dade County Public
Schools have not yet asrived at a mutually agreed upon
school concurrency system. The Developer shall, therefore,
also mitigate its impact on the Miami-Dade County Public
Schools systemn in one of three ways, depending on the
circumstances under which the mitigation agreement is -
entered into with the Miami-Dade County School Board
and/or Miami-Dade County. | .

Option One. The Developer shall provide the following
mitigation if agreed to by the Miami-Dade County School
Board prior to the enactment of school concurrency in
unincorporated Miami-Dade County.

The Miami-Dade County School Board has calculated the
total capital costs to serve the students generated by the
Parkland 2014 project to be $58,215478. The current school
impact fees that are estimated to be generated by the
Parkland 2014 development total $12,178,000. The applicant
shall provide a mixed land donation and monetary
contribution to Miami-Dade County Public Schools with an
aggregate value of $46,037,478 over and above the estimated
impact fees.

The Developer shall dedicate the depicted 15-acre site,
estimated to be valued at $7,500,000, to the Miami-Dade



County Public Schools. The land donation shall be reviewed
under the appraisal procedures of Miami-Dade County
Public Schools in order to determine its value,

The Developer shall also provide Miami-Dade County
Public Schools with a monetary donation of $38,537,478 to be
employed by the School District for the construction of a
2,100 student station K-8 school to be certified by the Florida
Green Building Coalition on the dedicated site.

Upon either: {i} the approval by Miami-Dade County
Commission and School Board of an increase in the amount
of the educational facilities impact fee that will be assessed
against the future development of the Property pursuant to
Chapter 33K of the Miami-Dade County Code of Ordinances
and related Interlocal Agreements or {ii) an increaze in the
amoumt of the square footage of the homes proposed for the
subject development, as depicted on a site plan, over the
estimated square footage of the homes used by School Board
in calculating the impact fee generated by the proposed
development, then the monetary contribution shall be
adjusted accordingly by Miami-Dade County Public Schools.

The monetary contribution shall be payable in multiple pro-
rata payments pursuant to the following schedule:

1. Prior to issuance of the first building permit for a
residential building (Phase I} = $12,845,826.

Z.  Prior to issuance of building permit for the 3,000th
residential unit (Phase IT) = $12,845,826.

3.  Prior to issuance of building permit for the 5,000th
residential unit (Phase TI1) = $12,845,826.



Payment shall come due and payable ten (10) days priorto
the issuance of the relevant building permit. Miami-Dade
County will not issue the first, the 3,000th or 5,000th |
residential building permit until it has received written
confirmation from the School Board that the relevant
payment has been made.

In the event that the School Board does not accept the
proffered land donation, the monetary donation shall be
increased to $46,037,478. The monetary donation shall be
uiilized for capital improvements for schools serving the
studenis generated by the project. ,

The Developer shall also ensure that two additional charter
schools are developed within the project, a 1,600 student-
station high school that shall be open for attendance prior to
the issuance of the 3,000% certificate of occupancy fora
residential unit within the project, and a 1,100 student-
station K-8 school that shall be open for attendance prior to
the issuance of the 5,000% certificate of occupancy for a
residential unit within the project.



Qption Two. The Developer shall provide the following
mitigation if agreed to by Miami-Dade County and the
Miami-Dade County School Board following the enactment
of echool concurrency in unincorporated Miami-Dade
County. This Option shall apply in the event public charter
schools are not deemed to be a mitigation option under
school concurrency,

The Developer shall satisfy the proportionate share
obligations of the Miami-Dade County school concurrency
regulations. If there is a lack of adequate public school
capacity to serve any portion of the project, the Developer
shall enter into & mitigation agreement with Miami-Dade
County and Miami-Dade County Public Schools. Mitigation
options shall include any of options recognized in the
Amended and Restated Interlocal Agreernent for Public
School Facility Planning, including but not limited to the
donation of one or more of the school sites within the
project; a monetary donation; the construction of one or
more public school facilities; or a combination of the above.

In addition, but subject to the limitation on public school
sites within the project set forth below, the Developer shall
be responsible for building two charter schools within the
project, a 1,600 student-station high school that shall be open
for attendance prior to the issuance of the 3,000% certificate
of occupancy for a residential unit within the project, and a
1,600 student-station K-8 schoof that shalf be open for
attendance prior to the issuance of the 5,000% certificate of
occupancy for a residential umit within the project. Inno
event shall more than three public schools (including charter
schools) be required to be located within the Parkland 2014
project,



QOption Three, The Developer shall provide the following
mitigation if agreed to by Miami-Dade County and the
Miami-Dade County School Board following the enactment
of school concurrency in unincorporated Miami-Dade
County. This Option shall apply in the event public charter
schools are a permitted mitigation option under school
concuITency.

The Developer shall satisfy the proportionate share
obligations of the Miami-Dade County school concurrency
regulations. If there is a lack of adequate public school
capacity to sexrve any portion of the project, the Developer
shall enter into a mitigation agreement with Miami-Dade
County and Miami-Dade County Public Schools. Mitigation
options shall include recognized options in the Amended
and Restated Interlocal Agreement for Public School Facility
Flanning, including the dedication of a school site within the
project; the construction of charter schools; or a combination
of the above, |

The following additional limitations shall apply to any
charter schools accepted as mitigation for school
concurrency under the terms of this Conditior:

a)  All charter school facilities must have binding
restrictions upon their use that provide enrollment
preferences to those students residing within the
development or, where the facilities will provide capacity in
excess of that required or utilized by the proposed
development, those students residing within a reasonable
distance of the school. Exceptions fo enrollment preferences
shall be limited to those employed in district owned schools,
No person shall, on the basis of race, ethnicity, national



origin, gender, disability, or marital status, be excluded from
enrollment.

by All charter school facilities must be owned by a non-
profit entity, imumicipality, or other public entity as provided

by law.

cy  All charter school facilities shall be built to the State
Requirements for Educational Facilities (SREF); provided
however, that that such facilities shall be subject to the same
excepltions and exemptions from SREF requirements
normally and typically available for district owned schools.

d) Inthe event that any charter school is closed for any
portion of an academic year, excepting temporary closures
necessitated by Acts of God or natural disasters, the school’s
charter shall contain provisions detailing the terms and
conditions for Miami-Dade County Public Schools to assume
ownership of the charter school facility and land upon which
the facility is located in order to operate the former charter
facility as a traditional educational facility. Any charter
school closure shall be subject to the terms of Chapter
1002.33(18){f), Florida Statutes.

In addition, but subject to the limitation on public school
sites within the project set forth below, the Developer shall
be responsible for building two charter schools within the
project, a 1,600 student-station high school that shall be open
for attendance prior to the issuance of the 3,000% certificate
of occupancy for a residential unit within the project, and a
1,600 student-station K-8 school that shall be open for
attendance prior to the issuance of the 5,000t certificate of
occupancy for a residential unit within the project. Any
charter schools not constructed for mitigation of school
concurrency shall not be subject to the additional



development limitations enumerated in this Condition. In no
event shall more than three public schools (including charter
schools) be required to be located within the Parkland 2014
project. | -
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Ana Rijo-Conde, AICP

Director, Facilities Planning
Miami-Dade County Public Schools
1450 NLE. 2 Ave

Miamni, Florida 33132

Re:  Parkland 2014 School Facilities Mitigesi

Dear Ana;

As you know, this law firm represents the developers of the Parkland 2014
Development of Regional Impact currently under review with Miami-Dade County.
Following the meeting we had with you and your staff, we have reviewed the various
options available to us under the School Board’s current “F7” voluntary mitigation
program. Please consider this letter the applicant’s formal offer to mitigate its school
impacts urder the F7 program.

The F7 standards adopted as a rule by the School Board permit zoning applicants
fo mitigate for the capital costs of serving fhe students that will be generated by a
particular development The F7 system was established to provide a uniform
methodology for the review of valuntary mitigation offers. The total capital cost to
serve students generated by Parkland 2014 as estimated by your Department is
$58,215478. The current school impact fees that are estimated to be generated by the
Parkland 2014 development are $12,178.000. The offer herein hag beent drafted to be
consistent with the requirements of the rule.

The Parkland 2014 mitigation offer it as follows:

Land Donation of 15 Acre Parcel ~ Estimated Valwe of $7,500,000. Land will be
donated at the time it is platted.

Monetary Donation of $38,537,478 — Payment to be made in three installments
under the following schedule:
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Director, Facilities Planning
Miami-Dade County Public Schools
November 17, 2008
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The monetary contribution shall be payable In mudtiple pro-rata payments
pursuant fo the following schedule:

1. Prior to issuance of the first building permit for a residential
building (Phase I} = $12,845,826.

2. Prior to issuance of building permit for the 3,000th residential unit
(Phase I} = $12,845,826.

3. Prior to issuance of building permit for the 5,000th vesidential unit
{Phase 1I) = $12,845,826.

Payment shall come due and payable ten (10} days prior to the issuance of the
relevant building permit. Miami-Dade County will not issue the Hrst, the 3,000th or
5,000th residential building permit uniil it has received written confirmation from the
School Board that the relevant payment has heen made.

The total payment to MDCPS, including the hmpact fees to be paid by the
developer, will be $58,215,478. This mitigation offer has been calculated based on the
now-ruzzent school impact fee.  As with all such agreements, the proposed monetary
donation will be adjusted to account for any increases in the school hmpact fees to be
paid by the development, or in the event the valne of the land donation is not appraised
ar the estirnated $7,500,000.

In the event that the School Board declines the land donation, the monetary
doration will be increased to $46,037,478, subject to adjusiments in the estimated
fmpact fee payments. This alternative donation will be made with the understanding
that Miami-Dade County Public Schocls will devole the monetary donation to capital
improvements to serve the students generated by the Parkland 2014 development.

This mitigation offer is also being made with the understanding that Miami-
Dade County Public Schools will conshuct a 2,100 student-station K-8 schoo! on the
domated site.  As the Florida Green Building Coalition will certify Parkland 2014 as a
“green” community, the school constructed under the terms of this offer must also be
certified under the same standards. We expect that MDCPS will amend its five-year
work plan to reflect this commitment. The mitigation offer also must be accepted prior
to the adoption of public scheol concurrency in unincorporated Miami-Dade County.
MIXIPS must further confirm that, upon acceptance of the proffered mitigation by the
School Board, Parkland 2014 will be vested for school concurrency purposes.
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Beyond fully mitigating its school impacts through the donations explained
above, the applicant will cause o be constructed two additional public charter school
facilities within the conymunity - & 1,100 sindent-station K-8 and a 1,600 student-station
High School. Under no mitigation scenario shall more than three public schools be
required to be located within the project. Parkiand 2014 will therefore be both
mitigating for its impacts and providing excess school capacity to serve the West
Kendall area.

The proposal enclosed herein is consistent with the F7 mitigation standards and
will provide Miami-Dade County Public Schools with the full capital cost of serviag the
stucients who will be generated by the Parkland 2014 development. Please let us know
what information will be needed to secure a confirmation of the value of the land
donation. We are prepared to proffer a covenant suitable for recording upon your
Department’s agreement to the terms herein.

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to working with yon on this
and other issues into the future.  As always,  can be reached dirvectly at (305) 377.6220.

cc: Marc LaFerrier, AICP
Rey Melendi
Graharn Penn, Hsq.
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November 18, 2008

Marc C, LaFerrier, AICP

Director, Department of Planning & Zoning
Miami-Dade County

111 NW 18t Street

114 Floor

Miami, FL 33128

Re:  Parkland 2014 Comprehensive Development Master Plan ("CDMP”)
Amendment Application - Public Safety Guidelines

Dear Mr. LaFerrier;

In our recent correspondence on the above application, we referenced the
eleven (11) public safety guidelines set forth in the Miami-Dade County Police
Department’s undated memorandum, We further noted that the guidelines are
acceptable to the applicants and should be incorporated into the DRI
development order for the project. Due to an oversight, however, we neglected
to attach a copy of the Police Department’s memorandum to our correspondence.
Please find a copy of the memorandum attached to this letter.

We look forward to continue to work with you and your Department as
the application moves through the approval process. Should you have any
questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call me at (305) 377-6229.

raham Penn

cc: Mark Woerner, AICP
Rey Melendi
Jeffrey Bercow, Esq.

ACHOVIA FINANCIAL CENTER » 200 SOUTH BISCAYNE BOULEVARD, SUSTE 850 » MIAMI, FLORIDA 32131
. PHONE, 305.374.5300 « FAX. 305.377.6225 | .



APPLICATION

The Curtis Group is seeking to develop a mixed-use project in unincorporaied Miami-
Dade County. Parkiand DRI consists of 960 acres bounded by S3W 136 Street on the
north, SYV 162 Avenue on the east, SW 152 Strest on the south, and SW 177 Avenue on
the west.

REVIEW

A careful review of the application provided shows that there is likely to be an impact on
the Miami-Dade Department (MDPD) resources based upen the increase in the overall
development, hotel units, population, fraffic, etc. Sergeant Walter Hopwood, the
designated MDPD representative fo the DIC, visited the area and reviewed the site for
the proposed modification. Public safety service in the area is adequate at this fime.
However, growth within an existing police district results in increased demands for police
service. The demands for service typically vary based upon the specific demographics of
the area and fraffic volume. Service demands are normally evaluated once
developments are established. At present, the police department does not object to the
proposed change, but encourages developers wortk with police during any future design
and construction stages to determine the best possible solutions.

COMMENTS

As per our discussion during our mesting on May 28, 2008 (DP&Z), regarding
recommendations for a Storefront/Mini-Station, the following is a list of reocccurring
annual expenses associated with a Mini-Station (Hibiscus Mini-Station) . currently
operating. ' : ' -

Average FPL Cost: $11, 837.68

Janitorial Cost: $6,010.56

GSA Security Cost. $457.00

Pest Controt Cost. $162.00

Alarm Registration Cost: $25.00

Average Fire Extinguisher Inspection Cost: $50 00
Average Water and Sewer Cost: $1500.00
Average ETST Charges. $15,000.00

Average {TSB Charges: $12,000.00

Average Solid Waste Cost: $2,000.00

In addition to the above expenses, there will be one time stat-up expenses for the
following:

Furniture: $5,000.00 - $10,000.00
Computers: $1,000.00 ~ $5,000.00
Telephones. $3,000 - $5,000.00

Office equipment: $1,000.00 - $2,000.00



Regarding actual construction when development occurs, the following applicable
guidelines ara provided to address public safety issues:

1.

10

11.

The development should comply with requirements of the Code of Miami-
Dade County.

A Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) sfudy
coordinated and conducted through the police, and other appropriate
departments respectively, with the developer may be very beneficial.
CPTED is premised on the concept that the proper design and the
effective use of the built environment can lead to a reduction of crime,
thereby increasing the qualify of iife.

All burglar alarm systems require an annual registration with MDPD by
the user. This includes all systems even if they are not monitored by an
alarm company.

Fach structure should have address numbers conspicuously mounted
and easily observable from the roadway.

A lighted directory should be erected near each point of entry and at other
appropriate locations within the development for rapid location by
responding emergency vehicles.

Shrubbery and landscaping at all driveways should be sufficient set back
to permit vehicle operators an unobstructed view.

Landscaping and lighting should be maintained so that address numbers
are never allowed to become obscured.

Adequate lighting, closed circuit television, and security officers in vehicle
parking garage can discourage criminal activity. Outdoor lighting can be
one of the most effective deterrenis against crime. Properly used, it
discourages criminal activity and reduces fear.

Stairwells should have access control to restrict movements of persons
contemplating criminal activity.

Any unmanned, card-accessible security entrance gate should have a
coded lock-box feature for emergency access by police and fire rescue
vehicles.

Designated areas within the development that are kept free of parked
motor vehicles in order to facilitate access fo buildings by emergency
vehicles (fire lanes) is accomplished by application of the owner or lesser
of the development pursuant to Miami-Dade County Ordinance 30-388,
Creation of Emergency Vehicle Zones. Only those developments with
zones so designated are authorized to have police enforcement.

If you need additional information or assistance, please contact Sergeant Hopwood at

305-471-2009



ZONING., LAND UUSE ARND ENVIHONMENTAL L.AW

DIRECT LINE: {305) 377-6229
E-MAIL: gperm@BRZoninglaw.com

November 18, 2008

Marc C. LaFerrier, AICP

Director, Department of Planning & Zorning
Miami-Dade County

111 NW 15t Street

11% Floor

Miami, FL 33128

Re:  Parkland 2014 Comprehensive Development Master Plan {*CDMP")
Amendment Application - Revisions to Application Forms

Dear Myr. LaFerrier:

As you know, our firm represents the applicants in the above-described
application. Please consider this letter and the attached materials as technical revisions
to the application to reflect: (1} a recent change in the County’s property tax records; and
(2} a revision to the percentages in the ownership of one of the applicant entities.

Soon after the application was filed, the County’s Property Appraiser records
were amended to assign approximately 1.41 acres of the application area to Margaret,
Susan, Astrid, and Erik Milner. The Property Appraiser has since again modified its
records to indicate that Corsica West 1l Land Trust, a listed applicant, owns the
approximately 1.41 acre segment. We are enclosing revised disclosure of interest pages
that reflect the change in the Property Appraiser’s records.

We have also recently been apprised of a small error in the extensive disclosure
of the interests in the applicant entities. Specifically, the percentages of ownership in the
Krome Groves Land Trust were not completely accurate. The attached disclosure
materials remedy this error. Note that the owner entities have not changed.

We look forward to continue to work with you and your Department as the
application moves through the approval process. Should you have any questions
regarding either, please do not hesitate to call me at (305) 377-6229.

WAGHOVIA FINANCIAL CENTEH » 200 SOUTH BISCAYNE BOULEVARD, SUITE 850 » MIAMI, FLORIDA 2313t
~ PHONE. 305.374.5300 » FAX. 205.377.6002



DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

This form or a facsimile must be filed by all applicants having an ownership interest in any real
property covered by an application to amend the Land Use Plan map. Submit this form with your
application. Attach additional sheets where necessary.

APPLICANT (S) NAME AND ADDRESS:

APPLICANT A:

Edward W. Easton, Trustee
Krome Groves Land Trust
10165 N.W. 19 Street
Miami, Florida 33172

Guherqui International, S.A.
6100 Glades Road, Suite 213
Boca Raton Florida 33434

Peter M. Hodkin, Trustee
Corsica West I Land Trust
4901 NW 17 Way, Suite 504
Ft Lauderdale, FLL 33309

Use the above alphabetical designation for applicants in completing Sections 2 and 3, below.

2. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: Provide the following information for all properties in the
application area in which the applicant has an interest. Complete information must be
provided for each parcel.

APPLICANT

A

OWNER OF RECORD

Krome Groves Land Trust

Guherqui International, S A.

Corsica West II Land Trust

CSX Transportation Inc
(non-applicani)

FOLIO NUMBER

ACRES IN SIZE {net)

30-5919-000-0010
30-5919-000-0011
30-5919-000-0012
30-5920-000-0050
30-5920-000-0210

30-5920-000-0030
30-5920-000-0040
30-5920-000-0070
30-5920-000-0080

30-5919-000-0020

30-5920-000-0031

604 .70

18.86
19.55

164.73

10.30
81.48

2938
9.80
20382

0.00 (right of way
easement — acreage
subsumed in
adjacent parcels}
1.53 (partial folio,



remaining acreage
subsumed in
adjacent parcels)

Total. 961.15

3, For each applicant, check the appropriate column to indicate the nature of the applicant's
interest in the property identified in 2., above.

CONTRACTOR OTHER (Attach
APPLICANT OWNER LESSEE EOR PURCHASE Explanation }
A X X
X

X

~ O W

DISCLOSURE OF APPLICANT'S INTEREST: Complete all appropriate sections and
indicate N/A for each section that is not applicable.

a. If the applicant is an individual (natural person) list the applicant and all other
individual owners below and the percentage of interest held by each.

INDIVIDUAL'S NAME AND ADDRESS PERCENTAGE OF INTEREST
N/A '

b. 1f the applicant is a CORPORATION, list the corporation's name, the name and
address of the principal stockholders and the percentage of stack owned by each. [Note:
where the principal officers or stockholders, consist of another corporation (5),
trustee(s), partnership(s) or other similar entities, further disclosure shall be required
which discleses the identity of the individual(s) (natural persons) having the ultimate
ownership interest in the aforementioned entity.]

CORPORATION NAME: Guhergui Iniemnational. S.A.

PERCENTAGE OF

NAME, ADDRESS. AND OFFICE (if applicable) STOCK

See attached

¢. I the applicant is a TRUSTEE, list the trustee's name, the name beneficiaries of the
trust, and the percentage of interest held by each. [ Note: where the
beneficiary/beneficiaries consist of corporation(s), partnership(s), or other similar
entities, further disclosure shall be required which discloses the identity of the
individual (s) (natural persons) having the ultimate ownership interest in the
aforementioned entity].



Interests in Corsica West Il Land Trust

Percentage of Interest

Silvio Cardoso 50%
7975 N.W. 154 Street, Suite 400,
Miami Lakes Florida 33016

Anthony Mijares 50%

7975 N.W. 154 Street, Suite 400,
Miami Lakes Florida 33016

Interest in Guherqui International, S.A.

Percentage of | hterest
John C. Cheng 100% o

6100 Glades Road, Suite 213
Boca Raton Florida 33434

Interests in Krome Groves Land Trust

Percentage of Interest

Lennar Homes, Inc., B 33.34%
a Publicly Traded Entity

730 N.W. 107 Avenue, Suite 400

Miami, Florida 33172

Krome Groves Investors, LLC 33.33%
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172.

Neighborhood Planning Company, LLC 33.33%
1380 8. Dixie Highway, Suite 2120
Coral Gables, Florida 33128



Interests in Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.

Krome G|, LLC
13 S W. 7 Street
Miami, Florida 33130

Wesleyan Limited Parinership
c/o Krome Groves Investors, |..L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Edward W. Easton
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

KD & DP Asscciates General Parinership
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

JAL Partnership
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

MacDonald Family ..L.C
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Sitreet Miami, Florida 33172

James A. MacDonald
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Christian MacDonald
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Percentage of Interest

30%

25%

11.7057%

10%

8.2043%

7.5%

3.75%

3.75%

Interests in Krome G [, L.L.C.

Michael Latterner
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Percentage of Interest

12 50%



Wayne Rosen
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Paige Latterner
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Sean Latterner
¢fo Krome Groves lnvestors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Krome Grove Lincoln, L.L.C.
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Ara Kuihanjian
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Krome Grove Holdings, L.L.C.
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10185 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Wayne Rosen, Trustee
clo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Sam Lo Bue
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Joseph M. Lo Bue
c/o Krome Groves Investors, LL.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Georgeann and Joseph G. Lo Bue
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Joel Vigo
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

12.50%
6.41%
2.56%
2.56%
348'_5%. |
8.33%
12.82%
8.55%
8.55%
8.55%

12.82%




Interests in Weslevan Limited Parinership

Percentage of Interest

Kris Czaroryski 57.14%
c/o Krome Groves invesiors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Carol Czartoryski 42.86%
¢/o Krome Groves [nvestors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in KD&DP Associates General Partnership

Percentage of Interest

Newcaster Devcorp, Inc. 1%
203 Waterford Way, Suite 800
Miami, Florida 33126

W. Douglas Pitts 49.5%
¢lo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Courtelis Investment Trust fbo Louise Courtelis 49 5%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in JAL Partnership

Percentage of Interest

Edward W. Easton 50%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Hillis Family Limited Parinership 50%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10185 N .W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in MacDonald Family L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

The Alan S. MacDonald 2005 GRAT 3B8.35%
c/o Krome Groves Invesiors, L.L.C.



10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

The Maria Christina MacDonald 2005 GR 26.34%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L. L.C.
10185 N W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Sterg Christian Antoni MacDonald 2005 17.11%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

James Alexander MacDonald 2005 GST 17.11%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, LL.C.
10185 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Alan 8. MacDonald 0.61%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.LL.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Maria Christina MacDonald 0.48%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in Newcaster Deveorp, Inc.

Percentage of Interest

W. Douglas Piits 50%
203 Waterford Way, Suite 800
Miami, Florida 33126

Courtelis Investment Trust fbo Louise Courtelis 50%
203 Waterford Way, Suite 800
Miami, Florida 33126
Interests in Courtelis Investment Trust fbo Louise Courtelis
Percentage of Interest
l.ouise Courtelis 100%

203 Waterford Way, Suite 800
Miami, Florida 33126



Interests in Hillis Family Limited Partnership

Carole Hillis
¢/o Krome Groves Investors, L.1.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Kathleen Hillis
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Robert W. Hillis [1]
¢/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Daniel Hillis
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Margaret Roediger
c/o Krome Groves investors, L.L.C. .
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Patricia Clark
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Martin Hillis
¢/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Sireet Miami, Florida 33172

Patrick Hiilis
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.I.C.
10165 N W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Percentage of Interest

17.5%

9.5%

23.5%

9.5%

9.5%

7.55%

15.5%

7.5%

Interests in Krome Grove Lincoln, L.L.C.

Clifford Lincoin
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Thelma Lincoln
c/o Krome Groves Investors, LLC.

Percentage of Interest

99%

1%



101656 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Inferests in Krome Grove Holdings, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Caroles Mclstire 7.69%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.G.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Christina Vargas : ' 3.08%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 18 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Maria Delgado 7 89%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Filorida 33172

Maritza Lau 3.08%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Michael Gleber - 3.08%
cfo Krome Groves investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Paul and Cathy Girten 2.15%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Caro! Gleber, Trustee 30.76%
cfo Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Conrad Gleber 1.54%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Conrad and Delia Gleber 3.08%
¢fo Krome Groves fnvestors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Patrick Gleber 26.92%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172



Alyse Goldberg 0.77%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10185 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Brian Wollard 3.08%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Judith Brostoff, Trustee 4 00%
c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Sireet Miami, Florida 33172

David Bracha 3.08%
cf/o Krome Groves investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in Carole Gleber Trust

Percentage of Interest
{arol Gleber 100%

c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

interests in Judith Brostoff Trust

Percentage of Interest
Judith Brostoff 100%

c/o Krome Groves Investors, L.L.C.
10165 N.W. 19 Street Miami, Florida 33172

Interests in Neighborhood Planning Company, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Adolfo and Elizabeth Henriques 1.1357%
445 Grand Bay Drive

Apt. 809

Key Biscayne, FL 33149-1911

ALALLC 1.1357%
385 Casuarina Concourse
Coral Gables, FL 33143-68507

Alberto and Olga lrene Perez 2.2713%



37 South Royal Poinciana Blvd
Miami Springs, FL 33166

Arazoza Land Bank LLC
2100 Salzedo Street
Suite #300

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Bernardo Goenaga

800 Biltmore Way

#509

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Brialan Corp
241 Cape Florida Drive
Key Biscayne, FL 33148

CMG Holdings LLC
12444 SW 127th Ave
2nd Floor

Miami, FL 33186

DLD tnvestments Inc.
8688 SV 24th Strest
Miami, FL 331685

EEM Family Investments, inc.
8500 SW 8th Street #228
Miami, FL 33144

Ezequiel Herran as Trustee of the
Ezequiel Herran Revocable Trust &
Nancy Herran as Trustee of the Nancy
Herran Revocable Trust

14020 SW 36th Street

Miami, F1. 33175

First Southeast Equities Inc.
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #228

Miami, FL. 33144

Fortec LLC
9361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FL 33172

(0.8864%

4.5422%

1.3628%

0.0842%

3.1796%
0.8864%

2.2711%

1.1357%

4.5422%



Francisco and 1.1357%
Georgina A. Angones,

44 West Flagler Sireet

8th Floor

Miami, FL. 33130

General Real Estate Corporation 22711%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #228

Miami, FL 33144

Guerra Group Company LL.C 2.7254%
8440 SW 58th Street
Miami, FL. 33143

Heys Investment Inc. 1.8168%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FL 33144

Highland Company, LLC 1.2719%
7254 SW 48th Street
Miami, FL 33155

Jose A. Herran Revocable Trust 2.7254%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FL 33144

Karl Garcia trrevocable Trust 4.5422%
12444 SW 127th Ave

2nd Floor

Miamni, FL. 33186

Machado Land Heldings LLC 1.1357%
8500 SV 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Manuel A. Herran, as Trustee 9.0842%
of the Manuel A. Herran Revocable Trust

and Nyria Herran, as Trustee of the

Nyria Herran Revocabie Trust

8460 SW 5th Street

Miami, FL 33144

Master Plan Developers LLC 4 .5422%
8500 SW 8th Street

10



Suite #228
Miami, FL 33144

Natasha Andrade Irrevocable Trust
12444 SW 127th Ave

2nd Floor

Miami, FL 33186

Pianned Land Investments LL.C
1390 South Dixie Highway
Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33146

Prime-Site Investment LLC
0301 SW 103rd Street
Miami, FL 33176

Ramon E. Rasco & Ana Lauda Rasco
283 Catalonia Ave

2nd Floor

Coral Gables, FL. 33134

Ramon A. Rasco,

283 Catalonia Ave

2nd Floor

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Rodney Barreto
235 Catalonia Ave
Coral Gables, FL 33134

Sasha Andrade irrevocable Trust
12444 SW 127th Ave

2nd Floor

Miami, FL 33186

Tres Hermanos LLP

1390 South Dixie Highway
Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33146

Valen LLC
0688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33185

11

0.5674%

27.2524%

1.1357%

0.90856%

0.22714%

1.7727%

0.5674%

1.3628%

2.5211%



Interests in ALA, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Conchy Perdomo 100%
395 Casuarina Concourse
Coral Gables, FL 33143-6507

Interests in Arazoza Land Bank, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Carlos Arazoza 60%
2100 Salzedo Street

Suite #300

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Carlos F. Arazoza 20%
2100 Salzedo Street

Suite #300

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Alberto J. Arazoza 20%
2100 Salzedo Strest

Suite #300

Coral Gables, FL 33134

Interests in Brialan Corporation

Percentage of Interest

Alberto Guerra 50%
241 Cape Florida Drive
Key Biscayne, FL 33148

Vivian Guerra 50%
241 Cape Florida Drive
Key Biscayne, FL 33149

Interests in CMG Holdings, L.L..C.

Percentage of Interest

Carlos Garcia 100%

12



12444 SW 127th Ave
2nd Floor
Miami, FL 33188

Interesis in DLD Investments, Inc.

Percentage of Interest”

| eticia R. Valdes 33.33%
0688 SV 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

Daniel F. VValdes 33.33%
0688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

Daniel L. Valdes 33.33%
8688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

Interesis in EEH Family Investmentis, Inc.

Perceniage of interest

Emifiano E. Herran 50%
8500 SW 8th Street #228

Miami, FL 33144

Emiliano Herran 50%
8500 SW 8th Street #228

Miami, FL 33144

interests in Ezequiel Herran Revocable Trust

Percentage of interest
Ezequiel & Nancy Herran 100%

14020 SW 36ih Street
Miami, FL 33175

Interests in Nancy Herran Revocable Trust

Percentage of Interest

Ezequiel & Nancy Herran 100%
14020 SW 36th Street

13



Miami, FL 33175

Interests in First Southeast Equities, Inc.

Percentage of Interest

James and Samantha Dorsy 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #228

Miami, FL. 33144

Interests in Fortec, L.L.C.

Percentage of Intarest

Miguel Poyastro 50%
93861 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, F1. 33172

Ezra Katz 30%
9361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FL 33172

W. Thomas Duncan 10%
9361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FL. 33172

Ashbell Investments, Lid. 10%
8361 Fontainebleau Bivd
Miami, FL 33172

Interests in General Real Estate Corp.

Percentage of interest

Agustin Herran 100%
8500 SW 8ih Street

Suite #228

Miami, FL 33144

interests in Guerra Group Company, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Jorge & Martha B. Guerra 84%
8440 SW 58th Street

14



Miami, FL 33143

Jorge Guerra, Jr. - 8%
8440 SW 58th Street
Miami, FL 33143

Anamaria Guerra-Vera 4%,
8440 SW 58th Strest
Miami, Fl. 33143

Guerra Children's Irrevocable Trust No. 3 4%
8440 SV 58th Street
Miami, FL 33143

Interests in Hevs Investment, inc.

Percentage of Interest

Jose A. & Maria M. Herran 40%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FL 33144

Jose A. Jr & Lourdes M. Herran 20%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FL 33144

Ana Mary Herran & Alexander Ynastrilla 20%
8455 Grand Canat Drive
Miami, FL 33144

Daniel Herran & Nancy San Emeterio Herran 20%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FL. 33144

Interests in Highland Company, L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Robert E. Chisholm and Lilliam F. Chisholm, 89.28%
as joint tenants with rights of survivorship

7254 SW 48th Street

Miami, FL 33155

Robert M. Chisholm 5 36%

7254 S\W 48th Strest
Miami, FL 33155
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Alfred E. Chisholm and Maria L. Chisholm, 3.57%
as joint tenants with rights of survivorship

7254 S\W 48th Strest

Miami, FL. 33155

Jacqueline A. Chisholm 1.79%
7254 SW 48th Street
Miami, F1. 33155

Interests in Jose A. Herran Revocable Trust

Percentage of Interest

Jose A. Herran 100%
8455 Grand Canal Drive
Miami, FLL 33144

Interests in Karl Garcia lrrevocable Trust
Percentage of Interest
Karl Garcia 100%
12444 SW 127th Ave
2nd Floor
Miami, FL 33186

Interests in Machado Land Holdings L..1..C.

Percentage of Interest

Jose Luis Machado I}l Revocable Trust 857%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Machado Family Investments, LLC 14.3%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL. 33144

16



Interests in Manuel A. Herran Revocable Trust and

Manuel A. Herran and Nytia Herran

8460 SW 5th Street
Miami, FL 33144

Nyria Herran Revocable Trust,

Percentage of Interest

100%

Interests in Master Plan Developers, L.L.C.

Oscar Barbara
8500 SW 8th Sireet
Suite #228

Miami, FL 33144

Jose A. Herran
8500 SW 8ih Stireet
Suite #228

Miami, FL 33144

Antonio (Gonzalez
8500 SW 8th Street
Suite #228

Miami, FL 33144

Percentage of Interest

70%

5%

5%

Interests in Master Plan Developers, L.L..C. Gontinued

Agustin Herran
8500 SW 8th Street
Suite #228

Miamni, FL. 33144

Victoria Real Estate Management

8500 SW B8th Street
Suite #228
Miami, FL 33144

Percentage of Interest

19%

1%



Interests in Natasha Andrade Irrevocable Trust

Percentage of Interest

Natasha Andrade 100%
12444 SW 127th Ave

2nd Floor

Miami, FL 33186

Interests in Planned Land Investments L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Sergio Pino 50%
1390 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FIL. 33146

Maria C. Guerra lrrevocable Trust 34%
1380 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FLL 33146

Armando J. Guerra and Maria C. Guerra 17%
1380 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33148

interests in Prime-Site Investment L.L.C.

Percentage of Interest

Antonio E. and Yolanda J. Placeres 33.33%
9301 SW 103rd Street
Miami, FL 33176

Angel Diaz Norrman 33.33%
9301 SW 103rd Street
Miami, FL 33178

Jose F. and Daisy M. Diaz 33.33%

9301 SW 103rd Street
Miami, FL 33176
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Interests in Sasha Andrade Irrevocable Trust

Percentage of Interest

Sasha Andrade 100%
12444 SW 127th Ave

2nd Floor

Miami, FL 33186

Interests in Tres Hermanos, L.L.P.

Percentage of Interest

Adrianne J. Guerra Trust 33.33%
1390 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33146

Corinne M. Guerra Trust 33.33%
1390 South Dixie Highway g
Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33148

Eric A. Guerra Trust 33.33%
1380 South Dixie Highway '
Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33148

Inferests in Valen, L.L.C.

Percentage of interest

Daniel R. Valdes as Trustee 45.16%
9688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

Rosario Valdes as Trusiee 27.45%
9688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

EFmma M. Guerra as Trustes 22.72%
8688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

leana Ramirez 4.67%
9688 SW 24th Street
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Miami, FL. 33165

Interests in Ashbell Investments, Lid,

Perceniage of Interest

Ashbell Security Trust 98.8848%
9361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FL 33172

Boaz Ashbell 1.0152%
8361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FLL 33172

Interests in Guerra Children’s Irrevocable Trust No. 3.

Percentage of Interest
Gabriel Guerra 100%
8440 SW 58th Street
Miami, FL 33143

Interests in Jose Luis Machado il Revocable Trust.

Percentage of Interest

Alison Machado 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

interests in Machado Family Investments, 1..L.C.

Percentage of interest

Jose Luis Machado 1l 14.28%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Vivian lsern 14.28%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #1 14 .28%



8500 SW 8th Street
Suite #238
Miami, FL 33144

Jose Luis Machado J1. lrrevocahble Trust #2 14.28%
8500 SW Bth Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #3 14.28%
8500 SWV 8th Street

Suite #238

Miamni, FL 33144

Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #4 14.28%
8500 SWV 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Jose Luis Machado {ll Children's lrrevocable Trust #3 14.28%
8500 SV 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL. 33144

Interests in Victoria Real Estate Management .

Percentage of Interest

Agustin Herran 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #228

Miami, FL. 33144

Interests in Maria C. Guerra Irrevocable Trust.

Percentage of Interest

Armando J. Guerra 100%
1390 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 33146
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Interests in Adrianne J. Guerra Trust,

Perceniage of Interest

Adrianne J. Guerra 100%
1390 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 331486

Interests in Corinne M. Guerra Trust,

Percentage of Interest

Corinne M. Guerra 100%
1390 South Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL 331456

Interests in Eric A. Guerra Trust.

Percentage of Interest

Eric A. Guerra 100%
1390 Scuth Dixie Highway

Suite #2120

Coral Gables, FL. 33148

Interests in Daniel R. Valdes Trust.

Percentage of Interest
Daniel R. Valdes 100%
9688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL 33165

Interests in Rosario Valdes Trust.

Percentage of Interest

Rosario Valdes 100%
9688 SW 24th Street :
Miami, FL 33165

I~
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Interests in Emma M. Guerra Trust.

Percentage of Interest
Emma M. Guerra 100%
8688 SW 24th Street
Miami, FL. 33165

Interests in Ashbell Security Trust.

Percentage of Interest
Boaz Ashbell 100%
9361 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FLL 33172

Interests in Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #1.

Percentage of Interest

Vivian {sem 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Interests in Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #2.

Percentage of Interest

Jose Luis Machado IV 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL. 33144

Interests in Jose Luis Nachado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #3.

Percentage of Interest

Christina Isern 100%
- 8500 SW Bth Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144
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Interests in Jose Luis Machado Jr. Irrevocable Trust #4.

Percentage of Interest

Andres Machado 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144

Interests in Jose Luis Machado )l Children’s Irrevocable Trust #3.

Percentage of Interest

Gabriela Machado 100%
8500 SW 8th Street

Suite #238

Miami, FL 33144
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CATHY SWERTAPPLE & ASSQCIATES
TRANZSPORTATION AND MOBILITY PL \\:\1\-%&%

DEC-8 A - 47
December 7, 2008

TRt NG
Mr. Napoleon Sampza, Srincipal Planner IROPLLITTY ~r‘5§*‘if SECT
Miami-Dade County Depariment of Planning and Zoning
111 Northwest 1¢t Street, Suite 1220

Miami, Florida 33128

RE: Parkland DRI and COMP Amendment
Response to County Comments dated 14-18-08 Related to the Year 2018 Traffic Impacts

Dear Mr. Samoza,

Please find attached herein, detail responses to the Novernber 18, 2008 comments provided by your office and by
Muhammed Khan in Public Works. | have reviewed each of your comments in detail, and have provided complete
responses along with attached supporting data where needed or requested. Pursuant to your review, and the additional
analyses provided in response to the Public Works comments, | have updated Tahble 1 below. The findings indicate that
all roadway segments identified as a Year 2018 concem have been adequately addressed to demonstrate that one or
more of the following appiies:

+  That Adopted LOS standards are maintained on affected roadways carrying Parkland raffic based upon one or more
of the following: 1) thatimprovements are funded in TIP 2008; 2) that improvements are included in Priority [ or li of
the MPC Long Range Transporiation Plan; or 3) that improvements are proposed by Parkiand.

* Thalthe comparison between the traffic volumes in the year 2018 without Parkland and the traffic volumes in the year
2018 with Parkland demonstrates that the percent change of the fulure daily traffic volume is less than 5.0%, and

therefore the change is found not fo be a Signjficant Impact;

» Thaton roadway segments operating below the adopted LOS standard for the Year 2018 with Parkland, the future
daily or peax hour project traffic from Parkland is found to be less than 5.0% of the roadway capacity (maximum
service volume) at the Adopted LOS Standard pursuant to the Miami-Dade County CDMP, and therefore Parkland is

found not to place a Significant Impact on that particuiar seament.
Table 1 - Detailed Modeling Evaluation of $taﬂ Comments

- Rosteay Limits- \'«,‘Mﬂf})arfy 18 Daily: T iﬁ”ﬂoﬂaq Ei’ 2018 i * Deldtled Evahiation T
) C wsames Gapaeity from tos ' . ‘

L oL wifh Pariiand the COME . L e : s
BWTT Ave | SWASHIOSWEE St 37‘819 47,100 B B Meels Adopled LOS Standard - See Revised At Plap Caloutation Attached
SW 177 Ave | SW 184 Stio SW 200 St 28,883 28.900 B B Maets Adopled LOS Standard - Soe Table 43 fom tha FDOT LOS Handbook
SW15T Ave | SWI2DSttoSW 136 St 29,733 31,100 D 8] Meets Adopled L.OS Standard - See Tabie 4-1 from the FBOT LOS Handbook
SW13T Ave | SW 154 Stlo SW 200 5L Project traffc = 3.95% of the 2LU M3V at Adopted LOS Project Traffic Not Significan! — Less than 5% of Adcpled LOS Capacily
SW 120 5t SW 13T Ave to REFT Project iraffic = 3.72% of the 4LD MSY at Adopted LOS | Peoject Trallic Not Significant - Less than 5% of Adopled LOS for 5LD or 51D
W 152 61 SW 127 Ave lo SW117 Ave 68221 ( 70,200 1 E+20% | B Mesis Adopled LOS Stardard - Ses Revised A Plan Caloulation Atached
SW 152 St SW 102 Ave lo LIS ‘Proect traffic = 2.6% change in volume at Adopted LOS Froject Traffic Not Significant - Less than a 5% Change with Amendment
BW136 5t SW152 fvelo SW157 Ave 24,858 l 31.100 |F v} I 5} Meets Adopted LOS Standard - See Table 4-1 from the FDOT LOS Handbook

Note: MSV = Maximum Service Volume

101 Narth Gorden Read, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
954-463-8373 office 954-525-4303 fax 954-649-8942 cell Email: csweert@bellsouth.net




Mr. Napoleon Samoza

Parkland DRI and CDMP Amendment

Response to County Comments dated 11-18-08 Related to the Year 2018 Impacts
December 7, 2008 - Page 2

The Movernber 18, 2008 comments from vour office (see attached) have concurred with the findings outlined in Table 4
ahove for the five sagments fisted below. Inyour comments, you have indicated that these five segments are no longer a
2018 concern since information has been provided o demonstrate that adopted LOS standards can be maintained or that
the Impact of the DR traffic is nol found to be significant and therefore falls below the 5.0% thresholds,

SW 177 Avenue — SW 184 Slreet to SW 200 Stree! - Adopted LOS Standards are met

SW 157 Avenue — SW 120 Street to SW 136 Street ~ Adopted LOS Standards are met

SY 120 Street ~ SW 137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue — Project traffic not significant - below 5% of MS¥ as a6LD ora4iD
SW 152 Street — SW 102 Avenus to US-1 — Project traffic not significant — less than a 5% change with the Amendmeant
SW 135 Straet ~ SW 162 Avenue to SW 157 Avenue - Adopted LOS Standards are met

N a4 & » @

Pursuarito your November 18, 2008 comments, revised Art Plan analyses have been provided {see alfached) o respond
to the comments from Public Works. Additional information is provided to address the remaining three segments listed
below. Based upon the updated information pravided herein and attached to this submittal, the remaining three segments
are no ionger a 2018 concem since additional information has been provided to demonstrate that adopted LOS standards
can be maintained or that the impact of the DRI trafficis not significant and fails below the 5.0% thresholds.

e« SW177 Avenue — SW § Street to SW 8B Street — Adopted LOS Standards are met ~ See Revised Art Plan Analysis
SW 137 Avenus - SW 184 Streel io SW 200 Sireet - Project traffic not significant — below 5% of MSV as a 2LU
«  5W152 Street - W 127 Avenue fo SW 117 Avenue - Adopted LOS Standards are mel - See Revised Art Plan Analysis

Please review the attached responses to the November 18, 2008 comments, and do not hesitate to contact me if you have
any questions or concems with this additional fraffic Information.

Sincerely,

Cathy Sweetapple & Associales
Transportation and Mobility Planning

(it bratin e

Cathy S. Sweetapple, AiCP
Principal Transporation Planner

e Jefirey Bercow
Rob Curtis
Rosa Davls
Armando Hemandez
Muhammed Khan'
Rey Melendi
Graham Pann
Joan Shen
Mark Woerner

Callosuments & SelingmiCathy Sweetapplatly DocunentsiKrome Groves! COMPMPC Modesg Pl EvaluatiomSemoza - 12-5-08 - Aesacnse 1 Siaff Comments - 2016.doe

{0# MNorth Gordon Road, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
954-463-887% office 954-525-4303 fax 954-649-8942 cell Email: csweer@belisouth.net



Miamni-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning
Transportation Review Comments for 2018 Traffic Conditions
Review of the Applicant’s November 3, 2008 Correspondence

1) Krome ‘Avenue, frofii SW 8 Strédiiis 89 88'Stredt. Your detailed modsting evaluation,
using the 42,400 dally capacity based on your AriPian anslysis, indicafes that this roadway
segment, with the projected impact traffic volume of 37,819 dally trips, meets the adopted
LOS standard. However, MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by Gannet Fleming, inc.,

indicates that this roadway segment will operate at LOS F, with and without the Parkiand DRI‘S
traffic impact, in violation of the adopted LOS B standard. A second analysis was performed
using FDOTs Generalized Table 4-3 (Rural Deveioped Areas). This analysis shows that this
roadway segment will cperate at LOB C, thus in violation of the adopted LOS B standard for
a FIMS 4-lane- Controlled Access facility. Moreover, the Public Works Department staif reviewed
your ArtPlan analysis and has some issues regarding your assumptions and input values. Pleass
see PWD's comments below.

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant to the ArtPian calculations provided to staff, and pursuant to the
revised ArtPlan calculations performed to address staffs comments, Krome
Avenue from SW & Street to SW 88 Street will meet the adopted LOS standard
in the Year 2018 with the Parkland DRI. The revised ArtPlan caiculations
demonstrate that the daily maximum service volume for Krome Avenue from
SW 8 Strect to SW 88 Street will be 47,100 vehicles at the LOS B standard, and
that the roadway segment, with the projected traffic volume of 37,819 daily
trips from the MPO model meets the adopted LOS B standard which
accommeodates 47,100 daily trips.

2) Krome Averniue, from SW. 184 Streafifc SW 200 Street. Your detailed modeling evaluation,
using the 28,800 daily capacity based on FDOT's Generalized Annual Average Daily Volumes
Table 4-3 for Rural Developed Areas, indicetes that this roasdway segment, with the
project's traffic volume (28,883 daﬂy Irips), will mest the adopted 1OS B
Standard. Hﬂwevei‘ W@'g 2048 traffx; inpatt’ ‘analysis- performed. --@%ﬁn_@t’%&i‘lﬁﬁg ne.,
m«:ﬁmzes at thi et Will ooerete at LOS-F, w ith ang ¥'s: in

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant to the information highlighted above, staff has agreed that Krome
Avenue from SW 184 Street to SW 200 Street will operate at the adopted LOS
standard in the Year 2018 with the Parkiand DRL



3) SW 157 Avenue, from SW 120 Street to 8W 136 Street. Your detailed modeling evaluation,
using the 31,100 dafly capacity for LOS D in Table 4-1 for Urbanized Areas, indicates that this
roadway segment, with ths project’s traflic volume (28,773 daily trips), meets the adopted LOS D
standerd, However, MP(O's 2018 traffic impact analysis perfotmed by Gannet Ffemmg, e,
ingicates that this segment will operate at'LOS E, with the Parkland's traffic. impaet, in-violation of
m‘ged ;hos g{;ﬁaﬁda?é A seﬁ%%dﬁ Z ;1% %ﬁsﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁ using F!%@Tﬁgﬁem%
L ANIS Sis shows ndeeu ay._segment will . operate.at
D, the asi’@med LOS aﬁnﬁard withithe Parkiang’ bRé!‘s f;kafﬁa’: impact,

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant fo the information highlighted above, staff has agreed that SW 157
Avenue from SW 120 Street to SW 136 Street will operate at the adopted LOS
standard in the Year 2018 with the Parkland DRI,

4} SW 13TAvenus >Trom S 184, Strest: to SW 200 Street. Your detailed modeling
gvaluation indicates that this roadway segment has not significant impact (less than 5 percent of
{he adopted LOS capatity). MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by Gannet Fleming,
ine., indicates that this segment will operate at LOS F, with and without the Parkland DRI's traffic
impact, in viclation of the adopted LOS D standard. A significance analysis was performed using
the 2018 volumes for the Base Network {without Parkland DRI} and Scenario 3 (With Parkland's
traffic impact). The analysis indicstes that Parkiand DRI will have a significant impact (13.15
percent) on the roadway segment's adopted LOS standard capacily. The foliowing information
was used in this analysis; volume without Parkland's impact {23,237 daily vehicle frips), volume
with Parkland's impact (25,158 daily vehicle trips), and roadway's capacily &t the adopted 1.0S D
standard {14,600 AADT, Generalized Table 4-1). Moreover, a second traffic impact enalysis was
performed using FDOTSs Generalized Table 4-1. This analysis shows that this segment will
operate at LOS F, in violation of the adopted LOS D standard.

Appiicant's Response:

The DRI project traffic for SW 137 Avenue from SW 184 Street to SW 200 Street
falis below the §.0% significance threshold with the axisting 2 lane undivided
roadway geometry.

o The net external PM peak hour DR) project traffic from the DR| and
CDMP analysis equates to 3.96% of the roadway capacity as a 2 lane
undivided roadway [55 net external PM peak hour DRI trips/1,35%0 two-
way peak hour roadway capacity as a 2LU = 3.96%].

o The assignment of DRI project traffic from the MPO’s model for the year
2018 also demonstrates that the DRI project traffic for SW 137 Avenue
from SW 184 Streef to SW 200 Street will fall below the 5.0%
significance threshold with the existing 2 lane undivided roadway
geometry. The MPO model assignment demonstrates that the daily
project trips on SW 137 Avenue will eguate to 4.3% of the roadway
capacity as a 2 lane undivided roadway [62% daily trips/14,600 daily
roadway capacity as a 2L.U = 4.31%].



B} 'SW -120 Stresf, from $W 137 :Avenueto SW 117 Avenue. Your detalled modeling
evaluetion indicates that this roadway segment has not significant impact {less than 5 pergent of
the adopted LOS capacity). MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by Gannet Fleming,
ine,, Indicates that this segrment will operate at LOS E and F, with and without the Parkland DRI's
traffic rmpact, in vscrahon of the adopted LOS D ’siandafd Ag njﬁ gg awy&f,ﬁ( Was

uslipg. gmg volumes for the Base! arklatid DRI} and
ity g@?"b@* Yaffie o 59 : ? Daly; kiw"“ kw' ’3"3‘%‘ Jand
ot significent impact, sﬁﬁs Y ihis roadmay ment's adopted LOS

ity, it should be pomied out that the 2018 traffic :mpact analysxs considered this
roadway segment as six-lans facility. The widening of this roadway was to be funded with the 172
cent sales tax approved in November 2002 by the residents of Miami-Dade County. However,
Mayor Carlos Alvarez at the Transportation Summit held last Saturday, November 15, said that
no more roadway improvements will be funded with the 1/2 cent sales tax. Moreover, DP&Z staff
leamed yesterday that the widening of SW 120 Streef from SW 137 Avenue fo SW 117 Avenue
has been delermined by PWD to be unfeasible. The project is said to require major right-of-way
acquisition, as well as the relocation of a farge number of residences, and therefore it has bean
recommended not to move forward with this project. Also, at an earlier MPO meeting this year,
Commissioner Sorenson expressed concems regarding this project and recommended its
removal from the TIP. The elimination of this project will require a-reevaluation of this roadway
seggment.

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant to the information highlighted above, staff has agreed that the
Parkland DRI will not have a significant impact on the adopted LOS standard
roadway capacity for SW 120 Street from SW 137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue.

Pursuant to the additional informatien provided above regarding the feasibility
of achieving a 6 lane divided roadway on SW 120 Street from SW 137 Avenue
to SW 117 Avenue, the Applicant has reanalyzed this segment as a 4 lane
divided roadway with the following resuits;

¢ The DRI project traffic remains below the 5.0% significant threshold under
the existing 4 lane divided roadway geometry;

The net external PM peak hour DRI project traffic from the DRI and CDMP
analysis equates to 3.72% of the roadway capacity as a 4 lane divided
roadway [110 net external PM peak hour DRI trips/2,950 two-way peak hour
roadway capacity as a 4LD = 3.72%].

6) BW 135 Streef] from’ SW. 162 Avenilis#o''SW 157 Avenue. Your detalled modeling
evaluation indicates that this __roadway segment wil meset the adopted LOS standard.
Heoy MP@*&Q@ traffic ifpact e !fo a6 it '"._Fiemﬂzg‘ Ty, ndicates it

- cperate raffic 1 , thus: violatign " of

]

P e L ;
Table 1.} ,i'erftzx analysis, sl
t& adopted LOS standard.

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant to the information highlighted above, staff has agreed that SW 136
Street from SW 162 Avenue to SW 157 Avenue will operate at the adopted LOS
standard in the Year 2018 with the Parkland DRI



71.SW 152 Strest, from SW 102 Avénue to US 1. Your detailed modeling evaiuation indicates
that this roadway segment has not significant impact, less than b percent of the adopted LOS
capacily. MPO's 2018 {raffic impact analysis performed by Gannet Fleming, Inc., indicates that
this segment will operate at LOS E+37%. without Perkland DRI's traffic impact, and ot E+54%,
with F'a?:;tand DRI's lmpact In égxggfauon c;@ ’fgthe a{iﬂp%df 1#%*&29% stg;t?:rd '
A significancs analisis “was per Tasing the ‘“wlum orAhe} Base Network
(xgiti?guth P“%ﬂg Emlkﬁi aaﬁ ’ 53ggngmzi Bﬁiw‘ij} P‘%}and’s 4,;&;‘1‘5’13,” i

act),
a 1ave ot sighificant hﬂﬁam {2.60
L ,ay- ;iap:éd LS’ %tan@vrﬁéaaan&? it should be pointed
out tha& thls roadway segment is p!.anned for widened from 4 1o 6 lanes in the County's 2030
Lorg Range Transportation Plan. This roadway m;pmvement is listed as a Priorty {1l (2016 -
2020) project in the LRTP.

Applicant’s Response:

Pursuant tc the information highlighted above, staff has agreed that the
Parkiand DRI wili not have a significant impact on the adopted LOS standard .
roadway capacity for SW 152 Street from SW 102 Avenue to US-T {where the
project impact is 2.6% and is below the 5.0% significance threshold).



1)

2)

3)

4)

Miami-Dade County Public Works Department
Transportation Review Comments for 2018 Traffic Conditions
Review of the Applicant’s November 3, 2008 Correspondence

Commants on 2018 ARTPLAN analysis for SW 152 Street and SW 177 Avenue

SW 152 Street

Piease note that in Parkland 2014 DRI, September 2008 analysis SW 152 Sireet from
SW 117 Avenue to 8W 137 Avenue s subdivided in to two segments, SW 117 Avenus 1o
BW 124 Avenue and SW 124 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue in Table 21.F4 for the length of
study segment, therefore conslder using same segmentation for ARTPLAN analysis.

Response: SW 152 Street from SW 137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue is
divided into two segments In the DRI link tables and in link Table 21.F4
{from SW 137 Avenue to SW 124 Avenue and from SW 124 Avenue to SW
117 Avenue) to account for the variation in committed development traffic
assignments onto these two segments based upon the committed
development traffic from Metrozoo and the UM TND. The ArtPlan analysis
was performed for the entire two mile segment of SW 152 Street from SW
137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue since the entire segment exists as a & lane
divided roadway, and since the FDOT 2002 Quality/LOS Handbook
suggests that for an arterlal facility analysis using one of the conceptual
planning models to compute LOS, the general recommendation is that the
facility be at Jeast 2 miles in length.

Also in same Table 2018 hourly volumes with project are used as 8,117 and 6,210 which
appear refating to higher AADTs as compare to 66,000 propused in ARTPLAN analysis,
.09 value of “K* should resulf in daily volumes of 87,800 and 88006,

Response: The daily volume used in the ArtPlan analysis is not proposed.
It reflects the average of the actual 2007 AADT volumes for Count Stations
5850 and 8852,

In general Facility Data input Exclusive Right Turn Lanes are mentionad as "NO” while for
individual intersection input data right turn lanes are marked as “YES®, Detailed analysis
indicated e exclusive right tum lenes scenario results in significantly worse LOS,
Therefore if exclusive right lanes are provided at all intersections then it should be
agcommodated in later phases.

Response: The Applicant has revised the ArtPlan analysis to utilize correct
the input values to ensure that right turn lanes are mentioned as NO for
those intersections where right turn lanes do not exist. In fact, right turn
lanes only exist at the intersection of SW 152 Street and SW 137 Avente,

in Automobife LOS resuit table Left Turn Lanes spill. |t shows additional demand exists
for left tum ‘storage. Therefore Left turri storage should be increased to accommodate
estimated ieft furm vehicles.

Response: The Applicant has already proposed to improve the left turn
lane storage at the intersection of S8W 152 Street and SW 117 Avenue, and
will be improving the intersection of SW 152 Street and SW 137 Avenue.



5)

&)

Please verify if cycle length, 150 seconds is constant for all intersection as shown. fnot it
is highly recommended 0 use existing cycle lengths.

Response: The Applicant has revised the ArtPlan analysis to utilize the
actual cycle length of 130 seconds for the intersections of SW 152 Street at
SW 117 Avenue, SW 124 Avenue, SW 127 Avenue, SW 129 Avenue and SW
133 Avenue, and the actual cycle length of 160 seconds for the intersection
of SW 152 Street and SW 137 Avenue. The Applicant has also utilized
actual gic for each of these signalized intersections. Based upon the
revised ArtPlan analysis, the daily maximum service volume for SW 152
Street from SW 137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue equates to 70,800 and the
two way peak hour maximum service volume equates to 6,370.

Supporting documents should also be edded to verify the 2018 Daily Volumes with
Parkland as shown in Table 1,

Response: The 2018 daily volumes with Parkland were generated by the
County’s MPQO modeling effort and are not the Applicant’s traffic forecasts
from the DRI

SW 177 Avenue

7

8)

8)

Explain the source of AADT value, "15,920" used in ARTPLAN anslysis. While 2013
volume is shown as 37,818 in Tabia 1.

Response: The value represents the average of the three day counts
collected by FDOT for State Count Station 0004 as obtained from the 2007
Florida Traffic Information CD. The ArtPlan calculations are performed
using existing data for the corridor. A revised ArtPlan analysis has been
submitted for SW 177 Avenue from SW B8 Street to SW 8 Street using the
average of the three day counts coliected by FDOT for State Count Station
0004 and State Count Station 2657.

Value of g/c is used as 0.62. 0.5 should be used as maximum vaiue of g/c.

Response: The detailed ArtPlan analyses use actual g/c when these values
are available, The revised ArtPlan analysis uses the signal timing and gic
for the intersection of 8W 177 Avenue and 8W 8 Street as obtained from
Miami-Dade County which is appropriate since the peak direction is
northbound. The ArtPian analysis has been revised to reflect the actual
cycle length of 140 seconds and the gfc of 0.56.

i is tighly recommended to use exisiing cycle lengths.

Response: The Applicant has revised the ArtPlan analysis to utilize the
actual cycle length of 140 seconds. The Applicant has also used actual left
and right turn percentages obtained from intersection turning movement
counts collected at the intersection of SW 177 Avenue and SW 8 Street.
The revised ArtPlan analysis establishes the daily LOS B maximum service
volume for SW 177 Avenue from SW 8 Street to SW 88 Street as 47,100
vehicles.



10) Supporting documeants to verify the dally volumes should also be added with analysis.

Response: The Applicant has included the supporting documents for the
daily volumes in this submittal. See attached the 2007 three day counts
for FDOT Count Station 0004 and 2557.
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Cathy Sweetapple

From: Somoza, Napoleon (DP&Z) INVS@miamidade.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 9;39 PM

To: csweet@bellsouth . net

Ce: Davis, Rosa (DP&Z); Shen, Joan (PWD); Khan, Muhammad (PWD); Hernandez, Armando (PWD);

Woerner, Mark (DP&Z), gpenn@brzoninglaw.com
Subject: FW: Comments on your Detailed Modeiing Evaluation of Year 2018 Traffic Impact Analysis

Importance: High

Helle Cathy,

t revipwed your Response to Staff Comments Related to the Year 2018 Traffic Impact Analysis dated November 3, 2008,
and offer the following comments:

1) Kroms Avenue, from SW B Street to SW 88 Street. Your detailed modefing evaluation, using the 42,400 daily
capacity based on ybur ArtPlan analysis, indicates that this roadway segment, with the projected impact fraffic volume of
37,818 daily trips, meets the adopled LOS standard. However, MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by Ganrist
Fleming, Inc., indicales that this roadway segment will operate at LOS F, with and without the Parkland DR{'s traffic
impact, in violation of the adopted LOS B standard. A second analysis was performed using FDOT's Generalized

Table 4-3 {Rural Developed Areas). This analysis shows that this roadway segment will operate at LOS C, thus in
violation of the adopted LOS B standard for a2 FIHS 4-lans Controlled Access faclity. Moreover, the Public Works
Department staff reviewed your ArtPlan analysis and has some issues regearding your assumptions and nput

values. Please see PWD's commenis below,

2} Krome Avenue, from SW 184 Street to SW 200 Street. 'Your detailed modeling evaluation, using the 28,800 daily
capacity based on FDOT's Generalized Annual Average Daily Volumes Table 4-3 for Rusat Developed Aress, indicates
that this roadway segment, with the project’s traffic volume (28,883 daily trips), will reet the adopted LOS B

Standard. However, MPUO's 2018 traffic impact analysis periormed by Gannet Fleming, Inc., indicates that this segment
will operate at LOS F, with and without Parkiand's fraffic impact, In violation of the adopted LOS B

Standard. A second analysis was performed using FDOT's Generalized Table 4-3 for Rural Developed

Areas. This analysis shows that indeed this segment will operate at LOS B, the adopted LOS B standard for a FIHS 4-
lane Controlied Access facility.

3) SW 157 Avenus, from SW 120 Street to SW 136 Strest. Your detalied modeling eveluation, using the 31,100 daily
capacity for LOS D in Tabie 4-1 for Urbanized Areas, indicates that this roadway segment, with the project's traffic volume
(29,773 daily trips), meets the adopted LOS D standard. However, MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by
Gannet Fleming, Inc., indicates that this segment will operate at LOS £, with the Parkland'’s traffic impact, in vinlation of
the adopted L.OS D standard, A second analysis. was performed using FDOT's Generalized Table 4-1, Thie

analysis shows that indead this rozdway segment will operate at LOS D, the adopted LOS D standard, with the Parklandg
BRFs traffic impact.

4) SW 137 Averue, from SW 184 Street to SW 200 Street. Your detalled modeling evaluation indicates that this roadway
segment has not significant impact (less than 5 percent of the adopted LOS capacity). MPQO's 2018 traffic impact analysis
performed by Gannet Fleming; Inc., indicates that this segment will operate at LOS F, with and without the Parkiand DRi's
traffic impact, in violation of the adopted LOS D standard. A significance analysis was performed using the 2018 volumes
for the Base Network {(without Parkland DRY) and Scenario 3 (With Parkiand's traffic impact). The analysis indicates that
Parkiand DRI will have a significant impact (13,15 percent) on the roadway segment's adopted LOS standard capacity.
The following information was used in this analysis: velume without Parktand's impact (23,237 daily vehicle trips), volume
with Parkland's impact (25,158 daily vehiele trips), and roadway's capacity at the adopted LOS D standard (14,600
AADT, Generalized Table 4-1). Moreover, a second traffic impact analysis was performed using FDOT's Generalized
Table 4-1. This analysis shows that this segrent will eperate 2t LOS F, In violation of the adopted L.OS D standard,

5) SW 120 Street, from SW 137 Avenue to 8W 117 Avenue. Your detailed modeling evaluation indicates that this
roadway segment has not significant impact (less than 5 percent of the adopted LOS capacity). MPO's 2018 traffic impact
analysis performed by Gannet Fleming, Inc., indicates that this segment will operate at LOS E and F, with and without the
Parkiand DRI's traffic impact, in viotation of the adopted LOS D standard. A significance anelysis was performed using
the 2018 volumes forthe Base Network (without Parklend DRY) and Sceénario 3 (with Parkland's traffic impact).

The analysis indicates that indead the Parkland DR! will have not significant impact (3.81 percent) on this roadway

12/5/2008



Page Z of 3

segment's adopted 1.OS standard capacity. H should be pointed out that the 2018 traffic impact analysis considered thig
roadway segment as six-lane fagility. The widening of this rogdway was 1o be funded with the 1/2 cent sales tax approved
in November 2002 by the residents of Miami-Dade County. However, Mayor Catlos Alvarez at the Transportation Summit
held last Saturday, Novemnber 15, said that no more roadway improvemants will be funded with the 1/2 cent sales tax.
Moreover, DPA&Z staff learned yesterday that the widening of W 120 Street from SW 137 Avenue to 8W 117 Avenue
has been determined by PWD to be unfeasible. The project Is said to require major right-of-way acquisition, as well as
ihe relocation of a large number of residences, and therefore it has been recommended not fo move forward with this
project. Also, at an earlier MPO meeting this year, Commissionar Sorenson expressed concems regarding this project
and recommended its removal from the TIP. The elimination of this project will require a reevaluation of the this roadway
segment.

8) SW 136 Street, fram SW 182 Avenue fo SW 157 Avenue. Your detafled modeling evaluation indicates that this
roadway segment will meet the adopled LOS standard. However, MPO's 2018 traffic impact analysis performed by
Gannet Fleming, Inc., Indicates that this segment will operate at LOS E, with the Parkland's traffic impact, thus in violation
of the adopted LOS U stendard. A second analysis was performed using FDOT's Generalized Table 4-1. However,

this analysis shows that indeed this roadway segment will operate at L.OS D, its adopted L.OS standard.

7 SW 152 Street, from SW 102 Avenue to US 1. Your detailed modefing evalustion indicates that this roadway segment
has niot significant impact, less than § percent of the adopted LOS capacity. MPD's 2018 traffic impact analysis
performed by Garmet Fleming, Inc., Indicates thet this segment will operate at 1L.OS E+37%. without Parkland DRY's traffic
impact, and at E+54%, with Parkland DRFs impadt, in viglation of the adopted LOS+20% standard.

A significance anglysis was performed using the 2018 volurmes for the Bass Network (without Parkiand DRI) and Scenario
3 (with Parkland's traffic impact). The analysis'indicates that indeed the Parkiand DRI will have not significant impact
{2.60 percent) on this roadway segment's adopted LOS standard capacity. It should be pointed out that this rosdway
segment is planned for widened from 4 to & lanes in the County's 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. This roadway
improvemert is Yisted as a Priority [l (2016 - 2020) project in the LRTP.

in addition io these commants, DP&Z staff hias identified 10 roadway projects in the vicinily of the Parkiand DRI that listed
in the 2006 TIP as projects funded with the half cent sales tax. If these projects are removed from the TIP 2 naw traffic
impact analysis for Parkland DRI will be required.

Please review this comments and the PWD comments below. Let's meet to go over these comments.

Napoleon Somoza, Principal Planner

Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zonlng
111 NW st Strest, Suite 1220

Miami, Florida 33128-1972

Phone 305-375-2835 ext. 8754 Fax 303-375-10%1

www. miamidade.goviplanzone

"Delivering Excellence Every Day”

---—0riginal Messagg-—--—-

From: Khan, Muhammad (PWD}

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 2:02 PM

To: Somoza, Napoteon (DP&Z)

Cc: Bryon, Inti (PWD); Shen, Joan {PWD); Knan, Muhammad (PWD)

Subject: Comments on 2018 ARTPLAN analysis for SW 152 Street and SW 177 Avenue

Napoleon,

Find below comments on 2018 ARTPLAN analysis for subject roadways. Please also review analysis in
light of any particular comments you made previously.

SW |52 Street

1) Please note that in Parkland 2014 DRI, September 2008 analysis SW 152 Street from SW 117 Avenue
10 SW 137 Avenue is subdivided in to two segments, SW 117 Avenue to SW 124 Avenue and SW 124
Avesnue to SW 137 Avenue in Table 21.F4 for the lenath of study segment, therefore consider using
same segmentation for ARTPLAN analysis.

12/5/2008
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2} Also in same Table 2018 hourly volumes with project are used as 6,111 and 6,210 which appear
relating to higher AADTSs as compare to 66,000 proposed in ARTPLAN analysis. 0.09 value of “K”
should result in daily volumes of 67,900 and 69000.

3} In general Facility Data input Exclusive Right Tum Lanes are mentioned as “NO” while for individuai
intersection input data right turn lanes are marked as “YES”. Detailed analysis indicated no exclusive
right turn lanes scenario results in significantly worse LOS. Therefore if exclusive right lanes are
provided at aii intersections then it should be accommedalted in later phases.

4) In Automobile LOS result table Left Turn Lanes spill. 1t shows additional demand exists for Jeft turn
storage. Therefore Lefi turn storage should be increased 10 accommodate estimated left turn vehicles.

5) Please verify if cycle length, 150 seconds is constant for all intersection as shown. If not it is highly
recommended to use existing cycle lengths.

6) Supporting documents should also be added to verify the 2018 Daily Volumes with Parkland as shown
in Table 1.

SW 177 Avenue

7) Explain the source of AADT value, “15,920” used in ARTPLAN analysis. While 2018 volume is shown
as 37.819 in Table |.

8) Value of g/c is used as 0.62. 0.5 should be used as maximum value of g/c.
9) Itis highly recommended to use existing cycle lengths.
10) Supporting documents to verify the daily volumes should also be added with analysis.

Let me know if you have any cancarns,
Thanks.

Mutrammad Asif Khan, M.S., E.J.
Traffic Engineering Division

Miami Dade County Public Works Department
111 NW 1st Strest, Suite 1510,

Miamnd, Fl, 33128-1870

Phone: 305-375-2030

Fax: 305-372-6084

12/5/2008



CATHY SWEETAPPLE & ASSOCIATES
TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY PLANNING

% BEC -8 P 12 0Y
be
Mr. Napoleon Samoza, Principal Planner A
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning
111 Northwest 1st Street, Suite 1220
Miami, Florida 33128

RE:  Parkland DRI and CDMP Amendment
Response to County Comments Relfated to Traffic Concurmrency

Dear Mr. Samoza,

Pursuant to our meeting with your office and Miami-Dade County Public Works on October 23, 2008, and pursuant fo
pages 6, 53 and 68 of the Staff Report for the Parkland DRI and COMP Amendment, please find oullined below our
detailed responses to staff comments related to Traffic Concurrency. The Applicant has addressed each of the three
roadway segments highlighted by staff as not meeting traffic concumency during the short term (3 year) level of service

evaluation. Please note the following related to sach segment:

»  No traffic impacts from the Parkiand 2014 DRI will be placed upon any of the impacted roadway segments during
the 3 year short term evaluation time period analyzed by Staffl. Parkiand has made a commitment that no
certificates of accupancy witl be issued any earfier than the year 2014, which is six years from this current fiscal

year.

 The Parkland 2014 DRI (and CDMP Amendment) has identified roadway improvements that will add capacity to
the roadway hetwork and will specifically mitigate project impacts where needed for traffic concurrency segments
identified by Staff. Acceplable levels of service will be maintained on each of these roadways with the full build
out of the Parkland 2014 DRI. The following improvements proposed by the Applicant will mitigate traffic
concurrency impacts. Many other improvements are proposed by the Parkdand 2014 DRI, however these are not

specifically needed to address Traffic Concusrency.

o Add an exclusive Northbound Right Tum Lane on SW 177 Avenue at SW 200 Street
o Widen SW 152 Street from SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue to a 5LD or 6LD roadway

¢ Krome Avenue/SW 177 Avenue (SR 997} from SW 88 Street fo SW 184 Street

The Applicant has performed & delailed ArtPian analysis for the segment of SW 177 Avenue from SW 88 Street to
SW 184 Street as provided in Attachment | of this submittal. The ArtPlan analysis has been performed using the
2007 traffic counts from FDOT Count Station 0682. The analysis uses existing cycle length and g/c from Miami-Dade
County, and existing left and right turn percentages obtained from intersection tuming movement counts at SW 177
Avenue and SW 88 Street. The ArtPlan anaiysis demonstrates that the corridor under the current geometric and
signal timing conditions wilt accommodate the project traffic impacts resulting from the full build out of the Parkland

2014 DRI, The results of the ArtPlan analysis are summarized below:

18] North Gordon Road, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
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Wr. Napoleon Samoza
Parkland DR! and CDMP Amendment
Response to County Comments Related to Traffic Concurrency

December 8, 2008 - Page 2

The two-way pedk hour maximum service volume [MSV) for SW 177 Avenue as a2 lane undivided roadway
atLOS B =2500

The results of the ArtPlan analysis demonsirate that the existing capacity is sufficient to accommodate the
impacts of the Parkland 2014 DRI consistent with the guidelines and standards from the Miami-Dade
County Concurrency Management System.

Revised Table 4A from the Parkland DRI and COMF Amendment Transportation Anafysis is provided to
document that the maximum setvice volume resulting from the ArtPlan analysis will accommodate the
combined effect of existing peak hour period traffic, traffic from approved development orders and traffic
from the Parkland 2014 DRI, and will maintain acceptable levels of service pursuant to the Cancurrency
Management System and the Miami-Dade County COMP.

The assignment and distribution of the Parkland 2014 DRI traffic is consistent with the distribution reviewed
and approved by the regional reviewing agencies during the DRI process.

Krome Avenue/SW 177 Avenue {SR 997) from SW 184 Street to SW 216 Sireet

The Applicant has performed a detalied ArtPlan analysis for the segment of SW 177 Avenue from SW 184 Street to
SW 216 Street as provided in Attachment Il of this submittal. The ArtPlan analysis has been performed using 2007
traffic counts from Miami-Dade Counly at Caunt Station 9208 and 2007 traffic counts from FDOT at Count Station
0361. The analysis uses existing cycle length and glc from Miami-Dade County, and existing left and right tum
percentages cbtained from intersection turning movement counts at SW 177 Avenue and SW 184 Street and SW 177
Avenue and SW 200 Street. The ArtPlan analyses have demonstrated that the addition of an exclusive northbound
right tum lane on SW 177 Avenue at SW 200 Street will improve corridor capacity and will accommodate project
traffic impacts resulting from the full build out of the Paridand 2014 DRI, An exclusive northbound right turn lane
already exists on SW 177 Avenue at SW 184 Street. The restils of the AriPlan analyses are summarized below:

The existing two-way peak hour MSV at LOS € = 1920 using existing geomelry.

The propased two-way peak hour MSY at LOS C = 2230 with the proposed right tumn lane.

The addition of an exclusive northbound right tum lane on SW 177 Avenue at SW 200 Sireet improves the
corridor capacity and allows the Applicant to mitigate the impacts of the Parkland 2014 DRI consistent with
the guidelines and standards frem the Miami-Dade County Concumrency Management System.

Revised Table 4A from the Parkfand DRI and COMF Amendment Transportation Analysis is provided to
document that the maximum service volume (with the proposed northbound right fum lane) wil
accommodate the combined effect of existing peak hour period traffic, traffic from approved development
orders and traffic from the Parkland 2014 DRI, and wifl maintzin acceptable levels of service at the adopted
standard of LOS C pursuant to the Concurrency Management System and the Miami-Dade County CDMP.
The assignment and distribution of the Parkland 2014 DRI traffic is consistent with the distribution reviewed
and approved by the regional reviewing agencies during the DRI process. The cardinal distribution for the
DRI project zone 1266 has not been used for this concurrency analysis since the Year 2015 socioeconomic
data for TAZ 1266 contained only 15 employees and 4 dwelling units, therefore the distribution is not
comparable to the land uses proposed in the Parkland 2014 DRI,
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Mr. Napoleon Samoza

Parkiand DRI and CDMP Amentdment

Response {o County Comments Related to Traffic Concumrency
December 8, 2008 - Page 3

SW 152 Street from SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue

The Applicant has updated the detailed ArtPlan analysis previously submitted to Staff for the segment of SW 152
Street from SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue as provided in Attachment i of this submittal, The ArtPlan analysis
has been performed using 2007 traffic counts from Miami-Dade County at Count Station 9854 and 2007 traffic counts
collected by the Applicant east of SW 142 Avenue and east of SW 147 Avenue. The analysis uses existing cycle
length and g/c from Miami-Dade County. The analysis uses corrected AWDT and corrected directional factors for
Count Station 9854 (as discussed with Staff during our meeting) since the County count results were skewed due fo a
broken count hose on day three of the County Counts. The ArtPlan analysis allows Staff and the Applicant to
estimale the maximum service volume benefits that wilt be derived by the Applicant's proposed roadway expansion to
SW 152 Street which technically extends from SW 177 Avenue on the west to SW 137 Avenue on the east. The
widening of SW 152 Street will include the segment identified by Staff on pages 6, 53 and 68 of the staff report as
having traffic concurrency impacts. Today, the portion of SW 152 Street from SW 137 Avenue to SW 138 Avenue
already exists as a 6 lane divided roadway, however from SW 138 Avenue to SW 147 Avenue, the roadway is four
lane divided. The Applicant has proposed to widen SW 152 Street to either a 5 tane divided roadway or a 6 lane
divided roadway. The results of the ArtPlan analyses are summarized below:

The two-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as a 41D at LOS EE = 4428 {3690 at LOS E * 1.2%]
The two-way peak hour MSY for SW 152 Sireet as a 5LD at L.OS EE = 5535 [4612 at LOS E * 1.2%)
The two-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as 2 6LD at LOS EE = 6672 [5660 at LOS E * 1.2%]
The addition of the proposed improvements to SW 152 Street allows the Applicant to mitigate the impacts of
the Parkland 2014 DRI consistent with the' guidelines and standards from the Miami-Dade County
Concurrency Management System.

o Revised Table 4A from the Parkland DRI and COMP Amendment Transportation Analysis is provided to
document that the maximum service volume (with the proposed improvements) will accommodate the
combined effect of existing peak hour period traffic, traffic from approved development orders and traffic
from the Parkland 2014 DRI, and will maintain acceptable levels of service pursuant to the Concurrency
Management System and the Miami-Dade County COMP.

»  Specifically, the segment of SW 152 Street from SW 142 Avenue to SW 138 Avenue will require the lane
widening to gither a 5LD or a LD fo meet traffic concurrency.

»  The assignment and distribution of the Parkiand 2014 DRI traffic is consistent with the distribution reviewed

and approved by the regional reviewing agencies during the DRI process.
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Mr. Napoleon Samoza

Parkland DR} and COMP Amendment

Response to County Comments Related to Traffic Concurrency
December 8, 2008 - Page 4

SW 152 Street from SW 157 Avenue to SW 147 Avenue - Updated Analysis

The Applicant has updated the detailed ArtPlan analysis previously submitted to Staff for the segment of SW 152
Street from SW 157 Avenue to SW 147 Avenue as provided in Attachment IV of this submittal. This segment was
nof idenfified by staff as having unresolved fraffic concurrency impacts, however the analysis is resubmitied based
upon the use of updated signal timing data obtained from Miami-Dade County Public Works. The AriPlan analysis
has been performed using 2007 traffic counts collected by the Applicant east of SW 157 Avenue. The analysis uses
existing cycle length and g/c from Miami-Dade County. The ArtPlan analysis allows Staff and the Applicant fo identify
the existing maximum service volume and {o estimate the maximum service volume benefits that will be derived by
the Applicant’s proposed roadway expansion to SW 152 Street which technically extends from SW 177 Avenue on
the west to SW 137 Avenue on the east. The Applicant has proposed to widen SW 152 Street to either a 5 fane
divided roadway or a 6 lane divided roadway as part of the DRI and CDMP mitigation, however these improvements
are not needed to mitigate traffic corcurrency. The results of the ArtPian analysis are summarized below: -

The two-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as a 2LU at LOS EE = 2364 [1870 at LOS E * 1.2%]
The two-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as a4LD at LOS EE = 4800 [4000 at LOS E * 1.2%]
The twio-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as a 5LD at LOS EE = 6000 [5000 at LOS E * 1.2%]
The two-way peak hour MSV for SW 152 Street as a 6LD at LOS EE = 7236 [6030 at LOS E * 1.2%}
The results of the ArtPlan analysis demonsirate that the existing capacity is sufficient fo accommaodate the
impacts of the Parkiand 2014 DR) consistent with the guidelines and standards from the Miami-Dade
County Concurrency Management System.

« Revised Table 4A from the Parkiand DRI and COMP Amendment Transportation Analysis is provided to
document that the maximum service volume will accommodate the combined effect of existing peak hour
period traffic, traffic from approved development orders and traffic from the Parkland 2014 DRI, and will
maintain acceptable levels of service pursuant ko the Concurrency Management System and the Miami-
Dade County CDMP.

» The assignment and distribution of the Parkland 2014 DR traffic is consistent with the distribution reviewed
and approved by the regional reviewing agencies during the DRI process, - _

® o & & @
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Mr. Napoleon Samoza

Paridand DRI and COMP Amendment

Response to County Comments Related to Traffic Concurrency
December 8, 2008 — Page 5

The results of the detailed ArtPlan analyses contained in Attachments I, Il and Il with this submittal specifically address
the traffic concurrency concems raised by Staff an pages 6, 53 and 68 of the Staff Report. Revised Table 4A attached
herein demonstrates that the maximum service volume for each traffic concurrency count station {under existing geometric
conditions or with proposed improvements) will accommodate the combined effect of existing peak hour period traffic,
traffic from approved development orders and traffic from the Parkland 2014 DRI, and will maintain acceptable levels of
service pursuant to the Concurrency Management System and the Miami-Dade County COMP. The data and analysis
contained herein address the traffic concurrency status for the segments outlined below:

»  SW 177 Avenue — SW 88 Strest fo SW 184 Street - Existing capacity found fo exist using the detailed AriPlan Analysis
SW 177 Avenue - SW 184 Street to SW 200 Street ~ Improvements proposed to miligate Traffic Concumency impacts
»  SW 152 Street — SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue - Improvements proposed to mitigate Traffic Concurrency impacts

On a final note, pursuant to Chapier 33G of the County Cods, concurrency is typically apptied to a review of a
development order or development permit (e.g., rezoning, plat appraval or tuilding permit). Technically, concurrency
should not be reviewed in a COMP amendment application, since the COMP amendment Is not a development order.
However, concurrency will be analyzed and addressed in the Parkland 2014 DR! development order, which is the
appropriate process for a concurrency review. We are draffing additional development order conditions that will
incorporate the required the concurrency-related improvements described in this letter as conditions of project approval.

Please review the attached analyses and do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or concems with this
additional traffic information.

Sincerely,

Cathy Sweetapple & Associates
Transportation and Mobility Planning

7

Cathy S. Sweetapple, AICP
Principal Transportation Plannes

Co: Jeffrey Bercow
Raob Curtis
Raosa Davis
Armando Hemandez
Muhammed Khan
Rey Melendi
(raham Penn
Joan Shen
Mark Woemer

C:\Decuments and mmqmmmwmmmmm-mm-wmmmsqm Cummencydoc

10! North Gordon Road, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
954-463-8878 office 954-525-4303 fax 954-649-8942 cell Email: csweet@bellsouth.net



Tablg 44
Paridand BRI
Fiewt Direetty Accasssd Tradtic Count Staticns - Trati: Concumency Gepachy Analyals

12772008
D] B2l ) o] ) Cxpaslty
Exlsting Capashy Capacity Paridand Gapacity aftar LOS aftar
Lamas or Avellsble| DO/ | Awiable | Paridand | PMPeak | Total |Available Road Hoad Road Widsning
Caum Fundad Caunt aftar mot afmr Rroject HeurTrips | with atter | Adoptad] Currenst | Widening | Wikening by Mismi-Dade
| Station | Romu Loastion mne |copuntiy| o | eupvo| pepvol | swmoos| poce |Owtitation] 5475 | Broject] Project | 106 | LGS fhy Parkiand) by Perkiand otParkiand
0682 | SW1IT hue South of BW B4 5t to SW 232 5t Al 2500 | s | 1968 1,334 1] 1268 TL00% [~} 1514 638 [ B_ B
i) SWa8 st Waslof S 147 Ave bn SW 157 Ave Ab 5904 | 1easnoor | Y18 a7 0§ 1947 LO0% i aqsr | 1808 | OEE D o
9208 1 ST Ave Souh ot SW 184 Sl IW 218 5t A2 b Syt 2042 247 8 166 300% hiil 2,288 2 c Y [ Bulld « NB right tatn tana {13] ]
G724 | SW104Bt | Wostof3W 147 Ave lo SW I5T Ava 4 3838 | wioizpoo? | 2812 | 894 i It 1.00% h! 7] 3088 | 64 EE_| Ex04 Ee
9760 SV 120 By Vot ol SW 122 Ave bo SN 117 Ave X ] 310 | snamowr | 3312 658 495 163 200% ne 3847 4 [1] b ']
9762 | W06t | Waslof BW 37 Ava b SW 147 Ave Ad 3,360 | snamo 2 | 117 [E 577 500% M 3087 | 383 D [ [
9784 | SWiAwe | Soubol SW 104 Stio S 120 81 4] | 248 | wmaomar | 4128 1 1301 952 489 0% 38 2350 81 0 D B TiF No, P 20040351
9814 ) SW AT A Sourth of S 420314 BW 138 84 Af SA16 | anzdomoor | 46Q2 § 2368 4,245 1,083 5% FiL) 6,061 03 E [+ B
9816 | SW1iTAve Sauth ol SW 436 Bt fo 8W 162 §1 Ad §4630 | araseoy | 4213 247 1,14 1374 450% Fail 5575 | 1085 E +] 4]
9832 | SW 147 Ave Boufh of 5W 194 51ty SW 126 5t 4 2320 | wstrsmoor | V451 858 i 552 A% Fii] 1,047 73 ] 1] ]
S804 | oW id7Ave | South ofSW 152 Stto SW 184 5t 2 10 | siomoor | 325 585 W 238 300% k4 835 Fi] B [ c
15] WIS Eaxt af SW 157 Ava to W 137 Ave 419 190 | wvizaer [+]] 2584 [ 2,964 17.00% b 18487 1833 R C < TiP Ko, PWY 20040346
L) SW15261 | Weutol SW 147 Ave fo SW 157 Ave 2 234 | vonwr | 606 1,678 g 1878 25.00% 1424 210 | 256 EE | E+07 | BOOD/TINE G Widan trom 340 to 5LD 1 6LO
bei) Sw 328t Wast ol BV 142 Ave o SW 14T Ave 4 4428 LT 1,098 2530 [ 25% 2.00% 1259 3187 | 127t EE b | 55351 6El2 ] Widan troee: A0 bo 510 T GLD
|8 SW 1528t §  Weatol SW 138 Ave b SV 142 Aus Ad 4428 | wanar 3l 2110 93 1,172 23080% 125 4518 87 EE F | 35¥5 16672 c Whilert fium 45 b 5L § 01D
3354 | BW1S2Ot | WeatchSW 137 Ava to BW 138 Ave Ag GAT2 | amasoonr | 3593 | 3079 g8 2141 0% 129 S78¢ | 882 EE ¢ Ehd
S857 | SW15TAwe |  South ol S A8 Bieat 1o BW 11281 4 3540 | sndaer | 4249 1 23N [ 2321 13.00% 12- 1931 | 1609 E [ (A
9050 | oW1SThve | SouholSWB2Stoswimam | AJU [ 2760 | snaeser } 600 1 21350 97 1853 | 1500% ] 1618 | 1132 ) 8 B TIP o, PN 20640372
0880 W 184 51 Easl of $W 177 Avs to S 157 Ave 2 1240 | antoaoir | MO 43 1] 348 1.00% 55 LY 23 g 8 B
: 100.50% 5413
Seirca;  MantkDade County Puble Works Department Conetittency Report Dated Augjust 29, 2008,
I8} The meiawm convizo volums for Count Slaban 0552 wae datessined Lisng Art Plan,
The maximam norvice voluma for Count Station 9209 was delermined wang At Plan aod [x hased upon te Appiicam Kmant & 4 fyw NE right burm lana o SW 177 Averie af SW 200 Stel
Tew mainvim service yolume or Count Biation 9854 wis ipteind uting Art Plan for SW 152 Styeet Sk SV 137 Avere o 3W 147 Avenua to cormct inpt varkadles, ’
Trw maximim parvice vokume for SW 152 Strest fiom SW 147 Avertis Y- SW 157 Avenus was delwmined uaing Ad Plan.
Tha maximuen senilcs vokime ot SW 130 Bruel from W 137 Avenis to 3W 157 Avenue was determined vaing At Plan.
[F4] The PHP vakimes and tha D,0, ips have bean sbiainad from Miami-Dade Gounty Puble Works,
™ The dienctienal distribution of peojact i fur Parkiand I conslewet vt tive project dictributon fom the COMP Amendmant Transportation Azalysis (Figurs 5F) and the Packland 2014 DRI (Map 10} :
4 The Nat Extwinal PM Peak Hour Telgs for 2w Parkiand ORI and CDMP Amandment are cansistent with Table 2A kom the COMP Aroerdmont Transportation Anslysts snd Tolile 21,82 rom ¥ Packiond 2014 DRL . ;
e o count slation pxftts on S 135 Strend butween SIV 157 Avaneo and S 137 Avenus, however the Apploant colscted nk data on this segmant on April 12, 2067, The maxmum: sarvics velse Jos thiy segmant wac devaloped iising Art Plen.
{s] Ko count station exizts on SW 152 Sieast bativesn SW 157 Averud and SW 147 Avenum, howsver e Apnicand collected ink data on bt wegment on Al 12, 2007, The maskeum ssevics vokmes for $his vegrmend s developed using Art Plsn,
M Fia count sialion mxialx on SW 152 Skest beiwesn SW 14T Avanos and SW 142 Ausnue, however e Appiant oollscted B data ors i segmant on Aprl 12, 2007.
8] No cotint station xiets o BW 152 Svroel batween SW 142 Avernie and SW 135 Averk, howsver e Appicani collacted Tok data on this segmant on Aprl 12, 20T,
(L] ‘The widsning of SW¥ 127 Avenus i aMthWMMbswmlSiu!hhmﬁldiummmhnhFVWWm!hTPN&Pwmt . ’ ‘
[0} Thw widahing of The remainir sa) of B 130 Staat ks w ALY bebuman S 157 Avenie to S 137 Aveous b funded for construction in 7Y 2008-2009 purasacs 1o TIP No. PW 20040345, _ . ' !
83} The widening of SW 157 Aventua bo-a 4LD from 5W 152 Sveal k S 184 Sireet Ls funcled for conatriativn i FY 2000-2010 pleouant ic T No. PW 20040372,
112} Paridand wik bulld the Morthbaund dght Lutn lene oh BW 177 Avenus # BW 200 Streat.
Parkland DRI

COMP Amendmeni Taanspariation Anslysis
Hevisad Decamber 2008



SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS PROVIDED BY PUBLIC AGENCIES

Letter from Miami-Dade County Public Schools (dated October 31, 2008)

Letter from City of Parkland Regarding “Parkland’ Name (dated November
4, 2008)

E-mail from Miami-Dade County Public Schools (dated November 18,
2008)

Letter from Department of Environmental Resources Management
(DERM) Regarding Cut and Fill Criteria and Surface Water Management
(dated November 18, 2008)

Letter from Miami-Dade County Mayor Carlos Alvarez to City of Parkland
Regarding “Parkiand’ Name (dated November 26, 2008)

Miami-Dade Police Department Comments Regarding Parkland
Development Orders (dated December 8, 2008)

Miami-Dade Water and Sewer Department Updated Estimates of
Revenues, Construction Costs, and Operating and Maintenance Costs
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L, Witbert “Toe" Hollawsy

Qctober 81, 2008 br. Mertin Kaip
Ana Rivag Logan

. Marta Porez

Dr. Solomon C. Stinson

Albario M. Carvalho

Mr. Marc C. LaFerrier, AICP, Director
Department of Planning and Zoning
Miami-Dade County

111 NW 1 Strest, 11 Floor, Suite 1110
Miami, FL 33128

Re:  Parkiand DRI —Land Use Amendment Application
Dear WMr. LaFermier:

We are in receipt of the Initial Recommendation in connection with the Parkdand DRI Application
{Application) to Amend the Comprehensive Development Master Plan, which Application is now
schaduled for a pubfic hearing before the West Kendall Commurtity Councll (GO 11} on November 3,
2008, and subsequently before the PAB on November 19, 2008 and the BCC on December 8, 2008,

In reviewing itams la-Public Schools- {page 3) and the Planning Stalf Anglysis for Public Schools
{page 36), wa find that the writlen information does not accuratsly represent the conditions of the
listed impacted schocls. In order to clarify the conditions at these schools we have prepared the
attached revised analysis, which shows the potential and rather substantial impacts generated by the
Application; namsly, the projected 1,319 slementary, 804 middie and 824 high school students
resulting from the Application, would bring the impacted elementary school 16 254% of capacity, the
impacted middle schaol to 125% of capacity, and the impacted senfor high school to 140% of
capacity. These impacts remain unmitigated by the Applicant, despite various attempts on the part
of the District fo achieve an adequate mitigation plan,

The Planning Staff Analysis section indicates the Applicant has advised that if it is unable to reach an
agreement with Miami-Dade County Public Schools under the cwirent mitigation procedurs, & would
later mitigate the schoal impaets under the public school concurrency systom. Given the absence of
an executed Interlocal Agreement for school concurrency at the County level, the Application can
only being reviewed by the School Board under the current F-7 process, and presently school
impacts remain unaddrassed and unmitigated as the Applicant has failed to proffer an adequate
mitigation plan. Additionally, ¥ the Application is approved by the County prior to the execution of a
school concurrency Interlocal Agreement, there will be no mechanism 1o ensure that the rather

Farkland DRI
CDMP Amendment Application

FachiRE PR 88880t Board Administration Buikiin « 1450 NIURRIS RSN RLINeEBs %R 2nd Analysis

305-995-7287 » 305-095-4780 {FAX} » www.dadsschools.net



Mr. Mare C. La?erﬁer, AICP, Director
Parkland DRI - Land Use Amendment Application
Page -2«

Thank you in agvance for your favorable consideration of the Districl's concams and obledtions in
this malier.

R
L208
Aachment

ce: Mg, Ana Rijo-Conde, AICF
My, Famande Albuerne
Mr, Michael & Levine
Ms. Vivian Villzamil
Ms. Cotina Esquijarosa
Mz, Ana Craft
Mz, MJ Mathews (SFRPC)
Ms, Rosa Davis {Miami-Dade County)

Parkiand DR}
CDMP Amendment Application
Movember 12, 2008 8 Supplemental Information and Analysis



APPLICATION:

REQUEST:

ACRES:

MSAMultiplier:

LOCATION:
NUMBER OF
UNITS:

ESTIMATED
STUDENT
POPLLATION:
ELEMENTARY:
MIDDLE:

SENIOR:

- SCHOOL IMPACT REVIEW ANALYSIS
October 28, 2008

Parkiand DRI - Land Use Amendment Application

Land Use chan'gé from Agriculture to Low Density Residential, Low-
Meditim Density Residantial, and Office/Rssidential

Zoning changs from Agriculture to PAD (DRI mixed use project)

967 acres

8.2/.65-single-family, 47-townhouse and .28-muli-family

Northwest Cormner of SW 182 Avenue and 8W 152 Street

6,748 additiona! units {182 units cumently permiitied under existing land
use and zoning classification, for a total of 6,941 units)

2,747 studenis*

1319
604
824

SCHOOLES SERVING AREA OF APPLICATION:

ELEMENTARY:
MIDDLE:
SENIOR HIGH:

Normnan Butler Bossard Elsmentary — 15950 SW 144 Sirset
Jorge Mas Cangsa Middle — 15735 SW 144 Street
Miami Southridge Senior - 19355 SW 114 Ave.

All schools are located in the South Region.

* Based on Census 2000 information provided by the Miami-Dade County Department of
Planning and Zoning.

November 12, 2008

Parkland DRI
CDMP Amendment Applieation
g Supplemental information and Analysis



The following population and facility capacily data are as reporied by the Office of
Information Technology Services, as of October 2008:

% UTRIZATION | NUMBEROF {% UTRAZATION FISH
FISHOESIN | FISHDESGN | PORTABLE | DERGN CAPACITY
STUDENT CAPACITY CAPALITY STUDENT | FERMANENT AND
BOPULATION PERMANENT | PERMAMENT | STATIONS | RELCOATASLE
Norraa Butler 1,300 128% 126%
iBossard I 1,032 - 0
|Elementary | 2618 * 2854% 264%
Jorge Mas 1,830 0025 5% o 95%
Canosa Middle EE ) 125% 125%
Miami 1,062 ‘ 115% ‘ 111%
Southridge ' 2,579 180 :
Senicr 3888 v 151% ‘ 140%

*Studsni poptlation increase as a result of the proposed da%lopment
Notes:
1) Fgures above reflect the impact of the class size amendment.
2) Pursuant to the Interiocal Agreement, all of the impacted schools meet the review

threshold.
PLANNED RELIEF SCHOOLS
Schooi Statys Projecled Occupancy Dale
State Schoot “HHH-1” Site Acquisition 2010

{Varsia f Sunset / Southridge
Senior High Schools Relisf)
(2000 students}

OPERATING COSTS: According 1o Financial Operations, the average cost for K-12 grade
students amounts io $6,549 per student. The total annual operating cost for addifional
students rasiding in this development, if approved, would total $17,890,133.

CAPITAL COSTS: Based on the Stale’s September 2007 student stafion cost factors?®,
capital costs for the eslimated additional siudents fo be generaiacf by the proposed
devslopment are:

ELERMENTARY 1318 x $18622 = $24562,418
MIODLE 604 x $20,309 = $12,145,838
SENIOR HIGH 824 x $26101 = $21,507,24
Total Potential Capital Cost $58,215,478

* Based on Information provided by the Florida Department of Education, Office of
Educational Facilities Butigeting. Cost per sfudent station does not include Paskdand DRI

CDMP Armnendment Application
November 12, 2008 10 Supplemental Information and Analysis



LITY OF FARKLAND

6600 University Drive
Parkland, I"Iorida 33067

wiw, cityofparkland.org

November 4, 2008

Mayor Carlos Alvarez

Stephen P, Clark Center

11T N.W_ st Street, 29th Floor
Miami, Florda 33128

FAX: 305-375-3618
Dear Mayor Alvarez:

It has come (0 our attention that there is talk ol naming a western portion of Miami-Dade County
as Parkland. 1 am not sure that you are aware of this but there is alveady o City of Parkiand
within Ilorida. As the Mayor of Parkland, 1 would hope that you would reconsider the Parkland
name.

The City of Parkland is located in Broward County, just over the border from Miami-Dade
County, with over 11 square miles of residences and businesses. The City was incorporated in
1963 and has grown (o over 23,000 people since its incorporation.

We have spent a considerable amount of time to market and brand the City and we would hate
for any confusion 1o occur with another City so close possessing the same name. We dppre(,idlc
your consideration of the City Conmmission’s request. Ii you have any quesiions, please feel froe
to contact me or the City Manager, Caryn Gardner-Young at (954) 753-5040.

Sincerely

szM Ui g

Michael Udine
Mayor of the City of Parkland

ce, Florida League of Cities

Office: (954) 7H3-5040 » Fax: (954) 341-5161



Rodriguez, lvan M.
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From: Rio-conde, Ana F.

— R

Sent:  Tuesday, Novembar 18, 2008 12:45 PM

To:
G

‘Graham Penn'
LaFerrier, Marc C. (DP&7); Albuerneg, Fernandg; Rodriguez, lvan M,; Craft, Ana R.

Subject: Parkland DRI - Meeling Notes

Graham,

Below please find a summary of our discussion today. Pigase advise as to your clients' response.
Thanks.

Ana

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION AT PARKLAND DRI MEETING - PROFPOSAL

Altendees:

Mr. Graham Penn, Atterney for Applicant
Ms. Ana Rijo-Conde, Mr. Fernando Albuerne and Mr. lvan Rodriguez - M-DCPS

1.

ad

Set aside and donation of 13-acre site in lien of impact fees for construction of 2,100 student station K-8
facility. Land value to be established pursuant to a District~commissioned appraisal, with a not-to-exceed
in-lieu cealing contribution value of $7.5 miliion;

Monetary donation over and above impact fees {estimated at approximately $38.537 millien) for the
construction of referenced facility, in accordance with following schedule;

# 143 of the payment to be made at final plat action for first phase (il is envisioned that there will be
at Yeast three platg for Parkland);

» 173 of the payment to be made at the time the 2000 residential permit is jssued;

% Remaining 1/3 of the payment at the time the 3000% residential permit is issued.

The District will be given the right of first refusal on the purchase of two other school sites within the
Parkland DRI, at appraised value, as established in a District-commissioned appraisal. One site is
approximately 15 acres in size and would be developed by the Disitict to hovse an approximate 1,600-
student station senior high school; the other site is approximately 5 acres in size and would be developed
by the District to house an approximate 1,100 student station K-8 facility. The Disirict would have 120
days to exeteise the option once notified by the Developer of cach site's availability, and the right of first
refusal applies 10 each of the sites separately (Le. the District could exercise its right of first refusal on only
one of the sites and still be in compliance with the proposed terms).

Note:  Additiona! discussion will need to take place with Applicant’s attommey, relative to timing for
notification of sites” availability and timing for construction of twe additional schools, if the proposal as
outiined herein is accopted by Applicant,

Altorngy for Applicant indicated he would discuss sbove with clients and provide a response to Distvict
within the npext few days, but in any event by December 15'. This will aliow District staff to prepare a Board
item for the December 10, 2008 agenda for School Board consideration. Additionally, if agreement is
reached as noted above, or as may be modified further by agreement of both parties, Applicant’s Attorney is
to provide executed covenant, for recordation upen School Board approval.

11/19/2008



Department of Environmental Resources Management
Ervironmental Resources Regulation Livision

TOI NW Fst Copart, th Figor

i, Elogida 301563912

TA05-372-6%7 F 305.372-6407

Cartos Alvarez, Mayor

miamidadp.g{;v

November 18, 2008

Marnyel Echazarreta, P.E,

Ford Enginears, Inc.

1950 N.W. 84 Avenue, 2™ Floor
WMiami, Flordg 33172

Re:  Parkland Development
Locatad at SIN. 136 Street & SW., 177 Avenue
Section 19/2(-55-39
C&F No, 842

Doar Mr. Echezarraiar

This office has completed its review of the il encroachment study for the referenced project,
and pursuant to the information submitted, we have concluded that the proposed sudface water
management complies with the requirements of Section 2448 of the Miami-Dade County Code
and the Permit Information Manusl IV of the South Florida Water Management District
(SFWMD). Therefore, approval is granted for the Cut and Fill ctiteria requirements for the
retention of the 100-year/3-day stornt event within the above referenced develonment, subject
to the fcliowing conditicns:

1. The proposed development shall provide & minimum lake ares of 137 29 acres designated
as surface water mapagamaent, and an addiions! minimum pervicus ares of 252 acres.
Building areas shall not exceed 244 acres. Any deviation from these land uses will reguire
a ra-review and re-approval of the Cut and Fill requirements by this office.

2. Mo encroachment by Tl or any use other than irtended is allowed in the surdace water
managerment area,

3. A gurface water management permit by the SFWMD shail be required for the construction
o ihe drainage system associatad with the proposed development.

i you have any quéestions, please calt this office at (305) 372-6681.

Singeraly,
e

J.M. (Manny) Tobon, B.E,
Chief, Water Control Section

o~

IR
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Mayer Michasl Uidine 3 L
City of Parkiand _ {=C n2 2008
6600 University Drive MiAMEDADE COUNTY
Parkland, Florida 33067 SIRECTORS NFEICR

Re: Parkdand Deveiopment of Regiona? Impact (DRI)
Dear Mayor Uding:

My office is in receipt of your letter reqarding the Gity’s concems about the name of the
“Parkdand” davelopmennt project. '

The County acknowledges the Clty’s concem regarding this matter. Furthermora the
County recognizes that the City of Parkland has earned and enjoyed a certain laved of
recogniion and brarwiing related to its name. The County appreciates that the City of
Parkland should not be confused with a developmert project in South Florda.

However, the County has no authotity or judsdiction over the naming of development
projects proposed by entities in the private sector. Furthermore, Miami-Dade County
does not specifically adopt or accept the names of development projects as a past of the
development approval process.

Please be assured that the attorney of recard for the Parkland DRI application, Mr.
Jeffrey Bercow, Esq. of Bercew & Radell, P.A. will be made aware of the City's concermns -
and a copy of the Clty’s letter has been sent ko their office. In addition, a copy of the
GCity's letter dated Movember 4, 2008 will be included as part of the file submiited for
public hearing on the Parkland DRI application. ~

Please do net hesitate t¢ contact me atf (305) 3755071 you have any additional
guastions or commerits on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Lo
araz
Mayor

¢: Florida League of Cities
Mr. Jeffrey Barcow, Esq.
Mr. Graham Penn, Esq.
Denis Morales, Chief of Staff
Gieorge M. Burgess, County Manager
Alex Muiicz, Assistant County Manager
Marc C. LaFerrier, Director, Department of Planning & Zoning

STEPMEN . CLARK CENTER, 111 bW FIRST STREET, SUSTE 2910, MAMI, FEORIOA 221281994 - (305) 375-507F - FAX (305) A753418




MIAMI-DADE POLICE DEPARTMENT
COMMENTS FROM OCTORER 2008

AppHecation

The Curtis Group is sgeking to develop a mixed-use project in unincorporated Miami-Dade
County. Parkland DRI gonsists of 860 acres hounded by SW 136 Sireet on the north, SW 162
Avenue on the east, SW 152 Sirest on the south, and SW 177 Avenus on the west,

Roview

A careful review of the application provided shows that there is likely ‘o be an impact on the
Miami-Dade Department (MDPD) resources based upon the increase in the overall
development, hotel units, population, fraffic. etc. Seigeant Walter Hopwood, the former
designated MDPD representative to the BIC, visited the arga and reviewed the site for the
proposed modification. Public safety seivice in the area is adeguate al this time. However,
growth within an existing police district results in increased demands for polite service. Based
on this, MDPD is recommending that an addiional 15 police officers be assigned 1o the
Hammaocks District to handle the increased workload that the proposed projest. The estimated
cost including salaries, fringe benaflts, vehicles and fuel is approximately $1,679,586 (see
attachment). The demands for servica fypically vary based upon the specific demogtaphics of
the area and fraffic volume. This service demand is based upon the total project as presented.
Any changes would necessitate a reevaluation with regards to staffing. MDPD encourages
developers work with police during any future design and construction stages to determine the
best possible sclutions,

Comments

A discussion ensued during our meeting on May 28, 2008 (DP&2), regarding recommendations
for a StorefrontMini-Stafion. Consistent with a project of this size, it is now recommended that
only an unmanned worksiation is needed. The workstation could be incorporated within an
existing retail or office area or be located within 2 community center. The workstation would be
provided by the developer or refail store owner.

Regarding actual construction when development occurs, the fellowing applicable guidelines are
provided to addrass public safety issues:

1. The development should comply with requirements of the Coda of Miami-Dade
County. :

2, A Crime Prevention Through Environmental Dagign {CPTED) etudy cosrdinsted
and conducted through the police, and cfher appropriste departments
respectively, with the devaloper may be very beneficial. CPTED is premised an
the concept that the proper desion and the effective uss of the bullt environment
can lead to a reduction of crime, thereby increasing the gquality of ife.

3 All burglar alarm sysiems require a0 annual registration with MDPD by the usar.
This includes all systems even if they are nof monitored by an alarm company.

Parkland DRI
CDMP Amendment Application
November 12, 2008 3 Supplementa) Information and Analysia



4. Each structure should have address numbers conspicuously mounted and easily
shservable from the roadway.

5. A lighted directory should be erstted near each point of entry and at other
appropriate locations within the development for rapid location by responding
ameargensy vehitlas. :

B. Shrubbsry and landscaping at all driveways should be sufficient set back o
permit vehicle operators an uncbstructed view,

7. Landscaping and lighting should be malntained so that address numbers are
nevar allowed to becoms obscurad.

8. Adegquate lighting, closed cirouit islevigion, and securily officers in vehicle parking
garage can discourage criminal activity, Qutdoor lighling can be ane of the most
sffective deterrents agalnst crime. Properdy used, # discourages criminal activity
and reduces fear,

8. Stairwelis should have access conbrol to restrict movements of persons
conemplating criminal activty.

10.  Any unmanned, card-accessible security enirance gate should have a coded
lock-box feature for emergency actéess by police and fire rescue vehicles.

11.  Designated areas within the development that are kept free of parked motor
vehicles in order o faclliiate access to buildings by smergency vehicles {fire
lanes) is accomplished by application of the owner or lesser of the development
pursuant to Miami-Dade County Ordinance 30-388, Creation of Emargency
Vehicle Zones, Only those developments with zones so designated sre
autharized to have police enforeement. :

If you need additional information or asgistance, please contact Sergeant Hopwood at 305-471-
2098, : _ - : R

Parkiand DRI
COMP Amendment Application
November 12, 2008 4 Supplemental Information and Analysis



ATTACHMENT

Farkland DRI

Police Major ¢ $166,548 $0
Police Captain ¢ $157,860 $0
Police Lisutenant ) $133,484 ' $0
Police Sergeant 0 $118,852 ' $0
Detective Unit Sergeant o $124,887 $0
Police Detective ¢ $09,358 L %0
Police Officer $93,815 $1,407.227

SUB-TOTAL SWORN

..

ice Records Specialist 0 $53,738 50
Puolice Crime Analyst Speclaiist b $83113 . %0
Cifice Suppott Specialist 0 $52,132 80
Data Entry Specialist 0 $48,563 $0
Police Station Specialist 0 $87.120 $0
Administrative Secretary 0 $71,734 - $0
Secretan 0 360,887 . . %0

TAL NON-SWORN 0

ehicles
{Marked+ PSA) 15 512,111 $181,665
{Unmarked} 0 $6,495 $0

$0
$181,665

Bicycle 0 $1,200

SUB-TOTAL PERSONNEL
(Sworn, Non-Sworn, Vehicles)

SUB-TOTAL

"TOTAL PATROL COST > $1,679,586

* All costs arp bazed on eshimated average saliss and inclide Frings cosls for FY 2007-2008.
* Personnel costs include the 7% COLA & First Responder effective July 2008
Peraonnel Cost Include frings, nstirance, fongayvity, amd unfform alfawarnce.

Parkland DRI
CDMP Amendment Application
November 12, 2008 5 Supplemental information and Analysis



1.

Parkland Development Orders — Miami Dade Police

The applicant shall provide 2 acres within the development for the building of a
green police station. The police station shall be built by applicant and include all
the standard requirements of the Miami-Dade Police Department's (MDPD) other
district stations. The applicant shall work closely with MDPD to ensure its
requirements are met. This police station shall be a separate building from the
Fire Department and built on a separate 2 acre parcel of land, although the 2
acre parcel for the Fire Depariment can be adjacent to MDPD’s 2 acre parcel,
thus creating a Public Safety Complex.

Parkland is estimated to have an approximate population of 18,232 persons,
along with about 850,000 square feel of commercial space, which will increase
the population in Parkland, particularly during business hours. Additionally, it is:
estimated that the three charter schools in the development will have
approximately 5,000 students. As such, MDPD will require the following sworn-
personnel to adequately cover the area:

Neighborhood Resource | General Investigation Unif
Patrol Unit (NRU) (GIU)
1 Maior 1 Sergeant 1 Lieutenant
1 Captain 5 Officers 1 Sergeant
3 Lieutenants 5 Officers
8 Sergeants
40 Officers

The estimated cost of such sworn personnel in 2014 is $8,355,688.

Additionally, a support staff will be necessary to assist these addltfonal off‘ icers
and are as follows:

1 Administrative Secretary 1 Secretary
1 Police Crime Analyst 3 Public Service Aides
2 Police Record Specialists

- The estimated cost of such support personnel in 2014 is $587,871. Finally, there -

will be infrastructure costs for these employees. Such equipment includes
marked and unmarked police vehicles, PSA vehicles, computers, both in the -
vehicles and for support personnel, police radios, etc. The estimated cost of the
vehicles alone in 2014 is $768,267. However, as a general guideline, overhead
and infrastructure costs are estimated to be 20% of the operating costs. - '

The estimated cost of personnei and vehlcles in the year 2014 |s about $10

- million dollars.



Parkland DRI CDMP Application
_ November 2008 _ S
Cost Estimate for Water and Sewer Infrastructure in Public Right-of-Way

Description Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Probable Cost
A. Water _ _ o

16-inch water main for Parcels A&B LF 26465 - $210 ' $5,557,650
12-inch water main for Parcel C LF 13963 $180 $2,513,340

B. Sewer : _ S
24-inch sanitary sewer force main LF 7300 $280 - $2,044,000
Public Pump Station EA 6 $500,000 1 $3,000,000
Application No.1-Subtotal $13,114,990
Engineering Fees (10%) ' . $1,311,499
Subtotal $14,426,489
Contingency (15%) _ $2,163,973
Total Cost o S $16,590,462

Estimating Disclaimer:

The final costs of the project and resuiting feasibility will depend on actual labor and material costs, competitive market conditions, final projeét scope implementation
schedule, continuity of personnel and other variable faclors, Accordingly, the final project costs will vary from the estimate. The cost provided herein are based an
water and sewer unit cost.



Water and Sewer Revenue without Conservation and Reclaim
Total Water Wastewater Total
Year Use Quantity ?(L;z;’tg;ul;:sig Demand “:‘?'tr?:uiiﬁins;le Revenue Revenue
(GPD} {Thousands} | {Thousands)
2014 |Single Family Detached! 251 units | 350 gpd/unit 87,850 $101.33 $152.31 $253.64
Single Family Attached | 487 units | 250 gpd/unit 121,750 $140.43 $211.08 £351.51
Muiti-Family ) 489 units | 200 gpd/unit 87,800 $112.80 $169.58 $282.36
Rental Apariment 160 units | 200 gpd/unit 32,000 $36.91 $55.48 $92.39
Industrial/Flex space 110,000 sf| 20/1000 gpd/sf 2,200 $2.54 $3.81 $6.35
Total 341,600 $394.00 $592.25 $986.25
2015 |Single Family Detached| 251 units | 350 gpd/unit 87850 $105.49 $158.40 $263.90
Single Family Attached | 487 units | 250 gpd/unit 121,750 $146.20 $219.53 $365.73
Multi-Family 489 units | 200 gpd/unit 97,800 5117.44 $176.34 $293.79)
Rental Apartment 180 units 200 gpdfunit 32,000 $38.43 $57.70 $96.13]
Retail 100,000 sf| 5gpd/100sf 5,000 $6.00 $9.02 $15.02
Medical Office 50,000 sf | 10/100 gpd/sf 5,000 $6.00 $9.02 $15.02
Hospital 100 beds | 250 gpd/hed 25,000 $30.02 $45.08 $75.10
Industrial/Flex space 110,000 sf| 20/1000 gpd/sf 2,200 $2.64 $3.97 $6.61)
Total 376,600 $452.24 $679.05 $1,131.29
2016 |Single Family Detached| 251 units | 350 gpd/unit 87,850 $108.66 $164.49 $274.16]
Single Family Attached | 487 units | 250 gpd/unit 121,750 $151.98 §227.97 $379.95]
Multi-Family 489 units | 200 gpd/unit 97,800 $122.08 $183.13 $305.21
Rental Apartment 160 units | 200 gpdfunit 32,000 $39.95 $59.92 $82.86
Industrial/Flex space 110,000 sf| 20/1000 gpd/st 2,200 $2.75 $4.12 $6.87
Total 341,600 $426.42 $639.63 $1,066.05
2017 [Single Family Detached] 251 units | 350 gpd/unit 87,850 $113.83 $171.23 $285.08
Single Family Attached { 487 units | 250 gpd/unit 121,750 $157.78 $237.30 $395.08|
Multi-Family 489 units | 200 gpd/unit 97,800 $128.72 $190.62 $317.35
Rental Apartment 160 units | 200 gpd/unit 32,000 $41.46 362.37 $103.84
Retail 100,000 sf| 5gpd/100sf 5,000 $6.48 $9.75 $16.22
Industrial/Flex 110,000 sf| 20/1000 gpd/sf 2,200 $2.85 $4.29 $7.14
Toftal 346,600 $449.11 $675.56 $1,124.67|
2018 |Single Family Detached| 253 units 350 gpd/unit 88,550 $119.59 $179.38 $298.97
Single Farnily Attached | 488 units 250 gpdfunit 122,000 $164.76 $247.14 $411.90
Multi-Farily A92 units 200 gpd/unit 98,400 $132.89 $199.33 $332.22
Rental Apartment 160 units | 200 gpd/unit 32,000 $43.22 $684.82 $108.04]
Medical Office 50,000 sf | 10/100 gpd/sf 5,000 $6.75 $10.13 $16.88
Hospital 100 beds | 250 gpd/bed 25,000 $33.76 $50.64 $84.41
Industriai/Flex space 110,000 sf| 20/1000 gpd/sf 2,200 $2.97 $4.48 $7.43
Total 373,150 $503.94 $755,91 $1,259.85
2018 |[Grand Total 1,779,550 $2,403.28|: $3,604.92 $6,008.21
Note:

1. Projected Revenues include an increase of 4% far the maintenance index.
2. The rate increase did not take into consideration future furiding of multi-year capital improvement projects.



Water and Wastewatar Revenue with Conservation
Potable Wator
Y " Quanti Water U Water Demand gemand ";“h Total Water Wastowater Flow()| Water Rovenus |Wastewater Revenue| Total Revenue
oar ae uantity ater Uso (GPD} Re::;?;“ﬂ%';“ Damand {GPD) {GPD) {Thousands) {Thousands} {Thausands)
{GPD)

204 Single Family Detached 261 units 350 gpdiunit 87,850 61,495 61,495 61,495 $70.93 §108.62 $177.65
Single Family Attached 487 units 260 gpdiunit 121,750 85,225 85,226 85,225 $98.30 $147.76 $246.06
Multl-Famlly 488 units 200 gpdiunit 07,800 68,460 88,460 88,460 $78.96 118.69 $167.65
Rental Apartment 160 units 200 gpdiunt 32,000 22,400 22,400 22,400 $25.84 $35.84 e4.87
Industial/Flex space 140,000 s 2011600 gpdist 2,200, 1,540 1,540 1,540 31.78 $2.67 $4.45
K-8 3,200 stud. 15 gpdistud, 48,000 33,600 33,600, 33,600 $38.75 $58.25 $97.01
High School 1,600 stud. 20 gpdfstud. 32,000 22,400 22,400 22,400 $26.84 $38.84 $64.67
School Staff 360 15gpd/parson 5,400 3,780, 3,780 3,780 54.36 $6.55 $10.91
Parks 67 acres Sgpdiperson 1,000 4,000 1,000, 1,000/ £.15 31.73 $2.69
Comaunily Uses 60,000 sf 10/100 gpd/sf 5000 3,600 3,600 3,600 $4.04 36,07 $10.11
Total 433 000 303,400 303,400 203,400 $340.94 $526.02 $875.95

206 Single Family Datached 251 units 350 gpdiunit 87850 51,495 61,496 81 498! $73.85 $110.38| $184 73
Single Family Altached 467 units 250 gpdfunit 121,760 85,726 85,225 85225 $102.34 $163.67) $256.01
Multi-Farily 489 units 200 gpdfunit a7 80D 68,460 68,460 68,460 $82.21 512344 $205.65
Rental Apartment 180 units 200 gpdiunit 32,000 22,400 22,400 22,400 $26.50 $40.39 $87 29
Retail 100,000 sf SqpdM00sf 5,000, 3,500 3,500 3,500 b4.20 $6.31 $10.51

[Medical Office 50,000 sf 40100 gpdrsf 5,000 3,500, 3,500 3,500 }4.20 3631 $10.51
[Hospital 1C0 beds 250 gpdibed 25,000 17,600 17,500 17,600 $21.01 $31.55 - %562.57
IndustrialiFlex space 110,000 sf 20/1000 gpafsf 2,200 1,540/ 1,540 1,540 $4.85 $2.78 4.63
Total 376,600 263,620 263,620 263,820 $316.57 $476,33 $791.90

2018 Singte: Family Datached 251 units 350 gpdiunit 87,850, 61,465 61,485 61,495 $76.76 115,15 191,91
Single Family Attached 487 units 260 gpdiunit 121,750 85,226 85,225 85,225 $108.32 158.58 $265,97
Multi-Family 489 units 200 gpdiunit 97,800 68,460 68,480, 68,460 $65.46 128.19 321865
Rental Apartmeant 160 urnits 200 gpd/unit 32,000 22,400 22 400 22400 $27.95 $41.94 $69.90
IndustrialFlex space 116,600 sf 201000 gpdfsf 2,200 1,540 1,540 1,540 $1.92 $2.88 $4.81
Total 344,600 239,120 239,120 239,120 $208.40 $447.74 $746.23

2017 Single Famlly Detached 251 Units 350 gpdiunit 87,850, 61,495 61,485 61,495 §79.68 119.86 $199.54
Single Family Attached 487 units 250 gpdiunit 121,750 85,225 85,225 85,225 $110.43 466,11 §276.54
Muit-Famlly 489 units 200 gpdiunit 97,800 £8,460 68,460 68,480 $88.71 133.44 §222.14
Rental Apartment 160 units 200 gpdfunit 32,000 22,400 22400 22,400 $29.02 343,66 $72.68
Ratail 100,000 sf Sgpd/100sf 5,600 3,500 3,500 3,500 $4.54 $6.82 $11.36
Industrial/Flex 110,000 sf 201000 gpd/sf 2200 1,540 1,640 1,640 $2.00 $3.00, $5.00
Total : 346,600 242,820 242,620 242820 $314.37 $472.89 $787.27

2018 Single Family Detached 253 units 350 gpd/unit 88,550 51,985 61,985 61,985 $83.71 p125.57 $209,28
Single Family Atached 488 units 250 gpd/unil 122,000 86,400 85400 85,400 $115.33 p173.00 $286.33
Multl-Family 492 units 200 gpdfunit 98,400 68,880 68,630 68,880 $93.02 139.53 $232.56
Rental Apartment 160 units 200 gpdfunit 32,000 22,400 22,400 22 400 $30.25 $45.38 $75.63
Medical Office 50,000 sf 194100 gpdisf 5,000 3,500 3,500 3.600 4,73 $7.08 $11.82
Hospita) 100 bads 250 gpdfbed 25,000 17,500 17,500 17,500 $23.63 $35.45 $50.08

[industrialFlex space 110,000 af 2011000 gpd/sf 2,200 1,540 1,540 1,540 $2.08 $3.12 $5.20
|Tota} 373,160 281,206 261,206 231,_205 $352_._76 $529.14 $887.89
Note;

1. Projected Revenuss include an increase of 4% for the maintenance Index.

2. The rate increase did net take into consideration future funding of muili-year capital improvement projetts,

3. 100% of reclaim water for inigaiion to be utilized at preject build out in 2018
4, 40% of irigation reduction in pofable water dernand to be achieved at project buiid out In 2018,




Parland 2044 Water and Wastewater Revenus with Conservation and Reglai
2018 Propot Bild out
1 Patable Water
Potabla Water N
} Use Quantity Water ijse D"’:;:‘r d g:::::lﬁ Demand with 40% | Total Water Wastewater | Reclaim Flow R:\\’r:i::e w:stewater E ectalm o Tolal
| (GFDunly (GPD) Reduction (30%) | T/9tion Reduction | Demand (GFD)|  Flow (GPD) 5PD} | (Thousands) | (Tousands) | (Thousands | {Thousands)
| (GPD) (GPD}
singls Family 1257 du 360/unit 430,950 307,965 184,779 184,774 21,717 457,082 $249.54 $56.15 $106.06 $411.75
ingle Family attached 2,436 du 250 gpdiunit 609,000 426,300 255,780 255,780 38387| 97413 $345.43 §77.72 $146.81 $560.08
Muiti-Famity 3,248 du 200 gpdiupit 848,600 454,720 272,832 272,832 40,925  p31.807 $368.46 $62.90 $156.60 $607.96
Retait 200,060 sf 5/100 gpd/sf 10,000 7.000 7,000 7,000 1,050 5,950 $90.45 $2.13) $4.02 $15.60
Office 100,000 sf 10100 gpdist 10,000 7,000, 7,000 7,000 1,060 5,950 $9.45 $2.13 $4.02 $15 60
{industrialiFlex Space 550,000 sf 2011000 gpdfsf 11,000 7,700 7,700 7,700 1,155 6,545 $10.40 §$2.34 $4.42] $i17.18
K-8 3,200 stud. 15 gpd/stud 48000 33,800 33,600 33,600 £040 28,560 $45.38 $i0.21 $19.29 $74.87
High School 1,600 stug, 20 gpdfstud. 32000 22,400, 22,400 22,400 3,360 19,040 $30.25 $8.81 $12.95 $49.91
Staff 360 15 gpd_!p_grson £,400 3,780 3,780 3,780 567 3,213 $6.10 $1.18 $2.17 $8.42
Hospital 200 beds 250 gpdibed 50,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 5250] 29,760 $47.27 $10.64 $20.09 §77.5%
Community Uses 50,000 sf 101100 gpdist 5,000 3,500 3,500 3,500 525 2,975 $4.73 $1.08 $2.01 $7.80
Parks B7 BCTBS 5 gpd/parsorn 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 . 1§g_ 850 $1.35 ﬁ]j{} $0.67 $2.23
Tatal 4,870,950/ 1,309,985’ 834,371 834,371 126,166 703,216 $1,126.82 $253.53 $478.90 $1,860.28
Nale:
1. Projected Revenues inciude an increase of 4% for the malntenance index,
2. The rate increase did nof take into consideration future funding of multi-year ¢apitat improvement projects.
3. 100% of reclaim water for Ivigation to be utllized at praject build out in 2018,
4. 40% of irrigation reduction in potable water demand fo be achleved at project build gut in 2018,
5. Reclalm revenue estimated at one haif the ravenue of water.
8,

. Wastewater flows estimated at 16% of the total water demand. The remainder 85% Is reclaim flow.




CORRESPONDENCE AND COMMENTS PROVIDED BY PUBLIC

Materials received at November 3, 2008 Community Council Meeting
o Cherry Grove Neighbors Association, Inc. Resolution Opposing Parkland
Project (dated November 3, 2008)

* Residents Against Parkland DRI/CDMP Amendment Request — We Say
No Petition {no date)

» Written Comments from Mark Oncavage, Conservation Chair of the Miami
Group, Sierra Club, to CC11 (dated November 3, 2008)

» (Citizen's Photos Showing Traffic Conditions (November 19, 2008 Planning
Advisory Board Meeting)

Materials received at November 19, 2008 Planning Advisory Board Meeting

* Written Comment from Mark Oncavage, Conservation Chair of the Miami
Group, Sierra Club (dated November 19, 2008)

» Handwritten Letter to PAB from Paul Martin (submitted on November 19,
2008) -

Letter Received from W. Tucker Gibbs (December 8, 2008)



Cherry Grove Neighbors
- Association, Inc.

November 3, 2008

RESOLUTION OPPOSING PARKLAND PROJECT

Myma Wheatman The Cherry Grove Neighbors Association, Inc. (“the Association™) is an

President organization of homeowners living between $. W. 88" Street (North Kendall

305-595-1008 Drive) and S.W. 94" Street and S. W. 92" Avenue and S. W. 97" Avenue, It

Marilyn Fiam 15 a community of primanly single family homes.

Past President

BTG el oo The Officers and Board of Directors, on behalf of the Association, strongly
) oppose the above-mentioned proposed project that would necessitate

\I}lﬂc:':;: d: :ﬁnkel extending the Urban Development Boundary.

305-598-8111 L _ . ,
Miami-Dade County 1s presently under water restrictions which, we are told,
Carlos Fernandez could be permanent.

Treasurer

305- 448-8988 . N .
544 This project 1s in a flood zone. We have already have too many areas in our

Sharon Lutz county that must be evacuated during hurricane threats because they are

Secretary located in flood zones. Indeed, the developers’ plans indicate the need to

Eﬁgg;nséf@f:ol.com elevate construction.

Board Members This 1s an unnecessary project, espectally considering the overabundance of

Gema Basnuevo available housing.

Liz Fernandez

Bill Johnson The eco-system so near the Everglades is too fragile for such a development.

Dago Redriguez ystem raguie for suc cvElopmie

Darrin Jones Moreover, until traffic, water and other infrastructure issues are resolved in

Blanche Osario already developed areas of southwestern Miami-Dade County, such a project
should not be approved

This is another effort to violate a carefully thought out baundary which, if
approved, will encourage more applications.

We respectfully request Community Council 11 to deny this request with

prejudice.

Myrna Wheatman, President Shﬂaron Lutz, Secre
. f
\r 1’U~,f’ﬂ'~ww\ [/(ja"l'\-tmv- \/L

DATED: November 3, 2008




Residents Against
Parkland DRI/ COMP Amendment request

(Development of Regional Impact and Comprehensive
Development Master Plan Amendment)

We say NO

Name

Address
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Residents Against
Parkliand DRI/ CDMP Amendment request

{Development of Regional Impact and Comprehensive
Development Masier Plan Amendment)}

We say NO

Name

Address
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-Residents Against |
Parkiand DRI/ CDMP Amendment request

(Development of Regional impact and Comprehensive
Development Master Plan Amendment)

We say NO
Name Address
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Residents Against
Parkland DRI / CDMP Amendment request

{Development of Regional impact and Comprehensive
Development Master Plan Amendment)

We say NO

Name

Address
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Residents Against
Parkland DRI/ CDMP Amendment request

{Development of Regional Impact and Comprehensive
Development Master Plan Amendment)

We say NO

Name Address
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Comments to Community Council #11 concerning Parkland DRI
Mark Oncavage, Sierra Club, Miami Group, Nov. 3, 2008

Miami-Dade County, the South Florida Water Management District, and the
South Florida Regional Planning Council, invested 4 years of work and
several million dollars to write, for the public, the very best development
and rescurce protection plan for South Miami-Dade County. It is known as
the Scuth Miami-Dade Watershed Study and Plan.

The study generated over 4,000 pages of technical analyses. It looked, in
great detail, at water quality, groundwater demand, surface water flows,
flood protection, tidal wetlands, native plant wetlands, exotic plant wetlands,
transitional wetlands, remnant natural forests, development patterns,
agriculture lands, proximity to transii, recreation, the economic base, cost of
housing, the mix of wages, transportation, public schools, potable water,
wastewater, and air quality. Tt consists of 24 research projects plus
implementation strategies and final recommendations. It was reviewed and
accepted by an independent panel of technical experts. Also, there were 6
public meetings and 55 advisory committee meetings.

The recommendations are found on page 5.2 of the Watershed Study and
Plan. !t recommends:

more compact building designs,

a mix of commercial and residential land uses,

greater densities along transit corridors,

a variety of transportation choices,

walkable neighborhoods,

preservation of open spaces, wetlands, and farmlands,

better protection and management of surface and ground waters, and

an enhancement of tourism and economic development.

For the years 2007 through 2025:
102,000 residential dwelling units are projected,
160% of the projected dwelling units are to be built inside the existing
UDB, through the year 2025,

From years 2026 to 2050:
a minimum of 60% of the new dwelling units (61,000) are to be built
insice the existing UDB.



[ was a member of this Watershed Study Advisory Committee and [
represented the Sierra Club. South Florida’s best chance for getting
development and resource protection accomplished correctly is to implement
the recommendations in the Watershed Plan and put all the new dwelling -
units for south Miami-Dade County inside the UDB, until 2026.

Parkland DRI is not needed. It is destructive to our resources and it should
not be recommended by this Community Council.

Mark Oncavage
Conservation Chair
-Sierra Club, Miami Group

Mzark Oncavage
Conservation Chair
Miami Group

" 12200 8 W 110 Avenue
SI RRA Miami. F1. 33176-4520

tel: 305-251-5273
oncavage/@bellsouth net
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File Copy

g aWe!
W- 1% ~of
Puablic Comment
Before the Planning Advisory Board of Miami-Dade County
Parkland DRI
November 19, 2008

Submitted by Mark Oncavage, Conservation Chair
Sierra Club, Miami Group

1. After full build-out, on average, how many gallons per day of reused water will
be released to the environment?

2. What sewage treatment methods will be employed: ultraviolet, ozone,
nanofiltration, reverse osmosis, peroxide, and granulated activated carbon
polishing?

3. What water quality standards will be met, by Parkland, for fecal coliform, total
nitrogen, fofal phosphorus, ammonia, biological oxygen demand, and chemical
oxygen demand when reused water is released?

4. What water quality standards will be met, by Parkland, for endocrine disruptors,
cryptosporidium, giardia, volatile organic compounds, and other emerging
pollutants of concern?

5. What retail and commercial waste constituents are expected to be released from
Parkland’s reused water?

6. What is the storage capacity of reused water on the Parkland site?
7. How deep will Parkland’s rock mines be dug?

8. What is the closest distance between Parkland and the Southwest Wellfield
Protection Zone?

9. When the drawdown at the Southwest Wellfield is increased from 1.7 feet 1o 2.5
feet, after full build-out, will reused water from Parkland be drawn into the
Wellfield Protection Zone?

18, Will reused water from Parkland be drawn into the South Miami Heights
Wellfield Profection Zone?



11. Will there be dye testing to determine the vectors and velocities of groundwater
migration from Parkland’s reused water releases?

12. What will the reused water vectors and velocities be after heavy rain events or
flooding?

13. What concerns should the Water and Sewer Department have when utilizing
groundwater under the influence of reused water and what steps should be taken?

Mark Oncavage
12200 SW 110" Avenue
Miami, FL 33176 |



W. TUCKER (GIBBS, P.A.
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P.0. Box (250 BEC 08 208

COCOWUT GROVE, FLoma 33133

— MIAMIDADE ¢
TELEPIDINE (3655 356-271L ‘“erﬁgf' ﬂuﬁ'ﬂ!‘l‘?
ERCSINOLE (I05) B54-5003
Decembear 8, 2008 : Vii HAND DELIVERY

Marc C. LaFerrier, AILCP

Director, Department of Planning and Zoning
Miami-Dade County

111 N.W., First Street, Suite 1210

Miami, Florida 33128

Re: Parkland CEMP Amendments, Transmittal Public Hearing

Dear Mr. LaFerrier:

This letter is to notify you that *he undersigned
represents the Protect Sustainable Agriculture in Miami-
Dade County, an organization of concerned citizens which
OpposSas non-agricultural development in the county’s
agricultural areas,

At the Miami-Dade County Commission public hearing on the
Parkland COMP amendment application on December 18, 2008,
my clients will provide expert testimony on this matter
from Mark Alvarez, RICP. That testimony will address the
planning principles underscoring the referenced CDMP
amendment application and the application’s consistency
with the reguiremsnts the Miami-Dade County Comprehensive
Development Master Plan, Miami-Dade County ordinances and
other applicable county and state regulations. Mr. Alvarez
will also address the following:

l. Compliance of the applicatien to the goals, objectives
and policies of the {DMP.

2. Compliance of the application with other requirements
of the CDMP.

3. The analysis of the application by the county’s
professional staff.

4. The historic and current land use and subdivision
patterns including the inventory of residential units
outside the Urban Development Boundary, particularly
in agriculturally designated areas of the county.

'0'



The basis of this teatimony is the expertise as a
professional planner of the witness as well ag his rzeview
of all material in the public record on this matter,

Mr. Alvarez, in his testimony before the county commission
will rely on professional planning books and treatises, and
doguments on file in *he public records of Miami-Dade
County and other state and logal governmental entities
{including all documents on file with Miami-Dade County)
regarding this application and the property subject to this
zoning application. Please note that Mr. Alvarez may rely
on and submit inte evidence any documsnt that “has been
filed with the Directeor at least ten {10} days pricr uwo the
publiic hearing.” This includes all documents on file with
your pifice as of the dave of this letter.

Sincerely,

A

W. Tucker Gibbs

e e
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December 18, 2008
Laura Reynolds

5530 Sunset Drive ; Wuf_.
Miami FI 331 . g\,uw(buo 7AY u AT { L (fo

First.t would like to extend my appreciation to all county staff and the
entire commaission for taking time today to hear public comment in

light of the applican eq@gf%ostpone, it is very important to

encourage this public process, ve taken time out of their
day to be here.

{ am here today representing 2,500 Miami-Dade residents from the
Tropical Audubon Society that understand how such a project can
alter their quality of life and that of the wildlife they all enjoy seeing in
South Florida.

This Project will add 7,000 additional homes to our growing
number of those already vacant in this area.

During an economic crisis, this is not the leadership Miami-Dade
heeds.

This application seeks to develop over 900 acres of agricultural
lands, less than two miles from Everglades National Park.

This area currently serves as an important aquifer recharge zone,
buffer zone for the wildlife that depends on Everglades National Park

and is the tast stand of Agricuiture in the county with only 57,000
acres remaining.

Parkland can not support mass transit.

To ensure a positive cost benefit for heavy rail a density of 24 is
recommended, this application has a density of 8.

Which means 18,000 residents will commute by automobiles
increasing Miami's traffic and our Carbon Footprint.



i
The nation has voted%or change, the government is standing up
to business as usual by not bailing out companies that wiil not
promise change in the future. Miami Dade County must do the
same to be sustainable for future generations.

We ask you today to put our investments and energies into
projects that will give us a truly better quality of life. We support
smart growth, increased mobility through public transportation
and reducing our carbon footprint to combat climate change.

This application does not serve our community in the way in which
the applicant has promised, | feel each of you have an opportunity
today to make a strong statement to deny this application as well as
saving taxpayer dollars by not transmitting to DCAin light of the
current litigation and strong opposition from the state.

Tropical Audubon and its long standing conservation efforts in

Miami Dade County wish to work with all of you to improve our
quality of life and keep people wanting to visit this area.

Thank you.
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(F or Appearance Before the Board of County Comm1ssmn)
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If yes, please list name: W@ 3('/4(/0 M/U(ﬂdlfo g?”—/’ %/]
brganlzatlon Firm } Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board?iﬂ{es d No




AGAINST Speaker 's Card (ror Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: ‘()/ § //7? BCC Mig. Date: Agenda ltemd#:
Subject: /%%f Fockloand \ADT

Name: [}\J.Mnhﬁ/)\( ’Dﬁﬁﬁlf\a

Address: -'3(@’9 an’ Q’&fé@'& [\4 Yohat /ééarl Ny 39

Lobbyist mformatlon (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modlfmatlo@ of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? ﬁYes H No

If yes, please list name: : gﬂ iTE=Ia ("\G.O+ Wn i o

= Organization Firmn Client

Have you registersd with the Clerk of the Board? U Yes I No




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: |2 182008 sec mg. pater 12\ 2008 Agenda tem:
subject  PARKLAND (NR

Name: __ ETM E0SED! _

Address: | FO NE (UUST ) M am ,ﬁgL- fafe (o)

T

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the C?y Commission.")
No

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? U Yes

If yes, please list name:

Organization d/ Firm Client
Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes No




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: 1’2/ l@//éco BCC Mtg. Date: D/ r%/j@ A Agenda ltem#:
subject: _Orlc lind  OerelsPran

Name: _ WSy DHONIY

Address: _ 2100 DN e #2002 Ballndals J@:dﬂ; L 33009

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resclution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? [ Yes W

If yes, please list name:

Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? QYes U No




AGAINST Speaker 's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date; /S J/ /6% oo Mig. Date:_ 19 1187 d%  Agenda Htem#
subject: Porhlua] "D [ppvant=

vame: _htsl16) A MMllue

Address: J(0q W) ML:‘% o fP-\L L 3YGEN

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

medifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.”)

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? ?iiq(es d No

If yes, please list name: )_I':"i/\\l |- W/WZ M -‘I)\Uﬂ, e

Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes L‘.'I\@)




AGA'NST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: / Q / g ﬂ g BCC Mtg. Date: Agenda ltem#:
Subject: BﬂkLn rJ //p ﬂ / 54":/[ /// ép 57[0,:79 /
Name: /‘/a/’/@ n__ Lo %

Address: /2?7% %ﬂefl’//ff ppr ﬁz %&Mf 5 /.:’/L Zg/é/]

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s} of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? ges m'

If yes, please list name:

Crganization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? [ Yes Elﬁ




AGAINST Speake r's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: | l!i?j 09 BCC Mig. Date: mf (‘5/ H¥ Agenda ltemi:
Subject: _ [ ow (& ab\ﬁ T\(%

Name: Lol fjr KQS Conl

address: 9100 Diane WAE%0T Hallawdaly %@.(/L} FL 5%0?

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? \ﬂ‘{es 0 No

If yes, please list name: Eﬁf\\ﬂ\{bb’uﬂm@,ﬁ% ?‘Rﬁ’ﬁ (’Q G

Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? [ Yes Eﬁ No




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date:_l_(;-/ ]q;[ U% BCC Mig. Date: L:) / lq / O% Agenda ltem#:
Subject: ?U\V‘V\k G\"\(}\ ) D %

Name: S‘l&"@ ANG \_/ AWSa

Address: Ol \l’d \_,."\\/\[ 0\‘\\ RUJIJ (hi V\mh\ @ QHL‘I f(

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropelitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? EYes d No
If yes, please list name: G.\'\V\VWM\:J/ F
Firm

Crganization Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? U Yes }ﬁ\lo




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: | Q/ | & LO(BCC Mtg. Date: Agenda ltem#:
Subject: paf k—lo“ﬁ) upis

Name: m\( dov ‘\j{,f@”@

Address: )9S NI st (/‘V(%‘ P{Mfﬂl‘w\ PL J53 =>b/

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s} of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks o encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization?\ﬁﬁ’es d No
£V Tl de

If yes, please list name:

Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes ,Elﬂ:




AGAINST Speake r's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: /f—/Dé{,Og BCC Mtg. Date; :5 f 2“ oK Agenda ltem#: /Zwl, (ow?//
Subject: /mm +q4-eiuu I, L)v-ah—b /\.QV\ e (Dﬂ G

Name: Ma,z A Lv AvR=Z.

Address: G225 M58 Torre e /th"ow\‘\

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or
modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? El/(es d No

If yes, please list name: f?m'*wé‘ gz/s“/'mc\ M ﬁ{—n Quﬁm—-& n /[/{r »\-’Dm«l.e/

Organization Flrm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? m/ Yes [ No




AGAINST Speake r's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's patel K08 pee Mtg. Date: Agenda ltem#: Par %QLCU/W{
Subject: Jf IOﬂWl Q@UI%U\PWW“T

vame: _CIVTSING Fayvisworth

aaaress: (0101 (UMS Aye. # A1 Miawt Beaoh %6(4!

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s} of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or
modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.”)

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? O Yes m

If yes, please list name:

Crganization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes Q’No/




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: | 2} }%}Dg BCC Mtg. Date: !Z/ i %/ 0K agenda temst: LPavl jaindl 7

Subject: pﬂ’!ﬁ—lm\lb DEVELDY ﬂtﬂfjk/’f UDE

name: M ALK | EVENTHAL

address: _ [ R LO  cppune  RER] /;,4@7—‘7[0(% Midm !, FL 22/9%

Lobbyist information: {According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? ﬁYes 0 Ne Yo ,C £
i N A% /
If yes, please list name: UUMN ~ A’ OOWIEAN S NQQM*ZMM A U
Organization Firm(_) Client 1‘0 M 0(

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? {1 Yes ﬁNo N g

e



AGAINST Speaker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: ' i y g r{ BCC Mtg. Date: f’L// ;Yﬂ( Agenda ltem#;
Subject: fML( ¢ W‘M
Name: Wﬂ Y ﬁ WM (TZ

Address: /00  S&d JRG JEaR i #m Fe 33/76

Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or
modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group,,or organization? Eﬂ4es 0 No

If yes, please list name: - 'ANT I8 ae 7% %;4//1/9( /Z/J/‘/ (WN CVRRSar o THASK Fopee

/ Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? 0O Yes EY(O




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date; } Z // ;L/ &  BCC Mig. Date: Agenda Htemi: /D/l" i Lﬁ?‘*‘rm
Subject: AT L D THE LinE
Namef2. T osiy (7. Vgas LE A

Address: ‘/‘ Z-00 v g g? S T /f//M
Lobbyist information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined

as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks fo encourage the passage, defeat, or
modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? O Yes 0 No

If yes, please list name:

Organization ' ' Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? U Yes O No




AGAINST Speaker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date:_{ %/Y ‘6”/03/ BCC Mtg. Date: Agenda ltem#t: (D% 25 75'/ 7é,/ 77
Subject: D @ Par i’ lamd
Name: . ‘s? \‘\um Sinc, ‘L\ N

address: 1L D fountunbleaw Blud #1228 Miwm FL 33173

Lobbyist information: {According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropelitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or arganization? EI/Yes & No

If yes, please list name: MAST P\Ca\(:lemv’ K.CLIP(DI‘: C} b

Crganization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes E«o




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: ! ﬁ/} /9/0“8 BCC Mitg. Date: 1@// @/&6 Agenda ltem:
Subject: % ;i’\ i / UuD@E

Name: / S~ jzu-@ie"fi/{ N

Address: bes 55 7z S&

Lobbyist information: {(According to Section 2-11(s} of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks o encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? O Yes %\No

If yes, please list name:

Crganization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? U Yes ?(No




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date:_(2~if-0F BCC Mtg. Date:_ /L~ f-dF° Agenda Itermi:
Subject: 2/ ¥lzs/

Name: W, Tocket Y148

Address: 2980 Mcfalow et COond (o 33023

Lobbyist information: {According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? ﬁ Yes U No

If yes, please list name: /%/zd o%j/im&# 'Ar)ylcdm i -1

Organization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? M Yes O No




AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date; ) /lf/og BCC Mig. Date )"/[f/ﬂg Agenda ltem#: &WKQWJ
Subject: Pﬂbi/‘K d Mﬂ( Dfﬂf
Name: K/’ hf Ké‘f%ﬁ/’ / ”rﬂ

Address: %‘S\/? /(/ P/z A K Rﬁ/ §7§" 01 Hm!/‘/},Wﬁc?Jj /tr/ﬂ 5 gv//l_!

Lobbyist information: {According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.”)

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? @Yes QO No

If yes, please list name: 4/5{ mm /Ddz/‘ K§ C/M ser i fation 74)'}/7 0&7[/&/”

Organlzatlon Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? ED/Yes U No




S Onploitx (ard Tt Aplid-
AGAINST Spea ker's Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: ’ Z/ f @ / ¢ ﬂCC_ Mtg. Date: [l @{// / Agenda ltem#:
Subject: ”Dé {/ /WZ (A~

Name: M/W @VI%]’V/ZOZ & _

Address: ﬂ?)&) W Q;QM — MWE 7?:/-:2/ ~53/0/5

Lobbyist information: {According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
as, "all person, firms or corporations emplaoyed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or
modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.")

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? Okfes O No
If yes, please list name: / 2D 1al A MN gm““g_—\ .

Orgar!ization Firm Client

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? QQ Yes 1 No




AGAINST Speaker‘s Card (For Appearance Before the Board of County Commission)

Today's Date: BCC Mtg. Date: \l«! iz/’;’ O Agenda ltemi:

Subject: (E & G [K N
(«Qw L- MAaRHw

12 Cenet \,Jom ww L 23y

Lobbyzst information: (According to Section 2-11(s) of the Code of Metropolitan Dade County, Florida, a lobbyist is defined
, "all person, firms or corporations employed or retained by a principle who seeks to encourage the passage, defeat, or

modifications of an ordinance, resolution, action, or decision of the County Commission.“)

Are you representing any person, group, or organization? [ Yes U No 6 e

if yes, please list name: N?() (¥ Lé < @W
Organization -

Have you registered with the Clerk of the Board? O Yes O No Y h‘
&

Name:

Address:
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