
           

THROUGH THESE DOORS WALK ONLY THE FINEST PEOPLE – THE CITIZENS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY. DECISIONS ARE MADE IN
THIS ROOM AFFECTING THE DAILY LIVES OF OUR PEOPLE. DIGNIFIED CONDUCT IS APPRECIATED. 
 

CHAMBER RULES
 
1. IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK, YOU WILL BE HEARD.
2. YOU MUST SIGN UP TO SPEAK. SIGN-UP SHEETS ARE AVAILABLE AT THE BACK OF THE ROOM.
3. YOU ARE REQUESTED TO KEEP YOUR REMARKS BRIEF AND FACTUAL.
4. BOTH SIDES ON AN ISSUE WILL BE GRANTED UNIFORM/MAXIMUM TIME TO SPEAK.
5. DURING QUASI-JUDICIAL HEARINGS (I.E., REZONINGS), CONDUCT IS VERY FORMAL AND
    REGULATED BY SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. VERBAL REACTION OR APPLAUSE IS NOT 
    APPROPRIATE.

 

PLEASE NOTE THAT ALL BCC MEETINGS ARE RECORDED AND TELEVISED
 

AGENDA
Board of County Commissioners

Regular Meeting –March 3, 2011– 5:30 p.m.
Governmental Complex – First Floor

           

1. Call to Order. 

(PLEASE TURN YOUR CELL PHONE TO THE VIBRATE, SILENCE, OR OFF
SETTING)

 

2. Invocation – Pastor Brian Kinsey, First Pentecostal Church.
 

3. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
 

4. Are there any items to be added to the agenda?

Recommendation : That the Board adopt the agenda as prepared (or duly amended).
 

5. Commissioners’ Forum.
 

6. Presentation - Plaque recognizing Cynthia Kyser Farrar for her dedicated service as
appointee by Commissioner Grover C. Robinson, IV, to the Animal Services Advisory
Committee, from July 23, 2009, through February 16, 2011.

 



           

7. Adoption/Ratification of Proclamations.
 

Recommendation:   That the Board take the following action concerning the
adoption/ratification of the following two Proclamations:

A. Adopt the Proclamation commending and extending sincere gratitude to Dr. Michael
Redman, pediatric ophthalmologist, for his many years of dedicated service to the
Escambia County community; and

B. Ratify the Proclamation, dated February 16, 2011, recognizing and honoring Mr.
David Marice Williams, Principal of Pensacola High School, for his dedication and
service, in observance of "Black History Month."

 

8. Retirement Proclamation.
 

Recommendation:   That the Board adopt the Proclamation commending and
congratulating Harvey L. Smith, Office Support Assistant, Public Works Bureau, on his
retirement after 11 years of service.

 

9. Written Communication:

A.  January 18, 2011 - Email communication from Linda Rose, Code Mitigation
Department, Rels Title, authorized representative for U.S. Bank National,
requesting that the Board release property located at 3806 West Mallory Street,
formerly owned by Sandy Blanton, from Code Enforcement Liens against property
located at 3702 West Mallory Street and 1701 North Kirk Street; and

B.  Undated communication from Irene Antonious requesting that the Board forgive
two Code Enforcement Liens against property located at 8024 Whitmire Drive.

 

10. Did the Clerk’s Office receive the proofs of publication for the Public Hearing(s) on the
agenda and the Board’s Weekly Meeting Schedule?

Recommendation : That the Board waive the reading of the legal advertisement(s) and
accept, for filing with the Board’s Minutes, the certified affidavit(s) establishing proof of
publication for the Public Hearing(s) on the agenda, and the Board of County
Commissioners – Escambia County, Florida, Meeting Schedule.

 

AGENDA 
March 3, 2011 
Page 2



           

11. Reports:
 

Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller's Report
   

Growth Management Report
   

County Administrator's Report
   

12. Items added to the agenda.
 

13. Announcements.
 

14. Adjournment.
 

AGENDA 
March 3, 2011 
Page 3



AI-438     Proclamations    Item #:  6.     
BCC Regular Meeting
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Adoption/Ratification of Proclamations.
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, CPA PE
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:

Recommendation:  That the Board take the following action concerning the adoption/ratification
of the following two Proclamations:

A. Adopt the Proclamation commending and extending sincere gratitude to Dr. Michael Redman,
pediatric ophthalmologist, for his many years of dedicated service to the Escambia County
community; and

B. Ratify the Proclamation, dated February 16, 2011, recognizing and honoring Mr. David
Marice Williams, Principal of Pensacola High School, for his dedication and service, in
observance of "Black History Month."

BACKGROUND:
Various bureaus, outside agencies, special interest groups, civic and religious organizations in
recognition of specific events, occasions, people, etc., request Proclamations.

Information provided on the Proclamation is furnished by the requesting party and placed in the
proper acceptable format for BCC approval by the County Administration staff. Board approval is
required by Board Policy Section I, A (6).

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Proclamations







AI-451     Item #:  7.     
BCC Regular Meeting
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Retirement Proclamation.
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:

Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the Proclamation commending and congratulating
Harvey L. Smith, Office Support Assistant, Public Works Bureau, on his retirement after 11 years
of service.

BACKGROUND:
Various departments, outside agencies, special interest groups, civic and religious organizations
in recognition of specific events, occasions, people, etc., request proclamations.  Information
provided on the proclamation is furnished by the requesting party and placed in the proper
acceptable format for BCC approval by the County Administration staff.  Board approval is
required by Board Policy Section I, A(6).

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Smith Retirement Proclamation



PROCLAMATION 
 
WHEREAS, Harvey L. Smith worked as a County employee very faithfully for 11 
  

years, retiring as an Office Support Assistant with the Public Works  Bureau,  Fleet Maintenance  
 
Division.   
 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT PROCLAIMED that the Board of County Commissioners,  
 
on behalf of the citizens of Escambia County and fellow employees, commends and congratulates  
 
Harvey L. Smith on his retirement. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER PROCLAIMED that the Board of County Commissioners of  
 
Escambia County expresses its appreciation to Harvey L. Smith for 11 years of faithful and  
 
dedicated service as a County employee. 
 

 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 
                                                            __________________________________________ 

Kevin W. White, Chairman, District Five 
 
Wilson B. Robertson, Vice Chairman, District One 
 
Gene M. Valentino, District Two 
 
Marie Young, District Three 
 
Grover C. Robinson, IV, District Four 
 

 
ATTEST:  ERNIE LEE MAGAHA, 
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
 
 
                    Deputy Clerk 
 
 
Adopted: March 3, 2011 



AI-465     Item #:  10.     
BCC Regular Meeting
Date: 03/03/2011  

SUBJECT:
Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller's Report

Attachments
20110303 CR



           

BACKUP NOT INCLUDED WITH THE CLERK'S REPORT IS AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW IN
THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK TO THE BOARD

ESCAMBIA COUNTY GOVERNMENTAL COMPLEX, SUITE 130
 

CLERK OF THE COURTS & COMPTROLLER'S REPORT
March 3, 2011

           

I.   CONSENT AGENDA
 

1. Acceptance of Reports
 

Recommendation:  That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the
following three Reports prepared by the Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller's
Finance Department:

A. Payroll Expenditures for Pay Date February 18, 2011, in the amount of
$2,364,651.36; and

B. The following two Disbursements of Funds:

    (1) February 10, 2011, to February 16, 2011, in the amount of $12,788,967.44; and

    (2) February 17, 2011, to February 23, 2011, in the amount of $166,617.15.
 

2. Minutes and Reports
 

Recommendation:   That the Board take the following action concerning Minutes and
Reports prepared by the Clerk to the Board's Office:

A. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Agenda Work Session
held February 17, 2011;

B. Approve the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held February 17, 2011; and

C. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Committee of the Whole
Workshop held February 10, 2011.

(BACKUP TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

 



Clerk & Comptroller's Report Item #:  1.           
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Acceptance of Reports
From: Doris Harris

Information
Recommendation:

Recommendation: That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the following three
Reports prepared by the Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller's Finance Department:

A. Payroll Expenditures for Pay Date February 18, 2011, in the amount of $2,364,651.36; and

B. The following two Disbursements of Funds:

    (1) February 10, 2011, to February 16, 2011, in the amount of $12,788,967.44; and

    (2) February 17, 2011, to February 23, 2011, in the amount of $166,617.15.

Attachments
CR I-1









Clerk & Comptroller's Report Item #:  2.           
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Minutes and Reports
From: Doris Harris

Information
Recommendation:

Recommendation:  That the Board take the following action concerning Minutes and Reports
prepared by the Clerk to the Board's Office:

A. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Agenda Work Session held
February 17, 2011;

B. Approve the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held February 17, 2011; and

C. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Committee of the Whole
Workshop held February 10, 2011.

(BACKUP TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

Attachments
CR I-2









AI-459     Item #:  10.     
BCC Regular Meeting
Date: 03/03/2011  

SUBJECT:
GMR

Attachments
GMR



           

GROWTH MANAGEMENT REPORT
March 3, 2011

           

1. Review of the Rezoning Case heard by the Planning Board on February 7, 2011
  RECOMMENDATION:

 

That the Board take the following action concerning the rezoning case heard by the Planning
Board on February 7, 2011:
A.  Review and either adopt, modify, or overturn the Planning Board’s recommendation for
Rezoning Case Z-2011- 02 or remand the case back to the Planning Board; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Orders of the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners for the rezoning case that was reviewed. 
 Case No.: Z-2011-02
 Location: 5890 Hwy 99
 Property Reference No.: 05-3N-32-1310-000-000
 Property Size: 25.73 (+/-) acres
 From: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District

(5 du/acre on one acre parcels)
 To: VAG-2, Villages Agriculture District

(1 du/acre)
 FLU Category: AG, Agriculture
 Commissioner District: 5
 Requested by: Micheal E. and Kristi Y. Black, Owners
 Planning Board

Recommendation:
Approval

 Speakers: Michael E. Black, Owner
Howard D. Maines

 
 

I.    PUBLIC HEARING
 

1. 5:45 p.m. - Public Hearing - Amendment to the Official Zoning Map
  RECOMMENDATION:

 
That the Board adopt an Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map to include the rezoning
case heard by the Planning Board on February 7, 2011 and approved during the previous
agenda item and to provide for severability, inclusion in the code, and an effective date.

 

2. 5:46 p.m.– Public Hearing – LDC Ordinance – Articles 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living”
  RECOMMENDATION:

 

That the Board review an Ordinance to the Land Development Code (LDC) amending
Article 3 “Definitions,” to amend the definition of “dwelling, single-family” and defining
“family” and "fraternity/sorority house"; amending Article 6 “Zoning Districts,” creating
Section 6.04.18 to restrict occupancies in designated residential zoning districts to
families; amending Article 9 “Nonconforming Uses and Noncomplying Structures”,
creating Section 9.08.00 to terminate nonconforming uses in violation of this
Ordinance.



This hearing serves as the first of two required Public Hearings before the Board of
County Commissioners as set forth in LDC Section 2.08.04(b) and F.S. 125.66(4)(b).

 

II.   ACTION ITEM
 

1. Action Item – Fiddler’s Walk Final Plat Permit # 05101590
  RECOMMENDATION:

 

That the Board take the following actions concerning the recording of the Final Plat of
Fiddler’s Walk, (a 47 lot single family residential subdivision), located in the
Cantonment Community on West Roberts Road, and lying west of U.S. Highway 29.
Fiddler's Walk subdivison is owned and developed by J. Taylor Homes, Inc. Prior to
recording, the County Engineer, County Surveyor, Development Services Bureau Chief
and the Clerk of the Circuit Court must sign the Final Plat, as set forth in Section
4.02.07.E, of the Escambia County Land Development Code. Also, prior to recording,
the County Surveyor must sign the Final Plat as set forth in Chapter 177.081 (1) Florida
Statutes;

A. Approve the final plat for recording; 

B. Approve the street name “Fiddlers Circle”; 

C. Accept all public easements, drainage improvements within public easements/public
parcels, Parcel "A" Detention/ Retention Pond (1.74 acres) as depicted upon the final
plat for permanent County maintenance subject to the transfer of the stormwater
system to operation and maintenance phase through the water management district. 
The cost of maintenance for drainage improvements are to be funded through the
establishment of a stormwater management MSBU (Municipal Services Benefit Unit);
and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute a Two Year Warranty
Agreement.

 

III.   CONSENT AGENDA
 

1. Schedule Public Hearing
  RECOMMENDATION:

That the Board authorize the scheduling of the following Public Hearing(s):

Thursday, April 7, 2011

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing to amend the Official Zoning Map to include the
following Rezoning Cases to be heard by the Planning Board on March 7, 2011.

1. Case No.: Z-2011-03
 Location: 207, 209, and 211 Yoakum Court
 Property

Reference No.:
46-1S-30-2001-014-001, 46-1S-30-2001-015-001,
46-1S-30-2001-016-001

 Property Size: 0.53 (+/-) acres



 

 From: R-6, Neighborhood Commercial and Residential District
(cumulative), High Density (25 du/acre)

 To: C-2, General Commercial and Light Manufacturing District
(cumulative) (25 du/acre)

 FLU Category: MU-1, Mixed Use-1
 Commissioner

District
3

 Requested by: Tom Hammond, Agent for 
Jennifer Streckel, Owner

   
   
   
2. Case No.: Z-2011-04
 Location: 831 Trammel Blvd, 1000 Blk Trammel Blvd, and 825 Diamond

Dairy Rd
 Property

Reference No.:
26-1S-30-2101-001-034, 26-1S-30-2101-003-034,
26-1S-30-2101-000-034

 Property Size: 0.63 (+/-) acres
 From: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District (cumulative),

High Density (20 du/acre)
 To: C-1, Retail Commercial District (cumulative) (25 du/acre)
 FLU Category: MU-1, Mixed Use-1
 Commissioner

District:
3

 Requested By: Khalifah Mohamed, Agent for
Mohamed A. Mohamed, Owner

   
   
   
3. Case No.: 2011-05
 Location: 6751 N Palafox St
 Property

Reference No.:
27-1S-30-3101-003-053

 Property Size: 1.63 (+/-) acres
 From: R-6, Neighborhood Commercial and Residential District

(cumulative), High Density (25 du/acre)
 To: C-2, General Commercial and Light Manufacturing District

(cumulative) (25 du/acre)
 FLU Category: C, Commercial
 Commissioner

District:
3

 Requested by: Glynn Clark, Agent for
Debra P. Buckley, Owner



2.  5:46 p.m. - Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance - Articles 3,6 & 7 "Outside Sales and
Storage"

3.  5:47 p.m. - Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance - Articles 3,6 & 9 "Single Family Living"
 



    Public Hearing    Item #:  1.     
Growth Management Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Review of the Rezoning Case heard by the Planning Board on February 7, 2011
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board take the following action concerning the rezoning case heard by the Planning
Board on February 7, 2011:

A.  Review and either adopt, modify, or overturn the Planning Board’s recommendation for
Rezoning Case Z-2011- 02 or remand the case back to the Planning Board; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Orders of the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners for the rezoning case that was reviewed. 

  Case No.: Z-2011-02
  Location: 5890 Hwy 99
  Property Reference No.: 05-3N-32-1310-000-000
  Property Size: 25.73 (+/-) acres
  From: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District

(5 du/acre on one acre parcels)
  To: VAG-2, Villages Agriculture District

(1 du/acre)
  FLU Category: AG, Agriculture
  Commissioner District: 5
  Requested by: Micheal E. and Kristi Y. Black, Owners
  Planning Board
Recommendation:

Approval

  Speakers: Michael E. Black, Owner
Howard D. Maines

 

BACKGROUND:
The above case was owner initiated and heard at the February 7, 2011 Planning Board meeting.
Under the Land Development Code (LDC) 2.08.00.E.1., “the Board of County Commissioners
shall review the record and the recommendation of the Planning Board and either adopt the
recommended order, modify the recommended order as set forth therein, reject the
recommended order, or remand the matter back to the Planning Board for additional facts or
clarification. Findings of fact or findings regarding legitimate public purpose may not be rejected
or modified unless they are clearly erroneous or unsupported by the record. When rejecting or



modifying conclusions of law, the Board of County Commissioners must state with particularity
its reasons for rejecting or modifying the recommended conclusion of law and must make a
finding that its substituted conclusion of law is as or more reasonable than the conclusion that
was rejected or modified. However, the Board of County Commissioners may not modify the
recommendation to a more intensive use than recommended by the Planning Board; rather the
matter shall be remanded with instructions. The review shall be limited to the record below. Only
a party of record to the proceedings before the Planning Board or representative shall be
afforded the right to address the Board of County Commissioners and only as to the correctness
of the findings of fact or conclusions of law as based on the record. The Board of County
Commissioners shall not hear testimony."
 
To further the County’s policy of “decreasing response time from notification of citizen needs to
ultimate resolution,” the Board is acting on both the approval of the Planning Board
recommended order and the LDC Map Amendment for this month’s rezoning cases. This report
item addresses only the review and upholding of the Planning Board’s recommendation. The
next report item will address the Public Hearing for the LDC Zoning Map Amendment.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This action may increase the ad valorem tax base for Escambia County.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The recommended order is the result of deliberations by the Planning Board based on staff
analysis, public testimony, and knowledge of the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development
Code as well as case law and Florida Statutes.

PERSONNEL:
N/A 

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Chairman will need to sign the Order of the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners either denying or approving the rezoning request.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION: 
The cases under review are presented to the Planning Board for collection of evidence. The
Planning Board conducts a quasi-judicial public hearing and issues a recommended order to the
Board.

Attachments
Z-2011-02 Case File



 

 

 

Z-2011-02 
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             IN AND FOR ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA
              ESCAMBIA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD

       Quasi-judicial proceedings held before the Escambia

County Planning Board, on Monday, February 7, 2011, at the

Escambia County Central Office Complex, 3363 West Park

Place, First Floor, commencing at 8:30 a.m.

___________________________________________________________

APPEARANCES

PLANNING BOARD:

WAYNE BRISKE, CHAIRMAN
TIM TATE, VICE CHAIRMAN
DOROTHY DAVIS
STEVEN BARRY
R. VAN GOODLOE
KAREN SINDEL
ALVIN WINGATE
PATTY HIGHTOWER, SCHOOL BOARD MEMBER (Not present)
STEPHANIE ORAM, NAVY REPRESENTATIVE    
STEPHEN WEST, ASSISTANT COUNTY ATTORNEY

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES BUREAU:

T. LLOYD KERR, AICP, BUREAU CHIEF
HORACE JONES, DIVISION MANAGER, LONG RANGE PLANNING
DAVID FORTE, PROJECTS AND COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING        
GENERAL PUBLIC

REPORTED BY: LINDA V. CROWE, COURT REPORTER
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TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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Opening remarks by Chairman Briske      3

Composite Exhibit A, Staff's Findings-of-Fact and
Legal Advertisement

8

CASE NO:          Z-2011-02
Location:          5890 Highway 99
Parcel:             05-3N-32-1310-000-000
From:               VAG-1, Villages Agriculture
                    District (5du/100 acres on
                    one acre parcels)

To:                 VAG-2, Villages Agriculture
                    District (1 du/5 acres)
FLU Category:       AG, Agriculture
BCC District:       5
Requested by:       Michael E. and
                    Kristi Y. Black, Owners

Presentation by Michael Eric Black 12

         Applicant's Exhibit A, Map 15

Presentation by David Forte 18

Public Testimony: Howard Maines 27

Motion 39

Proceedings concluded 45

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER 46
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08:40

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

3

                   P R O C E E D I N G S

MR. BRISKE: Good morning. We have several

things on the agenda. Before we get started with

the quasi-judicial hearing for rezoning, I'll ask

Mr. Wingate to give us the Invocation and lead us in

the Pledge. Please stand.

(Pledge of Allegiance and Invocation.)

MR. BRISKE: Thank you, Mr. Wingate. All

right. I hereby call to order the Escambia County

Planning Board meeting for February 7th. We do have

six members here so we do have a quorum. I would

like to ask staff do we have proof of publication?

MS. SPITSBERGEN: Yes, sir. We do. The

meeting was advertised in the January 21st, 2011

Pensacola News Journal.

MR. BRISKE: Did that publication meet all of

the legal requirements?

MS. SPITSBERGEN: Yes, sir, it did.

MR. BRISKE: The Chair will entertain a motion

to waive the reading of the legal.

MS. SINDEL: So moved.

MS. DAVIS: Second.

MR. BRISKE: A motion and a second. All those

in favor say aye.

(Aye.)
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08:40

08:41

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

4

MR. BRISKE: The motion passes unanimously.

(Motion passed unanimously.)

MR. BRISKE: At this hearing the Planning Board

will act under its authority to hear and make

recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners

on rezoning applications. These hearings are

quasi-judicial in nature. Quasi-judicial hearings

are like evidentiary hearings in a court of law,

however, they are less formal.

All testimony will be given under oath and

anyone testifying before the Planning Board may be

subject to cross-examination.

All documents and exhibits that the Planning

Board considers will be entered into evidence and

made part of the record.

Opinion testimony will be limited to experts

and closing arguments will be limited to the

evidence in the record.

Before making a decision the Planning Board

will consider the relevant testimony, the exhibits

entered and the applicable law.

Each individual who wishes to address the

Planning Board must complete a speaker request form,

which are located at the rear of the chambers. You

will not be allowed to speak at this hearing unless

GMR: 03-03-11 Rezoning Case Z-2011-02 Attachment Page 2 of 44
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you have completed a form for the record.  Please 1

note that only those individuals who are present 2

here today and give testimony on the record before 3

this hearing will be allowed to speak at the 4

subsequent hearing before the Board of County 5

Commissioners.  No new evidence can be presented at 6

the BCC meeting, therefore, all testimony and 7

evidence must be presented today.  8

The Planning Board will provide a 9

recommendation for each zoning request to the Board 08:42 10

of County Commissioners.  They will then review the 11

testimony, documents and exhibits, consider the 12

closing arguments and make a final decision.  All 13

decisions by the BCC are final.  Anyone who wishes 14

to seek judicial review of a decision of the Board 15

of County Commissioners must do so in a court of 16

competent jurisdiction within 30 days of the date 17

the Board of County Commissioners either approves or 18

rejects the recommended order of the Planning Board.19

All written or oral communications outside of 08:42 20

this hearing with members of the Planning Board 21

regarding today's matters are considered ex parte' 22

communications.  Ex parte' communications are 23

presumed prejudicial under Florida law and must be 24

disclosed as provided in Board of County 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

6

Commissioners Resolution 96-13.  As each case is 1

heard, the Chair will ask that any Board members who 2

have been involved in any ex parte' communication, 3

please identify themselves and describe the 4

communications.  5

As required by Section 2.08.02.B of the 6

Escambia County Land Development Code, the Planning 7

Board's recommendations to the Board of County 8

Commissioners shall include the following six 9

criterion:  08:43 10

A, shall be consistent with the Comprehensive 11

Plan.  Whether the proposed amendment is consistent 12

with the Comprehensive Plan.  13

B, consistency with the code.  Whether the 14

proposed amendment is in conflict with any portion 15

of the Land Development Code or is consistent with 16

the stated purpose and intent of the Land 17

Development Code.  18

C, compatibility with surrounding uses.  19

Whether and the extent to which the proposed 08:43 20

amendment is compatible with existing and proposed 21

uses in the area of the subject property.  22

D, changed conditions.  Whether and to the 23

extent there are any changed conditions that impact 24

the amendment or the properties.  25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

7

E, effect on the natural environment.  Whether 1

and to the extent to which the proposed amendment 2

would result in significant adverse impacts on the 3

natural environment.  4

F, development patterns.  Whether and to the 5

extent to which the proposed amendment would result 6

in a logical and orderly development pattern. 7

At the beginning of each case as long as there 8

are no objections from the applicant, we will allow 9

the staff to briefly present the location and zoning 08:44 10

maps and photographs for the property.  Next, we 11

will hear from the applicant and any witnesses that 12

he or she may wish to call.  Then we will hear from 13

the staff and any witnesses that they wish to call.  14

Finally, we will hear from members of the public who 15

have filed a speaker request form.  16

At this time I would like to ask our court 17

reporter to swear in the members of the staff who 18

will be testifying today.  19

(County Staff sworn.)  08:45 20

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, it appears that all 21

of the people that are going to be testifying today 22

have previously been qualified to offer expert 23

testimony in the area of land development use.  Does 24

anyone have any questions regarding these folks' 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

8

qualifications or ability to offer expert testimony?  1

Okay.  The rezoning package for February 7th, 2

2011, with the staff's Findings-of-Fact has been 3

previously provided to the Board members.  The Chair 4

will entertain a motion to accept the rezoning 5

hearing package with the staff's findings and the 6

legal advertisement into evidence.  Do I have a 7

motion?  8

MR. GOODLOE:  So moved.  9

MS. SINDEL:  Second.  08:45 10

MR. BRISKE:  A motion and a second.  All those 11

in favor say aye.  12

(Board members vote.)  13

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?14

(None.) 15

MR. BRISKE:  The motion passes unanimously.  16

(Motion passed unanimously.) 17

MR. BRISKE:  The rezoning hearing package with 18

the staff's findings and the legal advertisement 19

will be marked and included in the record as 08:46 20

Composite Exhibit A for today's cases. 21

(Composite Exhibit A, Staff's Findings-of-Fact 22

and Legal Advertisement, was identified and 23

admitted.)24

MR. BRISKE:  Today we have one case to be 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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heard.  That first case is consideration of Case 1

Z-2011-02, which requests rezoning of the property 2

from VAG-1, Villages Agricultural District, to 3

VAG-2, Villages Agricultural District. 4

(Mr. Barry enters.) 5

MR. BRISKE:  At this time I would ask the 6

members of the Board -- we do welcome Mr. Barry.  7

Please note that we have added one to our quorum.  8

And I will start at the far end with our Navy 9

representative.  Has there been any ex parte' 08:46 10

communications between the applicant or applicant's 11

agent, attorneys, witnesses, with any fellow 12

Planning Board members or anyone from the general 13

public on this hearing?  I would also ask when you 14

answer, if you visited the subject property, and 15

also disclose if you are a relative or business 16

associate of the applicant or the applicant's agent.  17

At this time -- 18

MS. ORAM:  There has been no communication on 19

my part.  I haven't seen the property except for 08:47 20

what was in the Power Point and I have nothing else 21

to disclose.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Goodloe?23

MR. GOODLOE:  I did talk to the staff about 24

this and was referred back to the Planning Board 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

10

meeting here today for any questions I might have.  1

No other contact.  2

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Barry.3

MR. BARRY:  No communication.  I didn't visit 4

the site and no conflict relationship.  5

MR. BRISKE:  The Chairman, I've had no 6

ex parte' communication of any kind.7

Mr. Tate.  8

MR. TATE:  I've had no ex parte' communication 9

of any kind. 08:47 10

MS. DAVIS:  None of any kind.  11

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Mr. Wingate. 12

MR. WINGATE:  I've had no contact, but I do 13

know where the property is.  14

MS. SINDEL:  I've had no ex parte' 15

communication nor have I visited the property.  16

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Staff, was notice of 17

the hearing sent to all interested parties?18

MR. FORTE:  Yes, sir.  It was. 19

MR. BRISKE:  Was that notice also posted on the 08:48 20

subject property?  21

MR. FORTE:  Yes, sir.22

MR. BRISKE:  At this time I would ask the 23

staff, unless there's an objection, to present the 24

maps and photographs for Case Z-2011-02.25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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MR. FORTE:  David Forte, Urban Planner, 1

Development Services Bureau, Z-2011-02, 5390 Highway 2

99 from VAG-1 to VAG-2.  3

Here's the location and wetlands map.  Your 4

aerial photo.  Future Land Use and existing land use 5

in the 500-foot radius.  Zoning with the 500-foot 6

radius.  The sign posted to the site.  Looking north 7

along Highway 99.  Looking south along Highway 99.  8

Looking west from the subject property along Highway 9

99.  The subject property looking east from Highway 08:49 10

99.  The subject property looking southeast from 11

Highway 99.  Looking east along a private road 12

running south along the property line.  The subject 13

property looking north from the private road.  14

Looking south from the private road.  And the 15

500-foot radius map, again, from the Escambia County 16

Property Appraiser's site.  And the 500-foot mailing 17

list.  That concludes the maps presentation.  18

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any questions of 19

the maps or aerial photography?  Hearing none, at 08:49 20

this time we would like applicant or the 21

representative to please come forward.  I have 22

Michael and Kristi Black as the owners.  Yes, sir, 23

please come forward and be sworn in.  24

If you would, please state your full name and 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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address for the record.  1

MR. BLACK:  Do y'all need this?  2

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  We'll get it from you. 3

MR. BLACK:  My name is Michael Eric Black and I 4

reside at 748 Pinebrook Circle, Cantonment. 5

MR. BRISKE:  The court reporter will swear you 6

in. 7

(Sworn testimony by Michael Eric Black.)  8

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Black, have you received a 9

copy of the rezoning hearing package with the 08:50 10

staff's findings. 11

MR. BLACK:  Yes, sir.  12

MR. BRISKE:  Do you understand that you have 13

the burden of providing by substantial competent 14

evidence that the proposed rezoning is consistent 15

with the Comprehensive Plan, furthers the goals, 16

objectives and policies of that plan and is not in 17

conflict with any portion of the County's Land 18

Development Code?  19

MR. BLACK:  That's my understanding.  08:51 20

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  Please proceed with 21

your presentation.  22

MR. BLACK:  Okay.  According to the criteria 23

that y'all have set forth, I just want to say that I 24

agree with the staff's findings on three of them, 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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but the three that I kind of disagree with, that's 1

the main ones that I would like to talk about, if 2

that's all right with you. 3

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  You can accept the 4

staff's findings.  Like I said, it is your burden to 5

prove your case.  So on each of the ones you wish to 6

dispute, we'll have you go one at a time and there 7

may be questions from the Board.  Go ahead and start 8

and just direct us to which criterion you're going 9

to address first.  08:51 10

MR. BLACK:  I would like to say this is kind of 11

new to us so forgive me if I don't know the lingo, 12

some of the terms that's used and all.  13

MR. BRISKE:  That's fine, sir.  14

MR. BLACK:  On the first criterion I said 15

according to the policy I agree with the staff that 16

the VAG-2 zoning is compatible with the intent and 17

purpose of the Future Land Use category.  All right 18

that's the part that they said was okay.  19

And I said as far as CPP 7.A.4.3 and 4.7, I 08:52 20

don't really see us in an urban sprawl situation.  I 21

know that it talks about the density being changed, 22

but I said that the density for VAG-2 allows one 23

dwelling unit per five acres, which is the lowest 24

other than the VAG-1.  25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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And I said also it states under CCP 7.A.4.3 1

that higher densities will be discouraged.  It 2

didn't say that they would be denied.  3

So that's pretty much it on that.  4

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any questions on 5

Criterion (1)?  6

Staff, any questions of the applicant on this 7

criterion?  8

MR. FORTE:  No, sir.  9

THE COURT:  Go ahead, sir.  Please proceed.  08:53 10

MR. BLACK:  Criterion (2) was just take the 11

staff's findings on that.  12

Criterion (3), what I said on that, I noticed 13

that y'all had maps, but I have a map that was 14

provided by the County.  And I said this:  Using the 15

zoning map provided by the County it shows that 16

there are properties with a VAG-2 status less than a 17

mile away.  Since the County informed me that the 18

500-foot radius is broadened in rural areas, our 19

property should comply. 08:53 20

MR. BRISKE:  Do you wish to submit that as 21

evidence into your case?  22

MR. BLACK:  Yes. 23

MR. BRISKE:  The Chair will entertain a motion 24

to accept as evidence.25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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MS. DAVIS:  So moved. 1

MR. BRISKE:  A motion.  Do we have a second?  2

MS. SINDEL:  Second.  3

MR. BRISKE:  All those in favor say aye. 4

(Board members vote.) 5

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?6

(None.)7

MR. BRISKE:  It passes unanimously.  8

(The motion passed unanimously.) 9

MR. BRISKE:  Sir, if you would, please hand it 08:54 10

to one of our staff members here so they can let the 11

Board look at it.  Let's have that marked as 12

Applicant's Exhibit A for the record.  13

(Applicant's Exhibit A, Map, was identified and 14

admitted.)  15

MR. BRISKE:  All right, sir.  Go ahead.  Is 16

this the same map that appears on the screen right 17

now?  Okay.  18

MR. BLACK:  This Criterion (6) says -- it's 19

about development patterns -- whether and the extent 08:54 20

to which the proposed amendment would result in a 21

logical and orderly development pattern.  22

And I said the proposed amendment would result 23

in a logical and orderly development pattern for the 24

rural agricultural area of the county.  Though the 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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proposed amendment would result in spot zoning 1

within the typical 500-foot impact area, this radius 2

is not logical within the northern portion of the 3

county.  And the property is located along a County 4

road, 99-A, within a mile of many existing small 5

residential parcels.  It's along 99-A.  6

And, also, according to the Comprehensive Plan 7

Implementation Annual Report 2008, 2009, there are 8

still over 700 dwelling units available of the 3,200 9

dwelling units allocated to the Agricultural 08:55 10

category, CPP 7.A.4.9.  11

MR. BRISKE:  All right, sir.  If we could, 12

let's go back to your exhibit that you wanted 13

entered into evidence, which is on the screen right 14

now.  Did you wish to point anything out in 15

particular on this map now that we have it all in 16

front of us here?  17

MR. BLACK:  Yes, sir.  What I'm talking about 18

is the blue circle, the first blue circle.  It hits 19

on the VAG-2 thing and then just a little bit 08:55 20

further out.  That's less than a mile.  And then the 21

next circle out encompasses the VAG-2 parcels. 22

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Any questions from the 23

Board members on the map?  24

MR. BLACK:  I don't know if I can say this or 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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not, but it was -- it's not our plan to come in 1

and -- the way I see urban sprawl, is if you're 2

trying to get as many parcels as you can on my piece 3

of land and I'm just trying to break it up like 4

three times, in three different pieces, which would 5

be about seven acres a piece and the intent is to 6

make it more affordable for somebody to come in 7

there and own a piece of property out in the 8

country, because right now the way that it is, 9

unless somebody is given a piece of land, you know, 08:56 10

and they're young, probably 30 years of age and 11

younger, they will not be able to afford a place out 12

in the country unless it's given to them by their 13

family members or something.  We have tried to sell 14

the property for two years and people can't afford 15

it really and so -- and we've had a good price on 16

the property, but we've just not had any bites on it 17

and people have told us, you know, if you can break 18

it down some to where we could afford it, we 19

probably would do it. 08:57 20

MR. BRISKE:  Well, the Planning Board as far as 21

rezoning requests, we don't consider the specific 22

use of the property because it can be used for 23

anything that's permissible if the request is 24

granted in VAG-2 so that's the way we have to look 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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at it, but certainly your comments are on the 1

record.  2

Let's move on to Criterion (6), which was 3

covered.  Were there any questions on Criterion (6)?  4

Staff, any questions of the applicant?  5

MR. FORTE:  No, sir.  6

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  All right, sir.  Did you 7

have anything else that you wanted to add at this 8

point?  9

MR. BLACK:  No, sir.  08:58 10

MR. BRISKE:  You'll have a chance to speak 11

again.  You will have a chance to question the 12

staff, as well.  What we'll do at this time is we'll 13

go ahead and move on to the staff's presentation and 14

then you will have an opportunity to cross-examine 15

them and to redirect.  16

David, are you going to be presenting?  17

MR. FORTE:  Yes, sir. 18

(Sworn testimony by David Forte.) 19

MR. BRISKE:  Please state your name and 08:58 20

position for the record, David.  21

MR. FORTE:  David Forte, Urban Planner, 22

Development Services Bureau. 23

MR. BRISKE:  David has previously been sworn in 24

earlier.  25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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MR. FORTE:  Yes, sir.  1

Staff's Findings-of-Fact for Z-2011-02.  2

Criterion (1), consistent with the 3

Comprehensive Plan.  The findings:  The proposed 4

amendment is not consistent with the Comprehensive 5

Plan.  The Villages VAG-2 zoning district is 6

compatible with the intent and purpose of the Future 7

Land Use category Agriculture; however, rezoning 8

from Villages Agriculture One, VAG-1, to VAG-2 is 9

not consistent with Comprehensive Plan Policy 08:59 10

7.A.4.3 and 7.A.4.7.a which state that rezoning to 11

categories allowing higher densities will be 12

discouraged. 13

Criterion (2), consistency with the code.  The 14

proposed amendment is consistent with the intent and 15

purpose of the code.  The proposed amendment to 16

VAG-2 meets the intent of LDC Section 6.05.22 in 17

that the proposed property is an 18

agriculturally-assessed parcel held for agricultural 19

production.  However, if the amendment is granted 08:59 20

the parcel would potentially allow for increase in 21

residential density resulting in the premature 22

conversion of prime farmland acreage to 23

nonagricultural uses.  24

When applicable, further review from the 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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Development Review Committee will be needed to 1

ensure the buffering requirements and other 2

performance standards have been met should this 3

amendment to VAG-2 be granted.  4

Criterion (3), compatible with surrounding 5

uses.  The proposed amendment is not compatible with 6

the surrounding existing uses in the area.  7

Using aerial photographs, the County property 8

Appraiser's Website and conducting a site visit, 9

staff observed a total of 13 parcels including the 09:00 10

subject parcel within the 500-foot radius impact 11

area.  All parcels are zoned VAG-1 and consist of 12

six parcels used for timber or agriculture, three 13

parcels used for agriculture, with one single-family 14

dwelling on each, and four small vacant parcels that 15

are too small for agriculture or residential use.  16

Criterion (4), changed conditions.  Staff found 17

no changed conditions that would impact the 18

amendment or property.  19

Criterion (5), effect on the natural 09:00 20

environment.  According to the National Wetland 21

Inventory, wetlands are not indicated on the subject 22

property, although the soil survey of Escambia 23

County indicated hydric soils (grady loam, drained) 24

are on the subject property.  When applicable, 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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further review during the Development Review 1

Committee process will be necessary to determine if 2

there would be any significant adverse impact on the 3

natural environment. 4

Criterion (6), development patterns.  The 5

proposed amendment would not result in a logical and 6

orderly development pattern for the rural 7

agricultural area of the county.  The proposed 8

amendment to VAG-2 is not compatible with the 9

existing and proposed uses in the area.  With the 09:01 10

exception of the four small vacant parcels, the 11

surrounding parcels consist of large parcels that 12

are viable for agricultural operations.  The 13

proposed amendment could potentially result in the 14

premature conversion of prime farmland acreage to 15

nonagricultural uses.  16

That concludes staff's Findings-of-Fact. 17

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any questions of 18

David on the staff's findings?  19

MS. DAVIS:  Just one question.  What are we 09:01 20

talking about, about how many acres, around 25, 21

somewhere in there?  22

MR. FORTE:  I believe it's 23.23

MR. BLACK:  It's 25.  24

MR. FORTE:  Twenty-five acres. 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Black, if you would please 1

come back to the microphone.  Thank you, sir.  We 2

need to get you on record.  3

Would you state the total size of the property, 4

please?  5

MR. BLACK:  It's a little better plus or minus 6

25 acres. 7

MR. BRISKE:  Any other questions?  8

MR. FORTE:  25.73 acres is what we saw on the 9

deed.  09:02 10

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Other questions of staff?  11

Mr. Black, you have an opportunity to do a 12

direct examination of staff.  Obviously, there's 13

some differences in the criterion.  Did you wish to 14

ask questions or restate anything?  15

MR. BLACK:  No, sir, not really.  It's just 16

according to what I said, my differences with them 17

is basically stated.  18

But I did -- a case that y'all had last year, 19

which was -- hold on a second.  It was Z-2010-10.  09:03 20

Y'all had a case that was real similar to mine and 21

the property was located in Rural Parks and the 22

findings were real similar.  But they approved this 23

one to rezone.  And it's -- the findings -- in other 24

words, there were properties that were out a certain 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

23

distance from the property that wasn't in the 1

500-foot radius and that one was approved to go 2

along with the rezoning. 3

MR. BRISKE:  That's good information.  However, 4

we can't consider precedents that are set on other 5

cases.  We have to take each case individually and 6

based on the six criterion.  7

MR. BLACK:  You mean you don't base any of your 8

findings on what y'all have been doing in the past?  9

MR. BRISKE:  We are not allowed to consider -- 09:04 10

Lloyd, you may want to speak on this, too.  State 11

your name for the record and position, please.  12

MR. KERR:  Lloyd Kerr.  I'm the bureau chief 13

for Development Services.  And that is correct, Mr.  14

Black, each case is considered on its own merit and 15

what the -- whatever the conditions or whatever 16

situation was on the case that you've referenced 17

should really have no bearing on the decision that's 18

made in this case.  And the only evidence that can 19

be considered would be that that you would bring 09:04 20

forward in relation to your petition to zone your 21

particular piece of property.  22

MR. BLACK:  My answer to that is, if there's -- 23

if there's discrepancies in how that -- that you do 24

for one case and then the next case is very similar, 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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and then you decide to do something else, what do we 1

have -- what Bible do we have, so to speak, that we 2

can be all on the same page together is what my 3

question is?  4

MR. BRISKE:  Well, I think the fact that you 5

addressed the criterion where you believe that you 6

disagree with the staff is the key point, because I 7

don't remember the case that you're talking about 8

and like I said we really can't consider it, but 9

it's possible that the reason the Board voted that 09:05 10

way is because they felt that the applicant's 11

criterion met the criteria and they disagreed with 12

the staff and so they went with it.  That's why it's 13

the applicant's burden to basically prove their 14

case.  15

Now, certainly you have as much time as you 16

need if you would like to, you know, reiterate or 17

add anything to the case on the criterion.  You 18

heard the staff's findings and the Board, of course, 19

will consider what your findings are versus what the 09:06 20

staff's are and make a decision.  Like I said, you 21

have the opportunity to directly examine or present 22

more information, if you like.  23

We do have one speaker that has signed up to 24

speak from the public on the case, so once you have 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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your direct examination and your presentation, they 1

will speak.  You will have an opportunity to come 2

back and direct examine that person and then do 3

closing arguments, so to speak, as well.  So I'll 4

give you some latitude in how you want to proceed.  5

MR. BLACK:  I don't really have anything else 6

right now.  7

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir, Mr. Wingate.8

MR. WINGATE:  Mr. Black, I was looking in 9

Criterion (2) here and then my thought that came to 09:06 10

me is governing and looking at 25-acre parcels out 11

in the agricultural land, what was your main purpose 12

that you planned on -- I think you mentioned 13

something about subdividing.  Do you plan on living 14

on the land?  Do you plan on creating mini farms?  15

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Wingate, I would remind you 16

that we're not allowed to consider the use of the 17

property.  We can only consider what potentially the 18

property could be used for in the VAG-2, if we were 19

to grant the zoning, because his particular use 09:07 20

could change if he sells the property to another 21

owner, which they would then be entitled to all the 22

benefits of a VAG-2.  So Mr. Black, you can answer 23

the question if you like, but I don't think it's 24

relevant to what we have to consider, to be honest 25
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with you.1

MR. BLACK:  Okay.  No comment, then.  2

MR. BRISKE:  Any other question?  Let's go 3

ahead and move on to the member of the public that 4

wishes to speak and then we can come back and have a 5

discussion on it.  6

Now we're going to open the public comment 7

session of the meeting and for those members of the 8

public who wish to speak on this matter, please note 9

that the Planning Board bases its decision only on 09:08 10

the criteria and the exceptions described in Section 11

2.08.02.D of the Escambia County Land Development 12

Code.  During its deliberations, the Planning Board 13

will not consider general statements of support or 14

opposition.  Accordingly, please limit your 15

testimony to the criteria and the exceptions 16

described in Section 2.08.02.D.  17

Please also note that only those individuals 18

here today giving testimony on the record before the 19

Planning Board will be allowed to speak at the 09:08 20

subsequent hearing before the Board of County 21

Commissioners.  22

We do have one speaker signed up at this point.  23

Mr. Howard Maines.  Yes, sir.  Please come forward 24

and we'll have the staff reporter swear you in.  25
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(Sworn Testimony by Howard Maines.) 1

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir, please proceed.  Would 2

you state your name and address.  3

MR. MAINES:  Good morning, everybody.  My name 4

is Howard Maines and I don't know Mr. Black.  I've 5

looked at his property before.  I have 20 acres just 6

east of his property.  It's the next 20 acres over 7

that adjoins his property.  8

A couple of things I think you ought to 9

consider is, one, about three or four years ago when 09:09 10

I bought my 20 acres I was required to put a full 11

county road in to get to my 20 acres.  Well, by 12

putting in a full county road that meant I had to 13

give up some of my land and had to get a lot of 14

other people to agree to that.  So that tells me 15

that Escambia County must have anticipated possible 16

rezoning in the future because they required me to 17

put this big county road in and that's what they 18

told me at the little small building a couple of 19

years ago.  09:10 20

So I have no objection with what Mr. Black is 21

doing.  I've got 20 acres.  And he's right.  There's 22

possibly no way you can sell 20 acres or 25 acres.  23

I don't anticipate selling mine in the near future.  24

But I did want to bring out that fact that you've 25
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got a county road just south of his property that 1

adjoins mine that's fully in place.  2

I've also talked to the owner on the east side 3

of me who might not be here today, Mr. Creighton, 4

and he agrees that there would be nothing wrong with 5

changing the zoning to two.  So I just wanted to 6

give you that for my opinion.  Let me see if there's 7

anything else here.  But that's the only point I 8

wanted to make, nobody mentioned the county road 9

that's just south of the property.  09:11 10

MR. FORTE:  I believe it's a private road.  11

MR. MAINES:  No, it's not.  12

MS. DAVIS:  Where is it on here?  13

MR. KERR:  Mr. Chairman, if I may? 14

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  15

MR. KERR:  The existence of the road may have 16

come about for any number of reasons.  It could be 17

that this property had been subdivided out of his 18

parent parcel to a point that it had to have -- that 19

there may have been some landlocked property there.  09:11 20

There may be a lot of reasons.  Although what the 21

County required on that, we don't have all the facts 22

on that particular issue, so the fact that there is 23

a road there is simply that, there is a road there 24

but we don't know what the requirements were or why 25
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the road was put into place.  1

MR. BRISKE:  Does the subject property border 2

that road, the road in question?  3

MR. MAINES:  Yes.4

MR. KERR:  I'm looking at the aerial.  It does 5

appear to border that.  Mr. Howard stated it is a 6

public road and it appears that our information says 7

it's a private road.  And regardless of that, we can 8

recognize that it is, that there is a road there.  9

And according to the description here, the legal 09:12 10

description, it calls it out as a private drive, 66 11

foot wide private drive, a distance of 672 feet.  So 12

it appears at least on the deed that it's being 13

called out as a private road but I don't know what 14

bearing that might have on this petition.  15

MR. MAINES:  That's all I have.  I'm in favor 16

of the change.  17

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Black, did you have any 18

questions for this witness?  He's indicated no, that 19

he doesn't have any questions.  Thank you, sir.09:13 20

Is there anyone else that wishes to speak from 21

the public on this matter?  All right, hearing none, 22

I'll hereby close the public comment section of the 23

meeting.  24

Board members, at this time do you have any 25
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questions of the applicant, staff or members of the 1

public?  2

MR. BARRY:  Is all the other input closed or is 3

there more discussion?  4

MR. BRISKE:  We're going to go back and give 5

both the staff and the applicant a chance for their 6

closing arguments.  7

MR. GOODLOE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a question.  8

When was this road put into place, the road we just 9

discussed, what year?  09:13 10

MR. BLACK:  He's probably got the exact date.  11

MR. BRISKE:  Sir, please come forward to the 12

microphone because we're recording this on the 13

public record.14

MR. MAINES:  I think it was about four or 15

five years.  I can't remember how long ago it was.  16

He's probably got it right there.  17

THE COURT:  Just for the record that's 18

Mr. Maines speaking.  Staff, do we have that?  19

MR. MAINES:  I was told it was a public road.09:14 20

MR. KERR:  Everything that we have indicates 21

it's a private road but we've not verified that 22

against county inventory.  23

MR. TATE:  Does this just mean it's not county 24

maintained?  You know what I'm saying, the 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

31

difference between county maintained and neighbors 1

have access to it and that type of thing. 2

MR. KERR:  Without having all of the 3

documentation, we really would not be able to 4

determine that.  What we have is a legal description 5

that identifies it as a private drive.  Beyond that 6

we've not done any research to determine whether it 7

was a private or a public road.  We don't know 8

whether there's a maintenance agreement on it and 9

don't know whether the County has done any 09:14 10

maintenance on the road. 11

MR. BRISKE:  However, we should point out that 12

the parcel also has access to Highway 99, direct 13

access.  So the question of access is eliminated 14

because it has access from Highway 99 regardless if 15

this is a private drive or not, so.16

Thank you, Mr. Maines.  17

Staff, anything further at this point?  18

MR. FORTE:  Nothing.  19

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Black, do you wish to add 09:15 20

anything else to the case?  21

MR. BLACK:  No. 22

MR. BRISKE:  At this time I'll open it up for 23

Board discussion and motion if anyone is prepared to 24

make one. 25
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MR. BARRY:  I don't know if you want to take 1

kind of the temperature from one end to the other.  2

I think Mr. Black presented substantial competent 3

evidence.  In my opinion, you know, it's still 4

staying as a very -- it's only going up one level in 5

density.  Still one per five acres is not raping and 6

pillaging the community, I don't believe.  7

MR. TATE:  Mr. Chairman, I feel like I've been 8

discouraged, but I don't have a problem with the 9

VAG-2.  I have more of a problem with being 09:16 10

discouraged, you know, that the reading of the 11

technical terms here discourage this type as opposed 12

to we can or cannot.  13

I did have a question for staff about the 14

500-foot radius.  I know we say that in a rural area 15

that that's not as typical.  What is the radius that 16

would be used would you typically say?  17

MR. KERR:  Well, 500 feet is what we have in 18

the ordinance, although we do take a look out at 19

that one and two mile radius.  What you're reviewing 09:16 20

is the impacts within 500 feet.  There's no policy.  21

There's an informal policy that says to look at it 22

at the one and two mile radius, but there's nothing 23

in the ordinance that requires that, other than what 24

we have for the 500 feet.  25
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MR. TATE:  Thank you. 1

MR. BRISKE:  Ms. Stephanie Oram from the Navy, 2

do you have anything to add to this case?  Ms. Oram 3

is not a voting member, however, she is our Navy 4

representative for the case.  5

MS. ORAM:  No, sir, I don't.  This, 6

fortunately, does not impact the Airfield Influence 7

Planning Districts, so I'll go with the Board.  8

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Goodloe, anything you would 9

like to add?  09:17 10

MR. GOODLOE:  No, sir.  11

MR. BRISKE:  Ms. Davis, anything you would like 12

to add?  13

MS. DAVIS:  No, I have no problem with moving 14

it to a different zoning.  15

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Wingate?  16

MR. WINGATE:  Yes.  I could go along with the 17

staff's findings.  It looks like there should be a 18

possibility of a person being able to live in the 19

country in agricultural and, you know, like they do 09:18 20

in other places, but, you know, the rules are the 21

rules.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, sir.23

Ms. Sindel?  24

MS. SINDEL:  Nothing to add.  25
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MR. WEST:  Mr. Chair?  1

MR. BRISKE:  Yes.  2

MR. WEST:  I just wanted to remind the Board 3

that if you make a motion to approve the request 4

that you will need to submit alternate findings on 5

Criterion (1), (3) and (6), so there's three 6

different criterion you need to have different 7

factual findings on. 8

MR. TATE:  Mr. Chairman, can I just say this?  9

With developing this, just my thoughts on Criterion 09:18 10

(1) which is where staff has found it's not 11

consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, but 12

Criterion (2), where it is consistent with the code, 13

I don't know that we should be in a position where 14

we have a not consistent with the comp plan but 15

consistent with the code because of discouragement. 16

MR. BRISKE:  Well, we've had issue with 17

particular words in there in the past and 18

discouragement or encourage and things like that are 19

always challenging because to be quite honestly that 09:19 20

really doesn't mean anything.  It's either you can 21

do it or you can't do it, because it just doesn't 22

make sense to have that word in there.  23

MR. KERR:  Mr. Chairman, if I may, the other 24

issue, too, is the issue of urban sprawl.  One of 25
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the reasons that the zoning to higher densities in 1

agricultural is discouraged is because of the fact 2

that once the smaller acre tracts are permitted, 3

rezoned to that, then it does require that the 4

provisional services be expanded and instead of 5

possibly serving either no residences down an 6

agricultural tract, then there is a possibility of 7

having a number of residents there that would demand 8

that certain services be provided.  9

In addition to that, there is also the 09:20 10

Comprehensive Plan policy about converting farmland 11

to -- there is a concern about converting farmland 12

to a residential use or uses that are not 13

agricultural or silviculture.  So it's not purely 14

the discourage issue.  There are other issues that 15

are related to that, as well.  16

MR. TATE:  I don't consider a 25-acre lot a 17

large farm and I feel that you may have five people 18

and three of those might just decide they want to 19

live on five acres and two of them might want to 09:21 20

have their own little family farm that could be more 21

productive than we have this 25-acre lot being used 22

for currently.  I don't see that there's a lower use 23

of the property.  If this was a thousand acre tract, 24

that type of thing, my perspective would be a lot 25
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different on it.  But, you know, somebody else 1

hasn't gobbled this up and hasn't enlarged their own 2

tract.  It's basically just a lot that's sitting 3

there.  I'm not sure if it's used currently or not, 4

if somebody is farming it.  But, you know, to say it 5

still can't be used -- and the issue of services, if 6

there's already homes in the area, would we have to 7

grant that there's services available.  I'm not 8

saying that there's concurrency, but just that there 9

is service to some extent available in the area.  09:22 10

MR. KERR:  Certainly we can assume that there 11

is probably provisional water and power and possibly 12

gas.  But even beyond that, I mean there is the fire 13

protection, there's police protection that's 14

required, all of those things that go along with the 15

addition of residences or businesses or whatever 16

these folks may decide to use the property for, so.  17

And again, that's the argument on urban sprawl.  18

It's not necessarily that it's a five acre -- a five 19

acre lot is a large lot here and in most places it 09:22 20

is, but it is the consideration that 25 acres could 21

be five residences that would need to have some type 22

of services, so.  23

And based on the way the land is laid out, it 24

appears to me there would have to be some kind of a 25
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road in there possibly.  If there were a road then, 1

obviously, at some point in the future there would 2

have to be some type of county maintenance on that 3

road, as well.  Again, that's one of the 4

considerations in urban sprawl is the cost of 5

providing service or maintenance in the future.  6

So again, those are all considerations that 7

this Board would have in deciding whether or not to 8

recommend the zoning. 9

MR. BARRY:  Mr. Chairman, I don't know that 09:23 10

VAG-2 is urban sprawl, in my opinion.  I'm ready to 11

craft a motion with perhaps the help of Mr. West.  12

MR. BRISKE:  If you would hold for just one 13

second Mr. Barry.  14

Lloyd, I would ask it does appear that the 15

Board is leaning towards moving forward with this.  16

I would ask that you just briefly get on the record 17

so that Mr. Black understands as far as if he's 18

going to intend to divide this into smaller parcels 19

what may be necessary.  Obviously, we're not 09:24 20

considering the end use here, but just for 21

informational purposes for him. 22

MR. KERR:  Generally speaking, I don't know 23

whether this is a -- this particular parcel is a lot 24

of record.  However, if you do subdivide the 25
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property, there would be a platting process that 1

they would have to go through to get a plat 2

approved.  If they were to divide the property, the 3

need for a roadway, whether a public or private 4

roadway, then there would be the consideration of 5

that, as well.  Plus, if there are stormwater issues 6

that may be on the property, there's hydric soils 7

there, there are also it may be -- I'm just going 8

off some of the comments.  It could be that there 9

may even be some type of wetlands issues that are at 09:25 10

least near or possibly on the property.  So there's 11

a number of considerations there.  But it 12

definitely, if it were subdivided, it would appear 13

that he would have to go through DRC, Development 14

Review Committee review to make sure all the 15

questions are answered as far as access, appropriate 16

lot size, roadway drainage, all those things.  17

MR. BRISKE:  Okay, thank you.  18

Any other questions from the Board?  19

MS. DAVIS:  Yes, just one more.  Mr. Kerr, the 09:25 20

allowances is already for one house on this lot; is 21

that right, on this piece of property.22

MR. KERR:  That's correct. 23

MS. DAVIS:  So we're really basically talking 24

about four new families that would be allowed, not 25
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five.  1

MR. KERR:  Possibly.  There are some other, I 2

believe, agricultural related commercial activities 3

that they could do on the property, as well.  4

MS. DAVIS:  Thank you. 5

MR. BRISKE:  That would require that it would 6

have to go through the DRC process in order to do 7

that.8

MR. KERR:  That's correct. 9

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Barry?09:26 10

(Motion by Mr. Barry.)11

MR. BARRY:  I move to recommend approval of the 12

rezoning application to the BCC and adopt the 13

staff's Findings-of-Fact for Criterion (2), (4) and 14

(5).  15

In Criterion (1),(3) and (6) reject the 16

Findings-of-Fact.  I move that evidence has 17

presented that it is consistent with the Comp Plan, 18

that it is compatible with the surrounding uses and 19

that it would result in logical and orderly 09:26 20

development.  21

MR. TATE:  Second.  22

MR. BRISKE:  A motion and a second.  23

Discussion?  24

Mr. West, for legality, do you think that meets 25
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the criteria?  Mr. Steve West, our Board attorney.  1

MR. WEST:  I would always recommend that you 2

include as much factual specifics to support the 3

conclusions with respect to (1), (3) and (6).  So if 4

I were to phrase the motion, I would say with 5

respect to Criterion (1), it is consistent with the 6

Comp Plan because and then you would have to go into 7

some factual finding, the same thing for Criterion 8

(3) and also (6).  9

MR. TATE:  Mr. Barry, can I?  09:27 10

MR. BARRY:  Sure, we're in discussion.  11

MR. TATE:  On Criterion (1) where we all 12

disagree with the staff's Findings-of-Fact, I might 13

word it something to the effect that the 14

Comprehensive Plan is the broad perspective, the 15

code is the specific, and if we're finding that the 16

code and the staff is finding that the code is 17

consistent, we have to follow that the Comp Plan 18

thereby -- the code, number two, cannot be 19

consistent if the Comp Plan is not consistent.  09:28 20

MS. DAVIS:  If I may suggest one other thing, 21

how about using the one to two mile radius also?22

MR. BARRY:  I would think that I referenced 23

when I alluded to the evidence that's been presented 24

by the applicant that relates to not just Future 25
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Land Use, but also the larger radius for the rural 1

area.  You know, in one instance we're using a rule 2

of thumb, which the verbiage discouraged is simply a 3

rule of thumb to find it not in compliance with the 4

Comp Plan, but the other rule of thumb that is not 5

necessarily a policy but has been a practice of 6

using the larger radius of not including it where it 7

benefits the applicant in that way.  I kind of think 8

all that is covered in the evidence when I say due 9

to the evidence provided by the applicant.  09:29 10

MR. BRISKE:  So you don't wish to amend your 11

motion? 12

MR. BARRY:  No.  13

MR. BRISKE:  The motion stands.  We do have a 14

second.  I'm going to call the question if there's 15

no other discussion.  All those in favor, please say 16

aye. 17

(Board members vote.)18

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  19

(None.) 09:29 20

MR. BRISKE:  It passes unanimously. 21

(The motion passed unanimously.)  22

MR. BRISKE:  Sir, it's been granted.  And like 23

I said, if you wish to go forward with the property 24

you will need to get with County staff to go through 25
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so they can explain to you what may be needed in the 1

development review process.  Before you begin 2

marketing those as available lots, you'll have to go 3

through some other steps. 4

MR. FORTE:  He still has to go before the BCC 5

next month.  6

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, I'm sorry.  That's correct.  7

Before the BCC and if that's approved subsequently, 8

then you will have to go through that process.  9

MR. FORTE:  March 3rd is the BCC date.  09:29 10

MR. BRISKE:  March 3rd.  11

MR. BLACK:  Can I say one more thing?  12

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.13

MR. BLACK:  I just believe, guys, that if -- we 14

are part of the county, everybody is a part of the 15

county.  And all this talk of ex parte' 16

communication, I understand why you have to have it.  17

Okay?  But there ought to be one person that y'all 18

set aside that could help us with any question that 19

we have when it comes down to these findings.  You 09:30 20

know, I feel like that I had to do a lot of this and 21

stated that that's the way that y'all had it set 22

forth.  I guess that's the rulings.  But I just 23

don't understand why we can't have somebody -- I 24

mean, I had the planner, I had Lynette and she could 25
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answer certain questions but she couldn't get too in 1

depth with it.  And that's what I'm saying.  There 2

ought to be somebody that can help us out when it 3

comes to matters like this. 4

MR. BRISKE:  In many cases people hire agents 5

or attorneys to do it for them because the staff 6

does have to remain independent because they have a 7

position on it and that's their side of it.  You 8

know, it's almost like in a court where they're the 9

plaintiff and you're the defendant or vice versus, 09:31 10

however you want to look at it.  So I don't think 11

they can legally really give you the advice that you 12

may look for because it would kind of taint their 13

side of the story so to speak.14

MR. KERR:  That's correct, Mr. Chairman.  15

Because of the fact that we review each case and 16

present the Board with findings, it's inappropriate 17

for us to act as your champion, if you will.  We can 18

answer general questions about what the use is and 19

we can give you general advice of whether or not -- 09:31 20

what the difficulties might be, but really arguing 21

whether or not this is an appropriate amendment or 22

not is really the burden on the property owner.  And 23

as Mr. Briske said, some people use an agent, some 24

people do just as you all did and present your 25
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argument on your own, but staff has to remain 1

fairly -- has to really remain neutral in this so 2

that we can give the Board our findings and then 3

ultimately the Board of County Commissioners without 4

tainting the whole process.  And again, it would be 5

inappropriate for us to advise you or to present 6

arguments for you to use and then review those 7

arguments against the code.  8

MR. BLACK:  I'm not necessarily saying staff, 9

I'm just saying somebody with the County ought to be 09:32 10

able to help us, not necessarily fight our case for 11

us, but any questions that we have.  I mean, you 12

have to pay an extra amount.  Fifteen hundred is a 13

pretty good amount to have to pay for this and you 14

shouldn't have to pay anymore to have somebody else 15

to come and help you with these matters.  That's all 16

I have.  Thank you. 17

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  Duly noted.  Thank you.18

At this point that's our only rezoning -- 19

Yes, sir, come forward, Mr. Maines. 09:33 20

MR. MAINES:  Just one final statement in 21

conjunction with Mr. Black there, I would just like 22

the Board to know it took me over two years to buy 23

my 20 acres and that's really a long time to buy 24

20 acres of land.  Now, that was four or five years 25
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ago.  There's something wrong.  I agree with 1

Mr. Black, there ought to be someplace where you can 2

kind of get, not a fast track, but at least some 3

track where you can get the job done because time is 4

money and I'm sure that's what he's interested in, 5

too.  Thank you. 6

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  I would feel 7

comfortable in saying many of the Board members that 8

are up here agree to serve on this board because of 9

very similar reasons.  We wanted to try to help 09:33 10

improve the process.  I know Lloyd and his staff are 11

constantly looking at ways to try to improve things.  12

The only thing we could do is I would recommend 13

talking to your County Commissioners when you have 14

areas of concern because really they're the ones 15

that run the County and they can make the big 16

changes for us, but we do appreciate the comments.17

At this time, we'll close the quasi-judicial 18

hearing.  We're going to take probably about a 19

five-minute break to allow our court reporter to 09:34 20

finish up and be on her way.  Thank you everyone and 21

we're going to take a five-minute break and come 22

back at about 9:34 it looks like.  23

(The quasi-judicial proceedings concluded at 24

9:30 a.m.)25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

46

        CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER1

2

STATE OF FLORIDA 3

COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA 4

5

          I, LINDA V. CROWE, Court Reporter and Notary 6

Public at Large in and for the State of Florida, hereby 7

certify that the foregoing Pages 2 through 45 both 8

inclusive, comprise a full, true, and correct transcript of 9

the proceeding; that said proceeding was taken by me 10

stenographically, and transcribed by me as it now appears; 11

that I am not a relative or employee or attorney or counsel 12

of the parties, or relative or employee of such attorney or 13

counsel, nor am I interested in this proceeding or its 14

outcome. 15

          IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 16

and affixed my official seal on February 17, 2011.  17

                         18

                   _________________________19

                   LINDA V. CROWE, COURT REPORTER

                    Notary Public - State of Florida 20

                    My Commission No.:  DD 848081

                    My Commission Expires:  02-05-201321

22

23

24

25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES BUREAU 
FINDINGS-OF-FACT 

 

REZONING CASE: Z-2011-02 
February 7, 2011 

 

I. SUBMISSION DATA: 

BY: Michael E. and Kristi Y. Black, 
Owners 

PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 05-3N-32-1310-000-000 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5890 Hwy 99 

FUTURE LAND USE: AG, Agriculture 

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5 

BCC MEETING DATE: March 3, 2011 

II. REQUESTED ACTION:   REZONE 

FROM: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture Districts 
(5 du/100 acres on one acre parcels) 

TO: VAG-2, Villages Agriculture Districts 
(1 du/ 5 acres) 

III. RELEVANT AUTHORITY: 
(1) Escambia County Comprehensive Plan 
(2) Escambia County Land Development Code 
(3) Board of County Commissioners of Brevard County v. Snyder, 

627 So. 2d 469 (Fla. 1993) 
(4) Resolution 96-34 (Quasi-judicial Proceedings) 
(5) Resolution 96-13 (Ex-parte Communications) 
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Findings-of-Fact – Z-2011-02 
February 7, 2011 Planning Board Hearing 
Page 2 of 4 
 

CRITERION (1) 
Consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
Whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy (CPP) 7.A.4.7.a. The Agriculture category states that “Uses 
within this category include routine agricultural and silvicultural activities, residential uses as 
herein described and commercial activities limited to those commercial endeavors ancillary 
to agricultural or silvicultural pursuits or in support of agricultural activities such as seed, 
feed and food outlets, farm equipment and repair and the like. Also, recreational uses, public 
utilities and facilities, facilities of religious organizations, educational facilities, medical 
facilities and other similar uses designed to provide for the needs of the rural, agrarian 
community are allowed.” “Rezonings and future land use map amendments to categories 
allowing higher densities will be discouraged consistent with Policy 7.A.4.3.” 

CPP 7.A.4.3 Urban Sprawl To promote compact development and discourage urban 
sprawl, residential rezonings and future land use map amendments to categories allowing 
higher densities will be discouraged within the Agricultural Future Land Use Category. 

CPP 7.A.4.8. Rural Densities Table 7-1 establishes density of residential uses in the 
agriculture, rural and activity areas (nodes) of the county. Residential densities, lot sizes, 
clustering and size of proposed new subdivisions shall be governed by the table based upon 
the location of a proposed development site and its relationship to an activity node. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed amendment is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  The 
Villages Agriculture-2 (VAG-2) zoning district is compatible with the intent and 
purpose of the Future Land Use category Agriculture; however, rezoning from 
Villages Agriculture-1 (VAG-1) to VAG-2 is not consistent with CPPs 7.A.4.3 and 
7.A.4.7.a. which state that rezoning to categories allowing higher densities will be 
discouraged.  

CRITERION (2) 
Consistent with this Code. 
Whether the proposed amendment is in conflict with any portion of this Code, and is 
consistent with the stated purpose and intent of this Code.  

Land Development Code (LDC) 6.05.22 VAG Villages Agriculture Districts. The villages 
agricultural districts are typically characterized by agriculturally-assessed parcels held for 
agricultural production and very low density residential development in agricultural 
communities. Single-family residential and rural community uses that directly support 
agricultural activities are allowed. Home occupations are considered permitted uses. Mobile 
homes are allowed as single-family dwellings. Residential density bonuses are available for 
clustering residential lots outside areas of prime farmland. When residential lots are created, 
small lot sizes are encouraged in order to protect viable farm production activities and curb 
premature conversion of prime farmland acreage to nonagriculture uses. 

LDC 6.05.22.A.1. Intent and purpose of VAG 1 district. This district is characterized by 
land resources necessary or used to support large farming operations. The objective of this 
district is to keep large parcels of land from being broken into smaller tracts of multiple 
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Findings-of-Fact – Z-2011-02 
February 7, 2011 Planning Board Hearing 
Page 3 of 4 
 

ownership making it difficult to assemble enough acreage for efficient agricultural 
operations. 

LDC 6.05.22.A.2. Intent and purpose of VAG 2 district. This district is characterized by 
the following types of agricultural lands:  

(a) Small rural land areas of highly productive agricultural soils that may not be 
economically viable in a mainstream fanning operation due to their size, and changes 
being undertaken in the surrounding area; or 

(b) Rural land areas with a mix of small farm operations and a typical rural residential 
density of one unit per four acres. The soils of these areas are least valuable for 
agricultural production and most suitable for future conversion out of the rural land 
market; or 

(c) Rural land areas which are not being used to support large farming operations, and 
that are characterized by a mix of natural resources and soils typically unsuitable for 
urban residential densities or other urban uses unless sewered. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose of the Code. The 
proposed amendment to VAG-2 meets the intent of LDC 6.05.22 in that the proposed 
property is an agriculturally-assessed parcel held for agricultural production. However, 
if the amendment is granted, the parcel would potentially allow for an increase in 
residential density resulting in the premature conversion of prime farmland acreage to 
nonagricultural uses. 
 
When applicable, further review from the Development Review Committee (DRC) 
will be needed to ensure the buffering requirements and other performance 
standards have been met, should this amendment to VAG-2 be granted. 

CRITERION (3) 
Compatible with surrounding uses. 
Whether and the extent to which the proposed amendment is compatible with 
existing and proposed uses in the area of the subject property(s). 

FINDINGS 
The proposed amendment is not compatible with surrounding existing uses in the 
area. 
Using aerial photographs, the County Property Appraiser’s website and conducting a 
site visit, staff observed a total of 13 parcels including the subject parcel within the 
500’ radius impact area. All parcels are zoned VAG-1 and consist of six parcels used 
for timber or agriculture, three parcels used for agriculture with one single family 
dwelling on each, and four small vacant parcels that are too small for agriculture or 
residential use.  
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Findings-of-Fact – Z-2011-02 
February 7, 2011 Planning Board Hearing 
Page 4 of 4 
 

CRITERION (4) 
Changed conditions. 
Whether and the extent to which there are any changed conditions that impact the 
amendment or property(s). 

FINDINGS 
Staff found no changed conditions that would impact the amendment or property(s). 

CRITERION (5) 
Effect on natural environment. 
Whether and the extent to which the proposed amendment would result in significant 
adverse impacts on the natural environment. 

FINDINGS 
According to the National Wetland Inventory, wetlands are not indicated on the 
subject property; although, the Soil Survey of Escambia County, indicated hydric 
soils (grady loam, drained) are on the subject property. When applicable, further 
review during the Development Review Committee (DRC) process will be necessary 
to determine if there would be any significant adverse impact on the natural 
environment. 

CRITERION (6) 
Development patterns. 
Whether and the extent to which the proposed amendment would result in a logical 
and orderly development pattern. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed amendment would not result in a logical and orderly development 
pattern for the rural agricultural area of the County.  The proposed amendment to 
VAG-2 is not compatible with the existing and proposed uses in the area.  With the 
exception of the four small vacant parcels, the surrounding parcels consist of large 
parcels that are viable for agricultural operations.  The proposed amendment could 
potentially result in the premature conversion of prime farmland acreage to 
nonagricultural uses. 

Note: The above technical comments and conclusion are based upon the information 
available to Staff prior to the public hearing; the public hearing testimony may reveal 
additional technical information. 
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BLACK MICHAEL E & KRISTI Y 
748 PINEBROOK CIR  
CANTONMENT  FL 32533 
 

 LEWIS MARK E & KIM MICHELLE 
5901 HWY 99 S  
MCDAVID  FL 32568 
 

 LEWIS MARK E &  
7821 S HWY 99  
WALNUT HILL  FL 32568 
 

WALNUT HILL FARMS INC 
35 N WYNDEN DR  
HOUSTON  TX 77056 
 

 CREIGHTON CLYDE T JR 
5900 S HWY 99  
WALNUT HILL  FL 32568 

 SEUZENEAU CRAIG T & 
5818 S HWY 99  
MCDAVID  FL 32568-1555 
 

LA FLORESTA PERDIDA INC 
3411 SILVERSIDE RD STE 101  
WELDIN BLDG CONCORD PLAZA 
WILMINGTON  DE 19810 
 

 WENGER ERVY D & VELMA G 
5220 MORGAN RD  
WALNUT HILL  FL 32568 
 

 ARNOLD CHARLES E SR  
975 JACKS BRANCH RD  
CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

MAINES HOWARD D JR LIFE EST & 
PO BOX 204 
BAGDAD  FL 32530 

 QUENAN PETER S & C SUSAN 
6300 S HWY 99 
MCDAVID FL  32568 
 

  

500-ft radius mailing list obtained from the Escambia County Property Appraiser website (www.escpa.org) 
1/18/11 kss 
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ECPA Map 

 

PLEASE NOTE: This product has been compiled from the source data of the Inter-Local Mapping and Geographic Information Network (IMAGINE) project 
of Escambia County. The ESCAMBIA COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER I-MAP Service is for reference purposes only and not to be considered as a legal 
document or survey instrument. Relying on the information contained herein is at the user's own risk. We assume no liability for any use of the information 
contained in the I-MAP Service or any resultant loss. 

Map Grid
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    Public Hearing    Item #:  1.     
Growth Management Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: 5:45 p.m. - Public Hearing - Amendment to the Official Zoning Map
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board adopt an Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map to include the rezoning
case heard by the Planning Board on February 7, 2011 and approved during the previous
agenda item and to provide for severability, inclusion in the code, and an effective date.

BACKGROUND:
Rezoning case Z-2011-02 was heard by the Planning Board on February 7, 2011. Under the
Land Development Code (LDC), the Board of County Commissioners reviews the record and the
recommended order of the Planning Board and conducts a Public Hearing for adoption of the
LDC Zoning Map Amendment. 
 
As a means of achieving the Board’s goal of “decreasing response time from notification of
citizen needs to ultimate resolution”, the Board is acting on both the approval of the Planning
Board’s recommendation and the LDC Map Amendment for this month’s rezoning cases.
The previous report item addresses the Board’s determination regarding the Planning Board’s
recommendation. This report item addresses only the Public Hearing and adoption of the
Ordinance amending the LDC Official Zoning Map.
 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
No budgetary impacts are expected as a result of the recommended Board action.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
A copy of the standardized Ordinance has initially been provided to the County Attorney’s office
for review regarding compliance with rezoning requirements in Florida Statutes and the Land
Development Code.
 

PERSONNEL:
No additional personnel are anticipated for the implementation of this recommended Board
action.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Board Chairman will need to sign the Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map.
 



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This Ordinance, amending the Land Development Code Official Zoning Map, will be filed with
the Department of State following adoption by the Board.
 
This Ordinance is coordinated with the County Attorney’s Office, the Development Services
Bureau and interested citizens. The Development Services Bureau will ensure proper
advertisement.

Attachments
Draft Map Ordinance
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2011-______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING PART III OF THE 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES (1999), THE LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS 
AMENDED; AMENDING ARTICLE 6, SECTION 6.02.00, THE OFFICIAL 
ZONING MAP; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR 
INCLUSION IN THE CODE; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 
 
Section 1. Purpose and Intent. 

The Official Zoning Map of Escambia County, Florida, as adopted by reference and 
codified in Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances (1999), the Land 
Development Code of Escambia County, Florida, as amended:  Article 6, Section 
6.02.00, and all notations, references and information shown thereon as it relates to the 
following described real property in Escambia County, Florida, is hereby amended as 
follows. 
 

Case No.: Z-2011-02 
Location: 5890 Hwy 99 
Property Reference No.:  05-3N-32-1310-000-000 
Property Size: 25.73 (+/-) acres 
From: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District  

(5 du/100 acres on one acre parcels) 
To: VAG-2, Villages Agriculture District  

(1 du/ 5 acres) 
FLU Category: AG, Agriculture 

 

Section 2. Severability. 

If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 
unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 

Section 3. Inclusion in Code. 

It is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of this 
Ordinance shall be codified as required by F.S. § 125.68 (2010); and that the sections, 
subsections and other provisions of this Ordinance may be renumbered or re-lettered 
and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or such other 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. 



DRAFT 
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Section 4. Effective Date. 

This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 

DONE AND ENACTED by the Board of County Commissioners of  

Escambia County Florida, this ________day of __________________, 2011. 
 
 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
        ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
____________________________ 

Kevin W. White, Chairman 
 
ATTEST:  ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 
       CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
                ____________________________ 
                                  Deputy Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
ENACTED: 
 
FILED WITH DEPARTMENT OF STATE: 
 
EFFECTIVE DATE:   



    Public Hearing    Item #:  2.     
Growth Management Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: 5:46 p.m.– Public Hearing – LDC Ordinance – Articles 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family
Living”

From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board review an Ordinance to the Land Development Code (LDC) amending Article 3
“Definitions,” to amend the definition of “dwelling, single-family” and defining “family” and
"fraternity/sorority house"; amending Article 6 “Zoning Districts,” creating Section 6.04.18 to
restrict occupancies in designated residential zoning districts to families; amending Article 9
“Nonconforming Uses and Noncomplying Structures”, creating Section 9.08.00 to terminate
nonconforming uses in violation of this Ordinance.

This hearing serves as the first of two required Public Hearings before the Board of County
Commissioners as set forth in LDC Section 2.08.04(b) and F.S. 125.66(4)(b).

BACKGROUND:
The Board of County Commissioners has established certain lower density residential zoning
districts that are intended to promote single-family occupancies. However, in many instances,
the owners of parcels within these zoning districts rent, lease, or otherwise permit occupancies
greater than single family units. These occupancies may include multiple unrelated individuals in
the same single-family dwelling, such as unsanctioned “frat houses” and unregulated boarding
houses. Such occupancies frequently result in greater noise, congestion, motor vehicle traffic,
and otherwise disturb the peace and quiet enjoyed by families residing in lower density
residential zoning districts. To combat this problem, the Board of County Commissioners has
requested an ordinance limiting occupancies of single-family dwellings to single family units in
designated residential zoning districts. 

The Planning Board reviewed and recommended approval of the Ordinance at the February 7,
2011 meeting.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
No budgetary impact is anticipated by the adoption of this Ordinance.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The attached Ordinance was reviewed and approved for legal sufficiency by Ryan Ross,
Assistant County Attorney. Any suggested legal comments are attached herein with the
respective Ordinance to which they pertain.

PERSONNEL:



No additional personnel are required for implementation of this Ordinance.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the Board’s goal “to increase citizen involvement in,
access to, and approval of, County government activities.”

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Implementation of this Ordinance will consist of an amendment to the LDC and distribution of a
copy of the adopted Ordinance to interested citizens and staff.

The proposed Ordinance was prepared in cooperation with the Development Services Bureau,
the County Attorney’s Office and all interested citizens. The Development Services Bureau will
ensure proper advertisement.

Attachments
Legal Approval;Ordinance;Back Up Material



LEGAL REVIEW

(COUNTY DEPARTMENT USE ONLY)

Document:                                                                                 

Date:                                                                                                 

Date requested back by:                                                 

Requested by:                                                                                  

Phone Number:                                                                                

(LEGAL USE ONLY)

Legal Review by                                                                              

Date Received:                                               

               Approved as to form and legal sufficiency.

               Not approved.

               Make subject to legal signoff.

Additional comments:
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DRAFT 

BCC 03-03-11 
RE: Art. 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living” 
Ordinance Draft 4A Page 1 
 

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2011-_____ 1 

 2 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 3 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING PART III OF THE 4 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES (1999), THE LAND 5 
DEVELOPMENT CODE OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS 6 
AMENDED; PROVIDING FOR LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS; AMENDING 7 
ARTICLE 3, SECTION 3.02.00, TO AMEND THE DEFINITION OF 8 
“DWELLING, SINGLE-FAMILY” AND DEFINING “FAMILY” AND 9 
“FRATERNITY/SORORITY HOUSE”; CREATING ARTICLE 6, SECTION 10 
6.04.18, TO RESTRICT OCCUPANCIES IN DESIGNATED 11 
RESIDENTIAL ZONING DISTRICTS TO FAMILIES; UNITS; CREATING 12 
ARTICLE 9, SECTION 9.08.00, TO TERMINATE NONCONFORMING 13 

USES IN VIOLATION OF THIS ORDINANCE; PROVIDING FOR 14 
SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; 15 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 16 

 17 
 WHEREAS, through its land development code, the Escambia County Board of 18 
County Commissioners has designated zoning districts and established lists of 19 
permitted, conditional, and prohibited uses consistent with the intent and purpose of 20 
each zoning district; and 21 

  22 
 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has established certain lower 23 
density residential zoning districts that are intended to promote single-family 24 
occupancies; and 25 
 26 

 WHEREAS, in many instances, the owners of parcels within these zoning 27 
districts rent, lease, or otherwise permit occupancies greater than single family units; 28 
and 29 
 30 
 WHEREAS, these occupancies may include multiple unrelated individuals in the 31 
same single-family dwelling; and 32 
 33 

 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners finds that such occupancies 34 
frequently result in greater noise, congestion, motor vehicle traffic, and otherwise disturb 35 
the peace and quiet enjoyed by families residing in lower density residential zoning 36 

districts; and 37 
 38 

 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners accordingly finds that limiting 39 
occupancies to single families in lower density residential zoning districts advances the 40 

public health, safety, and welfare.   41 
 42 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 43 

COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 44 
 45 
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DRAFT 

BCC 03-03-11 
RE: Art. 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living” 
Ordinance Draft 4A Page 2 
 

Section 1. Legislative findings. 1 

 2 
The aforementioned recitals are hereby incorporated into this ordinance as legislative 3 
findings rendered by the Board of County Commissioners in support of this ordinance. 4 
 5 
Section 2.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 6 
Code of Escambia County, Article 3, Section 3.02.00, is hereby amended as follows: 7 
 8 
Dwelling, Single-family.  A detached building designed  as a single dwelling unit.  In all  9 

single-family zoning districts as designated by Article 6 of the land development code, 10 
this shall mean a single residential building consisting of one dwelling unit that is 11 
arranged, intended or designed for one family. 12 
 13 
Family.  One person, or a group of two or more persons living together occupying the 14 

whole or part of a single-family dwelling as a single housekeeping unit; however, 15 
“family” shall not include the following: 16 

 17 
A.  Any group of five (5) or more persons who are each not related by blood, marriage 18 
or adoption, guardianship, or other duly authorized custodial relationship, unless such 19 
group is operating as a group home or community residential home as defined by this 20 
code or is otherwise protected by the Fair Housing Act. 21 

 22 
B.  A fraternity, sorority, or other association, club, or team consisting of students 23 
affiliated with a social, honorary, or professional organization, whether or not recognized 24 
by a college or university, including occupancies of off-campus single-family dwellings, 25 
whether or not formally regulated by the college or university.  Evidence of such 26 

occupancies may include, but is not limited to, conspicuous display of group insignias or 27 
logos, recurring meetings, and parties or other social events.  Nothing in this section 28 
shall be deemed to impose liability for any college or university for violations of this 29 
section unless the college or university owns, possesses, or otherwise controls the 30 
property being used as a single-family dwelling. 31 

 32 
C.  Any group of individuals who are in a group living arrangement as a result of criminal 33 

offenses, unless otherwise required by state or federal law. 34 
 35 
Fraternity/sorority house.  See “Family.” 36 

 37 
Section 3.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 38 

Code of Escambia County, Article 6, Section 6.04.18., is hereby created to read as 39 
follows: 40 

 41 
6.04.18.  Single-family dwellings.  In all single-family zoning districts, exclusive of those 42 

zoning districts established under Article 13 of the land development code, the 43 

occupancy of single-family dwellings is limited to one family as defined under Section 44 
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DRAFT 

BCC 03-03-11 
RE: Art. 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living” 
Ordinance Draft 4A Page 3 
 

3.02.00 of this code.  However, nothing in this section shall be construed to limit or 1 

restrict any occupancy otherwise authorized or licensed by state or federal law. 2 
 3 

Section 4.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 4 
Code of Escambia County, Article 9, Section 9.08.00, is hereby created to read as 5 
follows: 6 
 7 
Section 9.08.00.  Non-single-family occupancies in single-family dwellings. 8 

 9 

A.   The provisions of this Article shall not apply to any nonconforming uses in 10 
violation of Section 6.04.18.  Such uses shall cease as of the effective date of 11 
the ordinance establishing 6.04.18. 12 

 13 

B. Notwithstanding subsection A., nothing in this section shall impair or 14 
terminate any lawful contract or lease in existence prior to the effective date of 15 
the ordinance establishing Section 6.04.18.  16 

  17 

 18 

Section 5. Severability. 19 
 20 
If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 21 
unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 22 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 23 

 24 
Section 6. Inclusion in Code. 25 

 26 
It is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of this 27 
Ordinance shall be codified as required by F.S. § 125.68 (2011); and that the sections, 28 
subsections and other provisions of this Ordinance may be renumbered or relettered 29 
and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or such other 30 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. 31 
 32 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 33 
 34 
 35 
 36 
 37 
 38 
 39 
 40 
 41 
 42 
 43 
 44 
 45 
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DRAFT 

BCC 03-03-11 
RE: Art. 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living” 
Ordinance Draft 4A Page 4 
 

Section 7. Effective Date. 1 
 2 
This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 3 
 4 
DONE AND ENACTED this_____ day of ______________, 2011. 5 

 6 
 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 7 

OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 8 
  9 

       By: ______________________________ 10 

    Kevin W. White, Chairman 11 
 12 

ATTEST:    ERNIE LEE MAGAHA                                             13 

    Clerk of the Circuit Court 14 
 15 

  By: ____________________    16 
    Deputy Clerk  17 

 18 
(SEAL) 19 

 20 
ENACTED: 21 
 22 

FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE:    23 
 24 

EFFECTIVE DATE:  25 
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SAMPLE DEFINITIONS FOR “FAMILY” AND 
 “FRATERNITY/SORORITY HOUSES” IN VARIOUS FLORIDA COUNTIES 

 
 
 
BROWARD COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Fort Lauderdale, Hollywood, Coral Springs 
Population:  1,766,476 
Education:  Florida International, Florida Atlantic, Nova Southeastern 
 
Family:  Any number of persons living together as a single housekeeping unit, whether legally 
related to each other or not.  The persons constituting a family may include gratuitous guests and 
domestic servants, but shall not include paying guests. 
 
 
ORANGE COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Orlando, Apopka, Winter Park 
Population:  1,086,480 
Education:  University of Central Florida, Rollins College 
 
Family:  An individual; or two (2) or more persons related by blood, marriage or adoption, 
exclusive of household servants, occupying a dwelling and living as a single nonprofit 
housekeeping unit; or four (4) or fewer persons, not related by blood, marriage or adoption, 
exclusive of household servants, occupying a dwelling and living as a single nonprofit 
housekeeping unit, in either case as distinguished from persons occupying a boardinghouse, 
lodging house, rooming house or hotel, as herein defined. 
 
Club (redirected from “Fraternity”):  Buildings, facilities and property owned and operated by a 
corporation or association of persons for social or recreational purposes, including those 
organized chiefly to promote friendship and welfare among its members, but not operated 
primarily for profit or to render a service which is customarily carried on as a business. 
 
 
LEE COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Cape Coral, Fort Myers, Bonita Springs 
Population:  586,908 
Education:  Florida Gulf Coast, Barry University 
 
Family:  One or more persons occupying a dwelling unit and living as a single, nonprofit 
housekeeping unit, provided that a group of five or more adults who are not related by blood, 
marriage or adoption shall not be deemed to constitute a family.  The term “family” shall not be 
construed to mean a fraternity, sorority, club, monastery, convent, or institutional group. 
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Fraternity house:  A dwelling used and occupied by a fraternity or sorority composed of college 
or university students and containing and providing domestic and social facilities and services 
thereto. 
 
 
SEMINOLE COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Sanford, Altamonte Springs, Oviedo 
Population:  413,204 
Education:  Seminole State College 
 
Family:  One (1) or more persons living as a single housekeeping unit, as distinguished from a 
group occupying as hotel, club, fraternity, sorority, or institutional group. 
 
 
SARASOTA COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Sarasota, Venice, Longboat Key 
Population:  369,765 
Education:  New College of Florida, USF-Sarasota/Manatee 
 
Family:  One or more persons occupying a single dwelling unit, provided that, unless all 
members are related by law, blood, adoption, marriage, or are under a judicial order for foster 
care, no such family over four persons, except in the RMF (Residential Multifamily) District 
where no such family shall contain more than six persons.  A family consisting of individuals 
protected by the Fair Housing Act shall not contain over six persons in any district.  Domestic 
servants employed on the premises may be housed on the premises without being counted as a 
separate or additional family or families.  The term “family” shall not be construed to mean a 
fraternity, sorority, club, monastery or convent, or institutional group. 
 
 Commentary:  “Family” is a term used to regulate types of housing protected by the Fair 
 Housing Act, which includes a requirement that homes providing care for the disabled 
 and similar functions with six or fewer individuals must be treated the same way as 
 single-family residences.  However, many other uses are regulated by this ordinance – 
 see community residential home, group home, and social service institution, for example. 
 
 
 
MARION COUNTY 
 
Municipalities:   Ocala, Belleview, Dunnellon 
Population:    328,547 
Education:  College of Central Florida 
 
Family:  One or more persons occupying the whole or part of a dwelling unit and living as a 
single housekeeping unit; provided that a group of four or more who are not within the second 
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degree of kinship shall not be deemed to constitute a family, except as set forth in Title VIII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1968 and as subsequently amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Act 
of 1968. 
 
 
LEON COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Tallahassee 
Population:  265,714 
Education:  Florida State University, Florida A&M, Tallahassee Community College 
 
Family:  One person, or a group of two or more persons living together occupying the whole or 
part of a dwelling as a single housekeeping unit. 
 
Fraternity or sorority houses:  A dwelling or combination of dwellings on a single lot occupied 
by and maintained exclusively for college students who are affiliated with a social, honorary, or 
professional organization recognized by the college or university. 
 
 
ALACHUA COUNTY 
 
Municipalities: Gainesville, High Springs, Waldo 
Population:  243,574 
Education:  University of Florida, Santa Fe Community College 
 
Family:  One or more persons occupying a living unit as a single, nonprofit housekeeping unit. 
 
Fraternity or sorority house:  A structure used as group living quarters for students of an 
educational facility who are members of a fraternity or sorority that has been officially 
recognized by the educational facility. 
 
 
SANTA ROSA COUNTY 
 
Municipalities:   Milton, Gulf Breeze, Jay 
Population:  151,759 
Education:  University of West Florida 
 
Family:  Two (2) or more individuals related by blood, marriage or adoption and not more than 
four (4) unrelated persons living together as a single housekeeping unit and doing their cooking 
on the premises, as distinguished from a group occupying a boarding house, lodging house or 
hotel, as herein defined. 
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CITY OF PENSACOLA 
 
Population:    53,248 
Education:  University of West Florida, Pensacola State College, Pensacola Christian 
   College 
 
Family:  One or more persons occupying a dwelling unit and using common utility services, 
provided that unless all members are related by blood or marriage, no such family shall contain 
over four (4) persons. 
 
Fraternity house, sorority house, or student cooperative:  A building occupied by and 
maintained exclusively for students affiliated with an academic or professional college or 
university or other recognized institution of higher learning regulated by such institution. 
 
 
Note:  Population based on 2009 U.S. Census estimates.  As a comparison, the 2009 estimate for 
Escambia County’s population was 303,343. 
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SUMMARY OF THE  

ESCAMBIA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD 
HELD ON FEBRUARY 7, 2011 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY CENTRAL OFFICE COMPLEX 
3363 WEST PARK PLACE, FIRST FLOOR 

PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 
 

(8:32 A.M. – 12:41 P.M.) 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Wayne Briske, Chairman 
 Tim Tate, Vice Chair 
 Steven Barry (arrived at 8:35 a.m.) 
 Dorothy Davis 
 Vann Goodloe 
 Karen Sindel 
 Alvin Wingate 
 Stephanie Oram, Navy Representative (non-voting) 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:     Patty Hightower, School Board Representative (non-voting) 
  
STAFF PRESENT: Stephen West, Assistant County Attorney 
 Ryan Ross, Assistant County Attorney 
 T. Lloyd Kerr, Bureau Chief, Development Services 
 Horace Jones, Division Manager, Development Review 
 Andrew Holmer, Senior Planner, Development Review 
 Allyson Cain, Planner II, Development Review 
 David Forte, Planner I, Projects & Comprehensive Planning 
 Lynette Harris, Urban Planner I, Projects & Comprehensive Planning 
 Karen Spitsbergen, Board Clerk, Development Review  
 
 8:32 AM Quasi-Judicial Meeting Convened 

1. The meeting was called to order at 8:32 a.m. with 7 voting members present.  
2. Invocation and pledge was given by Wingate. 
3. Proof of Publication was given by the Board Clerk. 
4. Rezoning Public Hearings 

A. Case No.: Z-2011-02 
 Location: 5890 Hwy 99 (05-3N-32-1310-000-000) 
 From: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District (5 du/100 

acres on one acre parcels)  
 To:  VAG-2, Villages Agriculture District (1 du/ 5 

acres) 
 Requested by: Michael E. Black, Owner 
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PB Meeting Summary 
February 7, 2011 
Page 2 of 5 
 

Speakers: Michael E Black, Owner 
David Forte 

 Howard D. Maines   
Motion was made by Barry to accept staff’s findings of fact for criterion 2, 4, 
and 5 and amended staff’s criterion 1 to reflect consistency with CPP 7.A.4.3 
states “higher densities will be discouraged” and cannot be intended as a 
basis for denial of this rezoning; criterion 3 surrounding uses are compatible 
with the requested zoning; and criterion 6  would result in a logical and orderly 
development pattern; and recommend approval of the VAG-2 request, 
seconded by Tate and passed unanimously (7-0).  

 9:30 AM Quasi-Judicial Meeting Adjourned 
 9:35 AM JLUS IOC Meeting Convened 

 1. The meeting was called to order at 9:35 a.m.  
 2. Stephanie Oram, Navy Representative gave a brief synopsis of the upcoming 

revisions to the AICUZ zones.  There will be some changes to the noise contours 
and the AIPD zones.  The Wind turbine ordinance will have no impact on the 
mission of the Navy at this time; however, should in the future a wind farm be 
suggested there may be some comments from the Navy depending on the location 
of the farm.   

 9:40 AM JLUS IOC Meeting Adjourned  
 9:41 AM Regular Meeting Convened 

 1. The meeting was called to order at 9:41 a.m. with 7 voting members present. 
2. Proof of publication was given by the Board Clerk. 
3.  Board Minutes 

A. RECOMMENDATION:  That the Planning Board review and approve the 
Meeting Summary Minutes of the January 19, 2011 Planning Board Meeting. 
Motion was made by Davis to approve the meeting minutes, seconded 
by Barry and passed unanimously (7-0). 

B. Planning Board Monthly Action Follow-up Report for February 2011. 
 C. Planning Board 6-Month Outlook for February 2011. 
4. Public Hearings 

A. LDC Ordinance – Article 3, 6 & 9 “Single Family Living”; presented by T. 
Lloyd Kerr, Bureau Chief, Development Services 
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PB Meeting Summary 
February 7, 2011 
Page 3 of 5 
 

RECOMMENDATION:   
 
That the Planning Board review and recommend approval to the Board of 
County Commissioners (BCC) for adoption, an Ordinance to the Land 
Development Code (LDC) amending Article 3 “Definitions,” to amend the 
definition of “dwelling, single-family” and define “family”; amending Article 6 
“Zoning Districts,” creating Section 6.04.18 to restrict occupancies in 
designated residential zoning districts to single family units; amending Article 
9 “Nonconforming Uses and Noncomplying Structures”, creating Section 
9.08.00. 
Speakers:      
  Elisabeth Barber  Dorothy Dubuisson  
  Alexis Bolin   Jim Hunt 
  Steve Warner  Dave Thomas 
  Eva Peterson  Steve Littlejohn 
  Commissioner Robertson 
     
After public input and discussion, the Board adopted the ordinance with 
the following changes to Draft 3B of the ordinance: 
1. Changing the language on page 2, line 9 through 10, to read “In all 

single family zoning districts,” 
2. Strike the language at the end of line 12 and 13 and end the 

paragraph as “that is arranged, intended or designed for one family.” 
3. Include on lines 24 and 26, “whether or not” where specified. 
4. Strike Section 2 Item C related to temporary guests from the 

ordinance. 
5. Include the definition of “fraternity/sorority house” to say see 

“family.” 
5. Section 3: to be consistent with the definition of single family 

dwelling throughout the ordinance. 
6. Section 4: strike all proposed language and insert language “The 
provisions of this Article shall not apply to any nonconforming uses in 
violation of Section 6.04.18.  Such uses shall cease as of the effective 
date of the ordinance establishing 6.04.18. Nothing in this section shall 
impair or terminate any lawful contract or lease in existence prior to the 
effective date of the ordinance establishing Section 6.04.18.” 
Motion was made by Tate to approve with the changes mentioned to the 
ordinance and forward to the BCC, seconded by Barry and passed (6-1) 
with Sindel opposed. 
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B.  LDC Ordinance – Articles 3, 6 & 7 “Outdoor Storage & Outdoor 

Screening”: presented by T. Lloyd Kerr, Bureau Chief, Development 
Services 

 
 RECOMMENDATION: 

 
That the Planning Board review and recommend approval to the Board of 
County Commissioners (BCC) for adoption, an Ordinance to the Land 
Development Code (LDC) amending Article 3 “Definitions,” to define “outdoor 
sales” and redefine “outdoor storage”; amending Article 6 “Zoning Districts,” 
to create Section 6.04.18 to add tables for outdoor storage categories and 
outdoor standards and amending Sections 6.05.14 and 6.05.16 to establish 
the zoning districts where outdoor sales are permitted; and amending Article 
7 “Performance Standards” to clarify screening for outdoor storage. 
 
Motion was made by Tate to recommend approval of the ordinance and 
forward to the BCC, seconded by Goodloe, and passed unanimously (7-
0). 

 
5. Action/Discussion/Info Reports 
 

A. Discussion Item – Proposed LDC Ordinance – Storage of Hazardous 
Material in Industrial Zoning Districts  

 
 Board recommended staff to get clear direction regarding this issue 

from the BCC.   
 
B. Discussion Item – Planning Board Mission, Assignments & Projects for FY 

2010/11 
 
 No Action taken 
 
C. Information Report – CPA – EAR Based Amendments - Remedial 

Amendments:  Revisions made to Ordinance No. 2010-16 
 
 Staff informed Board about Notice of Intent issued February 7, 2011 from 

DCA.   
 

6. Bureau Chief’s Report 
 No report. 

7. County Attorney’s Report 
No report.   
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8. Announcements/Communications 
  No announcement/communications made. 
9. Scheduling of Future Meetings 

A. The next Regular Planning Board meeting is scheduled for Monday, March 
7, 2011 at 8:30 a.m., in the Escambia County Central Office Complex, Board 
Meeting Room, Room 104, 3363 West Park Place, Pensacola, Florida. 

10.  Adjournment 
12:41 PM – Regular Board Meeting Adjourned 
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    Action    Item #:  1.     
Growth Management Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Action Item – Fiddler’s Walk Final Plat Permit # 05101590
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board take the following actions concerning the recording of the Final Plat of Fiddler’s
Walk, (a 47 lot single family residential subdivision), located in the Cantonment Community on
West Roberts Road, and lying west of U.S. Highway 29. Fiddler's Walk subdivison is owned and
developed by J. Taylor Homes, Inc. Prior to recording, the County Engineer, County Surveyor,
Development Services Bureau Chief and the Clerk of the Circuit Court must sign the Final Plat,
as set forth in Section 4.02.07.E, of the Escambia County Land Development Code. Also, prior
to recording, the County Surveyor must sign the Final Plat as set forth in Chapter 177.081 (1)
Florida Statutes;

A. Approve the final plat for recording; 

B. Approve the street name “Fiddlers Circle”; 

C. Accept all public easements, drainage improvements within public easements/public parcels,
Parcel "A" Detention/ Retention Pond (1.74 acres) as depicted upon the final plat for permanent
County maintenance subject to the transfer of the stormwater system to operation and
maintenance phase through the water management district. 
The cost of maintenance for drainage improvements are to be funded through the establishment
of a stormwater management MSBU (Municipal Services Benefit Unit); and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute a Two Year Warranty Agreement.

BACKGROUND:
The preliminary plat was approved on February 15, 2006. Construction Plans were approved on
February 11, 2010. The Escambia County Department of Public Safety approved the street
name “Fiddler’s Circle” on February 15, 2006. Development Services Bureau inspected the
improvements on February 15, 2011 and found improvements substantially complete and in
accordance with applicable County requirements. An executed Two Year Warranty Agreement
will be recorded with the final plat. Staff has reviewed the final plat. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
There will be indirect staff costs associated with the review of the final plat, inspections and



There will be indirect staff costs associated with the review of the final plat, inspections and
preparation of this recommendation. The Road Department is being copied to ensure all future
maintenance requirements can be accommodated in upcoming budgets.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
This recommendation is consistent with previous practices of the County Attorney’s Office. The
Two Year Warranty Agreement was reviewed and approved by Stephen West on February 11,
2011. 

PERSONNEL:
All work associated with this recommendation was done in-house and no additional staff was
required. Future Road Department budgets will reflect additional cost to maintain these
improvements. 

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Based on the County Land Development Code – providing procurement for surety to warrant
subdivision improvements (Ord. #2002-9) and the Florida State Plat Act - Chapter 177.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Once the final plat has been approved by the Board and final sign-offs given by the County
Engineer, County Surveyor and Development Services Bureau Chief, it will be transmitted to the
Clerk of Court’s Office for recording in the public records of Escambia County, Florida.

Staff has been in contact with the developer’s engineer/surveyor, County Road Department,
County Building Inspections and Development Services Bureau.

Attachments
Vicinity Map
Two Year Warranty with Surety
Final Plat
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    Consent    Item #:  1.     
Growth Management Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Schedule Public Hearing
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board authorize the scheduling of the following Public Hearing(s):

Thursday, April 7, 2011

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing to amend the Official Zoning Map to include the following
Rezoning Cases to be heard by the Planning Board on March 7, 2011.

1. Case No.: Z-2011-03
  Location: 207, 209, and 211 Yoakum Court
  Property Reference
No.:

46-1S-30-2001-014-001, 46-1S-30-2001-015-001,
46-1S-30-2001-016-001

  Property Size: 0.53 (+/-) acres
  From: R-6, Neighborhood Commercial and Residential District (cumulative),

High Density (25 du/acre)
  To: C-2, General Commercial and Light Manufacturing District (cumulative)

(25 du/acre)
  FLU Category: MU-1, Mixed Use-1
  Commissioner
District

3

  Requested by: Tom Hammond, Agent for 
Jennifer Streckel, Owner

     
     
     
2. Case No.: Z-2011-04
  Location: 831 Trammel Blvd, 1000 Blk Trammel Blvd, and 825 Diamond Dairy Rd
  Property Reference
No.:

26-1S-30-2101-001-034, 26-1S-30-2101-003-034,
26-1S-30-2101-000-034

  Property Size: 0.63 (+/-) acres
  From: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District (cumulative), High

Density (20 du/acre)
  To: C-1, Retail Commercial District (cumulative) (25 du/acre)



  FLU Category: MU-1, Mixed Use-1
  Commissioner
District:

3

  Requested By: Khalifah Mohamed, Agent for
Mohamed A. Mohamed, Owner

     
     
     
3. Case No.: 2011-05
  Location: 6751 N Palafox St
  Property Reference
No.:

27-1S-30-3101-003-053

  Property Size: 1.63 (+/-) acres
  From: R-6, Neighborhood Commercial and Residential District (cumulative),

High Density (25 du/acre)
  To: C-2, General Commercial and Light Manufacturing District (cumulative)

(25 du/acre)
  FLU Category: C, Commercial
  Commissioner
District:

3

  Requested by: Glynn Clark, Agent for
Debra P. Buckley, Owner

2.  5:46 p.m. - Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance - Articles 3,6 & 7 "Outside Sales and Storage"

3.  5:47 p.m. - Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance - Articles 3,6 & 9 "Single Family Living"



AI-470     Item #:  10.     
BCC Regular Meeting
Date: 03/03/2011  

SUBJECT:

Attachments
County Administrator's Report



           

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT
March 3, 2011

           

I.   Technical/Public Service Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for the
Community & Environment Bureau - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community &
Environment Interim Bureau Chief

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property concerning a Dell
Latitude D620 laptop computer, Property Number 55811, currently assigned to the
Extension Office, to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of, as described
on the Disposition Form.

 

2. Recommendation Concerning Request for Disposition of Property for the County
Administrator's Office - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, CPA PE, County Administrator

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property for a Dell CPU,
Property Identification Number 54766, and a Dell computer laptop, Property
Identification Number 53522.

 

3. Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of County Property for
the Community Services Division - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment
Interim Bureau Chief  

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property for property which
is described and listed on the form, with reason for disposition stated; the items
are to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of.

 

4. Recommendation Concerning the Requests for Disposition of Property for the
Office of Purchasing - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services
Bureau Chief

That the Board approve the three Requests for Disposition of Property for seven
computers and one fax machine for the Office of Purchasing, for property which is
described and listed on the Disposition Forms with Bureau and reason stated
(obsolescence).

 



           

II.  Budget/Finance Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning the State of Florida, Division of Emergency
Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, Contract
Number 11-BG-05-01-27-01-136  - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Bureau
Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the State of Florida, Division of
Emergency Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement:

A.  Approve the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, amending Paragraph 19 (j)
of Contract Number 11-BG-05-01-27-01-136, to allow for the use of travel
reimbursement rates established by the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners' Policy; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement and
all related documents required to implement this Grant Agreement.

[Funding:  Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330405]
 

2. Recommendation Concerning the State of Florida, Division of Emergency
Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, Contract
Number 11-FG-7W-01-27-01-036 - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the State of Florida, Division of
Emergency Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement:

A.  Approve the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, amending Paragraph 19 (j) of
Contract Number 11-FG-7W-01-27-01-036, to allow for the use of travel
reimbursement rates established by the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners' Policy; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement and
all related documents required to implement this Grant Agreement.

[Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330409]
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3. Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #118 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment
#118, Other Grants and Projects Fund (110) in the amount of $2,678, to recognize
additional proceeds from an Agreement between Workforce Escarosa, Inc., and
the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, and to appropriate these
funds for the Non-Custodial Parent Placement Program (NCPPP).

 

4. Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #119 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment
#119, Transportation Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $277,500, to recognize the
estimated proceeds from the sale of Public Works Bureau equipment, and to
appropriate these funds for purchasing replacement equipment. 

 

5. Recommendation Concerning Budget Amendment #120 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve Budget Amendment #120, General Fund (001) in the
amount of $1,500,000, moving funds from the Santa Rosa Island (SRI) Drainage
Project to Reserves, as a result of the recent legal ruling in favor of the residential
plaintiffs on the Portofino taxation and valuation lawsuit against the Escambia
County Tax Collector and Property Appraiser.

 

6. Recommendation Concerning Vending Machine Services - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board extend the Contract for Vending Machine Services, PD 09-10.047,
to R & R Vending for one year, effective date April 8, 2011, at the current vending
prices, with the snack vending commissions remaining at 20% and the 
20-ounce bottles commission reduced from 35% to 25%.

 

7. Recommendation Concerning Pest and Rodent Control Services Contract
Extension - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve the Pest and Rodent Control Services Contract extension
for a 24-month period, according to the terms and conditions of the original
Contract, PD 07-08.056, for an annual estimated amount of $23,842.

[Funding: Fund 001, General Fund, Object Code 53401, Cost Center 210602]
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8. Recommendation Concerning Purchase Order for Accela Land Records
Management Software Maintenance - T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Development Services
Bureau Chief

That the Board approve and authorize a Purchase Order, in the amount of
$117,719, to Accela, Inc., for proprietary annual software maintenance for
Escambia County.

[Funding: Fund 001, General Fund, Cost Center 140101, Information Systems -
$58,859.50 and Fund 406, Building Inspections Fund, Cost Center 250101,
Permitting - $58,859.50]

 

9. Recommendation Concerning the Purchase of Real Property Located at 11800
and 11860 Mobile Highway from Gregory and Linda English - Joy D. Blackmon,
P.E., Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action regarding the purchase of two parcels of
real property located at 11800 and 10860 Mobile Highway (Parcel #4 = 1.68 
acres / Parcel #5 = 2.63 acres / Total acreage = 4.31) from Gregory and Linda
English: 

A.  Authorize the purchase of two parcels of real property (Parcel # 4 = 1.68 acres /
Parcel # 5 = 2.63 acres / Total acreage = 4.31) from Gregory and Linda English for
$888,500, which is the average of two appraisals, in accordance with the terms
and conditions contained in the Contract for Sale and Purchase; and

B.  Authorize the County Attorney to prepare and the Chairman or Vice Chairman
to execute any documents necessary to complete the purchase, subject to Legal
review and sign-off, without further action of the Board.

The property will be used as the first major, public, boat-ramp site on the lower
Perdido River. 

[Funding Source:  Fund 352, Lost III, Account 220102/56101, Project 08NE0018
"Boat Ramps"; and Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Account 220807/56101,
Vessel Registration Fees]
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10. Recommendation Concerning a Change Order for Aero Training & Rental, Inc.,
for Landfill Mining, Perdido Landfill - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community &
Environment Interim Bureau Chief

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the
following Change Order:

Bureau: Community &
Environment

 

Division: Solid Waste Management  
Type: Addition  
Amount: $900,000  
Vendor: Aero Training & Rental,

Inc.
 

Project Name: Landfill Mining, Perdido
Landfill

 

PO# 291660  
CO# 2  
Original Award Amount:  $4,623,981.97
Original P.O. Amount:  2,200,000.00
Cumulative Amount of Change
Orders thru CO #2

 900,000.00

New P.O. Amount  $3,100,000.00

[Funding: Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise Fund, Cost Center 220605, Object
Code 56301]
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11. Recommendation Concerning the Acquisition of Easements in the Olive
Road/University Parkway Area and Acceptance of Funds for Pipe Material Costs
from Olive Baptist Church, Inc. - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works
Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the acquisition of Easements,
by donation, in the Olive Road/ University Parkway area and acceptance of funds
for pipe material costs from Olive Baptist Church, Inc.: 

A.  Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to or associated
with the acquisition of property, by donation, for drainage Easements in the Olive
Road/University Parkway area, to gather information, and to conduct inspections
as needed to allow the Board’s acceptance of the real property;

B.  Authorize the payment of documentary stamps because the property is being
acquired for governmental use, which is for Easements, and the County benefits
from these acquisitions because they facilitate the installation of stormwater
drainage improvements, resulting in a more efficient stormwater drainage
system and the enhancement of the quality of life for the citizens of Escambia
County;

C.  Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the
acquisition of these properties, including but not limited to a title search and
recording of documents; 

D.  Authorize the acceptance of funds from Olive Baptist Church, Inc., in the
amount of $13,437.50, for the cost of the pipe material;
 
E.  Authorize staff to proceed with the project upon receipt of funds and the
required Easement; and  

F.  Authorize staff to prepare and the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the
Easements as of the day of delivery of the Easements to the Chairman or Vice
Chairman, and authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the
Board’s acceptance at that time, subject to Legal review and sign-off. 

The area lying northwest of Olive Road and University Parkway has a history of
stormwater drainage issues.  Olive Baptist Church, Inc., plans to implement site
improvements and is working with the County to minimize future impact to the
drainage system in the area.  The County has identified an area of need for a
drainage Easement along the northern boundary of a portion of the Olive Baptist
Church, Inc., property.  Olive Baptist Church, Inc., has agreed to convey an
Easement to the County and provide $13,437.50 for the pipe material.  [Funding
Source:  Fund 181, “Master Drainage Basin VII”, Account 210725/56301]
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12. Recommendation Concerning the Operation of the Pensacola Transfer Station -
Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Interim Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the Pensacola Transfer
Station:

A.  Authorize the County Administrator to approve the Escambia County Solid
Waste Management Division to continue to operate the Pensacola Transfer
Station upon culmination of the Legal Settlement Agreement between Allied
Waste Services of North America, LLC, and Escambia County, effective April 15,
2011; 

B.  Reject all bids received on February 8, 2011, for PD 10-11.012, Palafox Street
Transfer Station Operations; and

C.  Authorize the County to Piggyback off the National Joint Powers Alliance
(NJPA) Contract, IFB# 092409, in accordance with the Escambia County Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44, Application; Exemptions; and
Section 46-64, Award approval and threshold authority, for the purpose of
awarding a Purchase Order to Thompson Tractor Company, Inc., for the
acquisition of one Caterpillar 966H Wheel Loader, in the total amount of
$391,814.15, for Solid Waste Management. 
  
[Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code (Multiple)] 
[Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code 56401 -
$391,814.15]
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III. For Discussion
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Federal Lobbying Services for Escambia County -
Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning Federal Lobbying Services for
Escambia County:

A.  Authorize the engagement of a firm to provide Federal Lobbying Services for
Escambia County Board of Commissioners for the period of 12 months,
beginning March 3, 2011, for an amount not to exceed $84,000; and 

B.  Approve the ranking, as follows, and authorize the County Administrator to
execute an Agreement with the firm which ranked #1 for the Request for Proposal
PD 10-11.001:

1. The MWW Group
2. Alcalde & Faye
3. Blank & Rome Government Relations, LLC

[Funding:  Fund 102, Economic Development Fund, Cost Center 360704]
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    Technical/Public Service Consent    Item #:  1.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Request for Disposition of Property
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Interim Bureau Chief
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for the Community
& Environment Bureau - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Interim Bureau
Chief

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property concerning a Dell
Latitude D620 laptop computer, Property Number 55811, currently assigned to the
Extension Office, to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of, as described on
the Disposition Form.

BACKGROUND:
The Dell Latitude D620 laptop computer, PN 55811, was received at the Extension
Office in April 2007. In May/June 2010 the laptop quit working. The University of Florida
IT Expert determined that the motherboard had gone bad in the unit. Several months
later, this was confirmed by the County’s IT tech. Extension was notified by County IT
that the laptop would cost more to repair rather than replace. This action is to officially
remove it from Extension’s property asset list. The Extension Office is currently awaiting
a replacement laptop computer from County IT.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:



In compliance with FS 274.07 and BCC Policy B-1, 2, Section II, Procedures for
Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
EXT-Dell Laptop PN55811-Disposition





    Technical/Public Service Consent    Item #:  2.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Disposition of Surplus County Property
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, CPA PE
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Request for Disposition of Property for the County
Administrator's Office - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, CPA PE, County Administrator

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property for a Dell CPU, Property
Identification Number 54766, and a Dell computer laptop, Property Identification
Number 53522.

BACKGROUND:
The items listed on the attached Request for Disposition of Property have been checked
and declared unusable by Information Technology.  The Request for Disposition of
Property has been signed by all applicable authorities, including Information Technology
and the County Administrator or his designee.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
None

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with FS 274.07 and Board Policy, Section II, Part
B.1, Procedures for Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval by the Board, the item will be disposed of according to the Disposition of



Upon approval by the Board, the item will be disposed of according to the Disposition of
County Property Policy.

Attachments
CAO Property Disposition





    Technical/Public Service Consent    Item #:  3.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Request for Disposition of Property
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Interim Bureau Chief
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of County Property for the
Community Services Division - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Interim
Bureau Chief  

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property for property which is
described and listed on the form, with reason for disposition stated; the items are to be
auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of.

BACKGROUND:
The property at issue are asset #43741, an air conditioning/heating unit purchased in
1996 for a since-renovated community center; asset #48704, a fax machine purchased
in 2000 with grant funds from the Non-Custodial Parent Placement Program
(NCPPP) grant; and asset #48705, a multifunction printer/copier also purchased in 2000
with the same funds as the previous asset.  With the termination of the NCPPP grant in
June 2010, assets #48704 and #48705 reverted back to the State of Florida as the
issuer of the grant, and are no longer County property.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with FS 274.07 and BCC Policy B-1, 2, Section II,



This recommendation is in compliance with FS 274.07 and BCC Policy B-1, 2, Section II,
Procedures for Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Request for Disposition of Property Form





    Technical/Public Service Consent    Item #:  4.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Disposition of Surplus County Property
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Requests for Disposition of Property for the Office of
Purchasing - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve the three Requests for Disposition of Property for seven
computers and one fax machine for the Office of Purchasing, for property which is
described and listed on the Disposition Forms with Bureau and reason stated
(obsolescence).

BACKGROUND:
Surplus Property for the Office Of Purchasing for property which is described and listed
on the Disposition Forms with Bureau and reason stated.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
NA

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
NA

PERSONNEL:
NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This Recommendation is in compliance with FS 274.07 and Board Policy, Section II, Part
B.1, Procedures for Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
NA



NA

Attachments
Disposition Forms









    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  1.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management Modification #1 to
Grant Agreement, Contract Number 11-BG-05-01-27-01-136

From: Mike Weaver
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management
Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, Contract Number 11-BG-05-01-27-01-136  -
Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the State of Florida, Division of
Emergency Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement:

A.  Approve the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, amending Paragraph 19 (j)
of Contract Number 11-BG-05-01-27-01-136, to allow for the use of travel
reimbursement rates established by the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners' Policy; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement and all
related documents required to implement this Grant Agreement.

[Funding:  Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330405]

BACKGROUND:

Section 112.061, Fla. Stat. has recently been re-interpreted by the State of Florida,
Division of Emergency Management Attorney rendering locally approved travel
reimbursement rates, specifically GSA rates, ineligible for reimbursement within the
grant.  As a result, the State requires a modification to the contract to allow travel
reimbursement rates, as established by Escambia County Board of
County Commissioners policy, to be eligible within the grant.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A



N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney, has reviewed the agreement and approved it as
to form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board of County Commissioners' policies require grant agreements be approved by it.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This grant is being coordinated with the State of Florida, Division of Emergency
Management.

Attachments
Mod. #1 Agreement





    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  2.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management Modification #1 to
Grant Agreement, Contract Number 11-FG-7W-01-27-01-036

From: Mike Weaver
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management
Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, Contract Number 11-FG-7W-01-27-01-036 -
Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the State of Florida, Division of
Emergency Management Modification #1 to Grant Agreement:

A.  Approve the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement, amending Paragraph 19 (j) of
Contract Number 11-FG-7W-01-27-01-036, to allow for the use of travel reimbursement
rates established by the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners' Policy; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Modification #1 to Grant Agreement and all
related documents required to implement this Grant Agreement.

[Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330409]

BACKGROUND:
Section 112.061, Fla. Stat. has recently been re-interpreted by the State of Florida,
Division of Emergency Management Attorney rendering locally approved travel
reimbursement rates, specifically GSA rates, ineligible for reimbursement within the
grant.  As a result, the State requires a modification to the contract to allow travel
reimbursement rates, as established by Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners policy, to be eligible within the grant.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A



LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney, has reviewed the agreement and approved it as
to form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board of County Commissioners' policies require grant agreements be approved by it.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This grant is being coordinated with the State of Florida, Division of Emergency
Management.

Attachments
Mod. #1





    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  3.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Supplemental Budget Amendment #118 - Non-Custodial Parent
Placement (NCPPP) Grant Agreement

From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #118 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment #118,
Other Grants and Projects Fund (110) in the amount of $2,678, to recognize additional
proceeds from an Agreement between Workforce Escarosa, Inc., and the Escambia
County Board of County Commissioners, and to appropriate these funds for the
Non-Custodial Parent Placement Program (NCPPP).

BACKGROUND:
The Non-Custodial Parent Placement Program helps individuals that are court ordered
to pay child support with job placement and/or placement in higher paying jobs if they
are currently employed.  This grant-funded program is housed under the Community &
Environment Bureau.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment will increase Fund 110 by $2,678.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires increases and decreases in revenues to be approved by the Board.



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
SBA#118



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County Resolution Number

Supplemental Budget Amendment Resolution R2011-

  WHEREAS, the following revenues were unanticipated in the adopted budget for Escambia County
and the Board of County Commissioners now desires to appropriate said funds within the budget.

  WHEREAS, the County was awarded additional grant funds from an agreement between Workforce 
Escarosa, Inc. and Escambia County Board of County Commissioners for the Non-Custodial Parent 
Placement Program, and these funds must be recognized and appropriated accordingly

  NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners of Escambia County, Florida,
that in accordance with Florida Statutes, Section 129.06 (2d), it does hereby appropriate in the following
funds and accounts in the budget of the fiscal year ending September 30, 2011:

Other Grants & Projects 110
Fund Name Fund Number

Revenue Title Fund Number Account Code Amount
Non-Custodial Parent Place Prog. 110 331611 2,678

Total $2,678

Account Code/
Appropriations Title Fund Number/Cost Center Project Number Amount

Other Current Charges & Obligations 110/220203 54901 2,678

Total $2,678

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners of Escambia County, Florida,
that the foregoing Supplemental Budget Amendment be made effective upon adoption of this Resolution

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ERNIE LEE MAGAHA OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

Kevin W. White, Chairman
Deputy Clerk

Adopted

OMB Approved

Supplemental Budget Amendment
#118



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  4.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Supplemental Budget Amendment #119 – Equipment Sale Proceeds
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #119 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment #119,
Transportation Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $277,500, to recognize the estimated
proceeds from the sale of Public Works Bureau equipment, and to appropriate these
funds for purchasing replacement equipment. 

BACKGROUND:
The Escambia County Public Works Bureau will be auctioning old equipment and
replacing it with new equipment.  Sale proceeds are expected to be $277,500 and these
funds are being appropriated back to Public Works to help cover the cost of the
replacement equipment. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment will increase Fund 175 by $277,500. 

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A 

PERSONNEL:
N/A 

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board of County Commissioners’ policy requires increases and decreases in revenues
to be approved by the Board. 



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
sba119



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County Resolution Number

Supplemental Budget Amendment Resolution R2011-

  WHEREAS, the following revenues were unanticipated in the adopted budget for Escambia County
and the Board of County Commissioners now desires to appropriate said funds within the budget.

     WHEREAS, Escambia County will receive proceeds from the sale of Road Department equipment ,
and these funds must be recognized and appropriated.

  NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners of Escambia County, Florida,
that in accordance with Florida Statutes, Section 129.06 (2d), it does hereby appropriate in the following
funds and accounts in the budget of the fiscal year ending September 30, 2011:

Transportation Trust 175
Fund Name Fund Number

Revenue Title Fund Number Account Code Amount
Sale of Equipment 175 364002 $277,500

Total $277,500

Account Code/
Appropriations Title Fund Number/Cost Center Project Number Amount

Machinery & Equipment 175/210405 56401 $277,500

Total $277,500

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners of Escambia County, Florida,
that the foregoing Supplemental Budget Amendment be made effective upon adoption of this Resolution.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ERNIE LEE MAGAHA OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

Kevin W. White, Chairman
Deputy Clerk

Adopted

OMB Approved

Supplemental Budget Amendment
119



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  5.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Budget Amendment #120 - SRI Drainage Funds
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Budget Amendment #120 - Amy Lovoy, Management and
Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve Budget Amendment #120, General Fund (001) in the amount of
$1,500,000, moving funds from the Santa Rosa Island (SRI) Drainage Project to
Reserves, as a result of the recent legal ruling in favor of the residential plaintiffs on the
Portofino taxation and valuation lawsuit against the Escambia County Tax Collector and
Property Appraiser.

BACKGROUND:
Recently the courts ruled in favor of the residential plaintiffs on the Portofino lawsuit.  As
a result, approximately $1,500,000 in Ad-Valorem funds may have to be refunded to the
plaintiffs.  These funds will be set aside in a reserve account pending the final outcome
of the case.  The Escambia County Tax Collector and Property Appraiser have appealed
this ruling currently, a date for the re-hearing has not been set at this time.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment transfers funds from from the SRI Drainage Improvments to Reserves
pending the final outcome of the appeal of the Portofino Residential Lawsuit.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A



N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
SRI Drainage Funds



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County

Budget Amendment Request
Request Number

#120
Approval Authorities

Date Rec. Date Forward Approved Disapproved
Bureau Chief
Assistant County Administrator
County Administrator
Action by the Board

Transfer From: Fund 001/General Fund/SRIA Drainage
Fund/Department

Account Title Amount
Project Number Cost Center Account Code

Improvements Other than Bldgs. 211106 56301 1,500,000

     
    
    
    

Total $1,500,000

Transfer To: Fund 001/General Fund/Non-Departmental
Fund/Department

Account Title Amount
Project Number Cost Center Account Code

Reserves for Operating 110201 59805 1,500,000

     
 

Total $1,500,000

Detailed Justification:
Funds are being reallocated from the Santa Rosa Island Drainage Project to Reserves for Operating due to a recent ruling
by Judge Bell.
The Judge ruled in favor of the plaintiff regarding taxation and valuation of the Portofino Complex on Pensacola Beach, as
a result the loss in Ad-Valorem is calculated at $1,500,000, these funds will be now be set aside in reserves pending
the final outcome of the case. It is currently in appeal by the County Tax Collector and Property Appraiser.

 
OMB Analyst

Budget Manager Bureau Chief



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  6.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Vending Machine Services PD 09-10.047
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Vending Machine Services - Amy Lovoy, Management
and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board extend the Contract for Vending Machine Services, PD 09-10.047, to R
& R Vending for one year, effective date April 8, 2011, at the current vending prices, with
the snack vending commissions remaining at 20% and the 
20-ounce bottles commission reduced from 35% to 25%.

BACKGROUND:
Discussions were held with employee, contractor and purchasing representatives to
discuss a request for an increase in prices for vending machine products from the
contractor.  It was the consensus of the employee representatives they prefer the
current vending prices remain the same and accept the reduction from 35% to 25% in
the 20 ounce bottle commissions with the understanding it will reduce the amount of
dollars going into the Employee Appreciation Fund. Snack commissions remain the
same at 20%.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
NA

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
NA

PERSONNEL:
NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
NA



NA

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
NA

Attachments
R & R Vending Prices





    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  7.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Pest and Rodent Control Services Contract Extension, PD 07-08.056
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Pest and Rodent Control Services Contract Extension -
Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve the Pest and Rodent Control Services Contract extension for
a 24-month period, according to the terms and conditions of the original Contract, PD
07-08.056, for an annual estimated amount of $23,842.

[Funding: Fund 001, General Fund, Object Code 53401, Cost Center 210602]

BACKGROUND:
An Invitation to Bid was advertised in the Pensacola News Journal on March 9, 2008,
and mailed on March 10, 2008, for Pest and Rodent Control Services, PD 07-08.056. 
The terms of the Contract are 36 months with 2-12 month extensions. The solicitation
was sent to 20 vendors and 1 bid was received and opened on April 9, 2008.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
[Funding: Fund 001, General Fund, Object Code 53401, Cost Center 210602]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
Facilities Maintenance is the administrator for this Contract.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is consistent with the Escambia County, FL Code of Ordinance



This recommendation is consistent with the Escambia County, FL Code of Ordinance
Chapter 46 Finance, Article II Purchases and Contracts, Division 3 Procedures, Section
46-85.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Purchasing will issue the Purchase Orders.



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  8.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Purchase Order for Accela Land Records Management Software
Maintenance

From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Purchase Order for Accela Land Records Management
Software Maintenance - T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Development Services Bureau Chief

That the Board approve and authorize a Purchase Order, in the amount of $117,719, to
Accela, Inc., for proprietary annual software maintenance for Escambia County.

[Funding: Fund 001, General Fund, Cost Center 140101, Information Systems -
$58,859.50 and Fund 406, Building Inspections Fund, Cost Center 250101, Permitting -
$58,859.50]

BACKGROUND:
Each year, the Development Services Bureau, Building Inspections Division, and
Management and Budget Services Bureau, Information Technology Division, share
equally in the cost of the annual Accela land records management software
maintenance fees for all users in Escambia County. The Maintenance Agreement with
Accela, Inc. covers all upgrades and software improvements and releases related to its
software. County staff has carefully examined the Maintenance Agreement and
determined that it will be beneficial to Escambia County to renew the Maintenance
Agreement for all users.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds are available in Fund 001 General Fund, Cost Center 140101 Information
Systems, and Fund 406 Building Inspections Fund, Cost Center 250101 Permitting.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A



PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the provisions of the Code of Ordinances of
Escambia County, Florida, Chapter 46, Article II, Division 3, Section 81, Purchasing and
Contracts.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
No Implementation Required

The Building Inspections Division of the Development Services Bureau and the
Information Technology Division of the Management and Budget Services Bureau will
coordinate efforts on behalf of the County.

Attachments
Invoice 2010
IT Approval



10/28/2010
MR052456

Bill To: Ship To:

Purchase Order No. Customer ID Salesperson ID Contract No. Payment Terms

QuantityItem Number Description Unit PriceDiscount Ext. Price

Escambia County

1

ESCAMBIA,CO,FL 02-2005 Net 55

Escambia County

Date
Page

Pensacola FL    32522-7248

Building Inspections Division
P.O. Box 17248

Building Inspections Division
P.O. Box 17248
Pensacola FL    32522-7248

InvoiceRemit To:

#774375, 4375 Solutions Center
Chicago, IL  60677-4003

S. Dale Baker

Accela, Inc

12/22/2010
Due Date

S. Dale Baker

   $10,078.00          $0.00     $10,078.00        1.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AA_MAINT_CITIZEN ACCESS
   $49,088.00          $0.00        $516.72       95.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AA_MAINT_LAND MANAGEMENT
   $10,691.00          $0.00      $2,138.20        5.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AA_MAINT_LICENSING MODULE
   $22,445.00          $0.00        $561.13       40.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AA_MAINT_ACCELA WIRELESS
   $14,307.00          $0.00        $143.07      100.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AA_MAINT_ACCELA GIS
   $11,110.00          $0.00     $11,110.00        1.00 AA_MAINT_AUTOMATION AI_MAINT_ACCELA IVR

The Maintenance Fees are for the period:
December 22, 2010 to December 21, 2011.

Please direct invoice inquiries to the
Accounts Receivable Dept. at (925) 659-3275
or send an email to:
accountsreceivable@accela.com

$0.00 

$117,719.00 
$0.00 

$117,719.00 

$0.00 
$0.00 

Subtotal

Misc

Tax
Freight

Trade Discount

Total

WIRING INSTRUCTIONS
Wells Fargo Bank
For credit to: Accela, Inc.
Account: 412-1765507
ABA: 121000248



1

Gerald K Wooten

From: Veronica V. Fountain
Sent: Wednesday, February 02, 2011 12:26 PM
To: Gerald K Wooten
Cc: David A. Musselwhite
Subject: Re: Accela Invoice Payment

Good Afternoon Gerald 
Yes that will be fine.  The cost center is still 140101. If you would please let me know 
the purchase order number I would appreciate it.  Thanks 
 
Veronica Von-jola Fountain 
Information Technology Dept. 
Escambia County BOCC 
Office (850) 595-4659 
Fax (850) 595-0472 
 



1

Gerald K Wooten

From: Deana E. Stallworth
Sent: Wednesday, February 02, 2011 9:38 AM
To: Gerald K Wooten; David A. Musselwhite
Cc: Sherman D. Baker
Subject: RE: Accela Maintenance Agreement invoice

Hi Gerald! 

 

Great to hear from you.  I’m sorry, I no longer work in IT.  I work in Community & Environment 

Bureau now, but I’ve copied David Musselwhite on this, so hopefully you’ll be hearing from him 

soon regarding this Accela maintenance renewal.  For what it’s worth, that’s the right cost center, but 

he’ll still need to approve the usage.  Thanks! 

 

Deana 

 

From: Gerald K Wooten  
Sent: Wednesday, February 02, 2011 9:28 AM 
To: Deana E. Stallworth 
Cc: Sherman D. Baker 
Subject: Accela Maintenance Agreement invoice 
 
Good morning Deana! 
 
Dale Baker asked me to proceed with the payment of the invoice to Accela for the annual maintenance of the Accela 
Software. The invoice amount is for $117,719.00 and BID budgeted 50% at $58,860 from Fund 406. 
 
Last year I used Cost Center 140101 in Fund 001 to pay IT’s portion. Please let me know if it is ok for me to use this same 
cost center, or if I need to use another one. 
 
Once I hear from you I will begin with the recommendation since this will exceed the $50K threshold. 
 
Thanks, 
Gerald 
 

Gerald K. Wooten 
Accountant 
Building Inspections Division 
Escambia County Development Services Bureau 
Phone # (850)595-3586 
Fax # (850) 595-3589 
 
Escambia County is striving to maintain a high level of Customer Service and we would like to hear about your experience 
with us. Please complete our on-line customer service survey at the bottom of our webpage: 

http://www.myescambia.com/Bureaus/PublicInformation/Surveys.html 



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  9.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Purchase of Real Property Located at 11800 and 11860 Mobile
Highway from Gregory and Linda English

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Bureau Chief
Organization: Public Works-Infrastructure Branch
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Purchase of Real Property Located at 11800 and
11860 Mobile Highway from Gregory and Linda English - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E.,
Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action regarding the purchase of two parcels of real
property located at 11800 and 10860 Mobile Highway (Parcel #4 = 1.68 
acres / Parcel #5 = 2.63 acres / Total acreage = 4.31) from Gregory and Linda English: 

A.  Authorize the purchase of two parcels of real property (Parcel # 4 = 1.68 acres /
Parcel # 5 = 2.63 acres / Total acreage = 4.31) from Gregory and Linda English for
$888,500, which is the average of two appraisals, in accordance with the terms and
conditions contained in the Contract for Sale and Purchase; and

B.  Authorize the County Attorney to prepare and the Chairman or Vice Chairman to
execute any documents necessary to complete the purchase, subject to Legal review
and sign-off, without further action of the Board.

The property will be used as the first major, public, boat-ramp site on the lower Perdido
River. 

[Funding Source:  Fund 352, Lost III, Account 220102/56101, Project 08NE0018 "Boat
Ramps"; and Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Account 220807/56101, Vessel
Registration Fees]

BACKGROUND:
Meeting in regular session on January 7, 2010, the Board approved a recommendation



Meeting in regular session on January 7, 2010, the Board approved a recommendation
(which had been presented to the Committee of the Whole on December 17, 2009),
authorizing staff to initiate the purchase process for two parcels of property located at
11800 and 11860 Mobile Highway, owned by Gregory and Linda English (Parcel # 4
consists of 1.68 acres with residential structures and Parcel # 5 consists of 2.63 acres
with residential structures for a total acreage of 4.31 acres.)  The property will be used
as the first major public boat ramp site on the lower Perdido River.

Two appraisals were obtained, one by Staff, which placed a total value of $665,000 for
both parcels; and one by Gregory and Linda English, which placed a total value of
$1,112,000 for both parcels. The property owners indicated that they are amendable to
the average of the two appraisals ($888,500.)  Meeting in regular session on February
18, 2010, the Board authorized staff to make an offer to purchase this property for the
average of the two appraisals in the amount of $888,500.  The property owners agreed
to the offer and the terms and conditions contained in the Contract for Sale and
Purchase.  Staff is requesting Board authorization to proceed with this acquisition.  Any
offer approved by the Board shall include that the property owners will be responsible
for the payment of closing costs of documentary stamps and that the property owners
respond within 30 days from the date of the offer.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this project are available in Fund 352, Lost III, Account 220102/56101, Project
08NE0018 “Boat Ramps”,  and Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Account
220807/56101, Vessel Registration Fees.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney’s Office will prepare the closing documents and conduct the
closing for the purchase of this property.

PERSONNEL:
All work associated with this request is being done in-house and no additional staff is
required.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
These actions are consistent with the provisions of Section 46-139, Escambia County
Code of Ordinances.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon Board approval, Staff will maintain compliance with Section 46-139, Escambia
County Code of Ordinances.

Attachments
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Lot Seven (7), Section Ten (10), Township One (1) South, 
Range Thirty Two (32) West, thence West along the South line of said Lot 7 a distance of 820.43 
feet; thence North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 94.32 feet to the North right-of-way line of State 
Road No. 10; thence South 86 deg 51' West along State Road No. 10 a distance of 450 feet for the 
Point of beginning of this description; thence continue South 86 deg 51' West a distance of 150 
feet; thence North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 354 feet to the Perdido River; thence Easterly along 
said River 150 feet, more or less, to a line that is North 3 deg 09' West from the point of beginning; 
thence South 3 deg 09' East a distance of 342 feet to the point of beginning, less the South 30 feet 
for road right of way. This property is described according to an unrecorded survey made by J. W. 
Cook, Registered Land Surveyor, dated May 22, 1961. 
 
 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Section 10, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, 
Escambia County, Florida; thence West along the South line of said lot a distance of 820.43 feet; 
thence North 94.32 feet to the North right-of-way line of State Road 10; thence South 89 degrees 
51 minutes West along said right of way line 600 feet to the point of beginning; thence continue 
South 89 deg 51' West a distance of 75 feet; thence North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 336 feet 
more or less to Perdido River; thence Easterly along said river to a point North 3 deg 09' West a 
distance of 354 feet more or less from point of beginning; thence South 3 deg 09' East a distance of 
354 feet to point of beginning, being Lot 26 of an unrecorded subdivision known as Hudson 
Subdivision. 
 
 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Section 10, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, 
Escambia County, Florida; thence West along the South line of said Lot a distance of 820.43 feet; 
thence North 94.32 feet to the North right of way line of State Road 10; thence South 89 degrees 51 
minutes West along said right of way line 675 feet to point of beginning; thence continue South 89 
degrees 51minutes West a distance of 75 feet; thence North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 262 feet to  
Perdido River; thence Easterly along said river to a point North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 336 
feet more or less from point of beginning; thence South 3 degrees 09 minutes East a distance of 
336 feet to point of beginning. Being Lot 27 of an unrecorded subdivision. 
 
The Westerly 20 feet of the following described property: 
Commence at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Section 10, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, thence 
West along South line of said Lot 7 a distance of 820.43 feet; thence North a distance of 94.32’; 
thence South 86 deg 51' West along State Road No. 10 a distance of 150 feet to the Point of 
Beginning of this description; thence continue South 86 deg 51' West a distance of 300 feet; thence 
North 3 deg 09' West a distance of 342 feet to Perdido River; thence Easterly along said river to a 
line that is North 3 deg 09' West from the Point of Beginning; thence South 3 deg 09' East a 
distance of 292 feet to the Point of Beginning, all lying and being in Section 10, Township 1 South, 
Range 32 West, Escambia County, Florida. 
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Commence at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Section 10, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, thence 
West along the South line of said Lot 7 for 820.43 feet; thence North for 94.32 feet; thence South 
86° 51' 00" West along the North right of way line of State Road #10 for 260.00 feet and Point of 
Beginning; thence North 15° 08' 00" East for 180.00 feet to an iron rod and cap; thence North 08° 
33' 49" West for 107.35 feet to the waters edge of “Perdido River” and point hereafter designated 
Point “A”; thence from the beginning point run South 86° 51' 00" West for 170.00 feet to an iron 
rod and cap; thence North 03° 09' 00" West for 316.10 feet to the waters edge of “Perdido River”; 
thence Easterly along the meanderings of said waters edge to Point “A” and the terminous of this 
description.  
 
Also included the following easement: 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Section 10, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, 
thence West along the South line of said Lot 7 for 820.43 feet; thence North 94.32 feet; thence 
South 86° 51' 00" West along the North right of way line of State Road # 10 for 200.00 feet and 
Point of Beginning of a non-exclusive easement for ingress and egress; thence continue South 86° 
51' 00" West for 60.00 feet; thence North 15° 08' 16" East for 120.00 feet; thence Southeasterly to 
the Point of Beginning. 
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2/18/2010            Page  22  of  24  dch/lfc 

PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES – Continued 
 
 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 
 
 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 
 
 25. Acquisition of Property
 
  Motion made by Commissioner Robertson, seconded by Commissioner Valentino, and 

carried 3-2, with Commissioner White and Commissioner Robinson voting "no," taking 
the following action regarding the acquisition of two parcels of real property from Gregory 
and Linda English for a Boat Ramp Project on Perdido River at Mobile Highway (Funding 
Source: Fund 352, Local Option Sales Tax III, Account 220102/56101, 
Project 08NE0018, “Boat Ramps”): 

 
  A. Authorizing staff to make an offer to Gregory and Linda English to purchase two 

parcels of property (Parcel 4 = 1.68 acres / Parcel 5 = 2.63 acres / [for a] total of 
4.31 acres), for $888,500, which is the average of (the) two appraisals; and 

 
  B. Authorizing the County Attorney to prepare, and the Chairman or Vice Chairman to 

execute, any documents necessary to complete the acquisition of the properties. 
 
  Speaker(s):
 
  Gregory English 
 
COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT – Alison Rogers, County Attorney 
 
 I. FOR ACTION 
 

 1-3. Approval of Various For Action Items
 
Motion made by Commissioner White, seconded by Commissioner Valentino, and carried 
unanimously, approving For Action Items 1 through 3, as follows: 
 
 1. Approving termination of the Agreement for foreclosure services with Joyner & 

Jordan-Holmes, PLC (now known as Stiles, Taylor & Grace, P.A.), subject, in the 
discretion of the County Attorney, to satisfactory resolution of any outstanding 
foreclosure litigation. 
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Reference     
Printer Friendly Version

General Information

Reference: 101S327004000023

Account: 102455000

Owners: ENGLISH GREGORY & LINDA J 

Mail: 8828 KLONDIKE RD 
PENSACOLA, FL 32526

Situs: 11800-A MOBILE HWY

Use Code: SINGLE FAMILY RESID  

Taxing 
Authority:

COUNTY MSTU 

Tax Inquiry: Open Tax Inquiry Window

Tax Inquiry link courtesy of Janet Holley, 
Escambia County Tax Collector

2008 Certified Roll Assessment

Improvements: $108,255

Land: $25,855

Total: $134,110

Save Our Homes: $0

 
Disclaimer

Amendment 1 Calculations

Sales Data

Sale 
Date Book Page Value Type

Official 
Records 

(New 
Window)

11/2006 6040 1459 $200,000 WD View Instr

08/2005 5712 0455 $100 CT View Instr

12/2002 5026 1204 $164,900 WD View Instr

Official Records Inquiry courtesy of Ernie Lee Magaha, 
Escambia County Clerk of the Court

2008 Certified Roll Exemptions

None

Legal Description

BEG AT SE COR LT 7 W ALG S 
LI LT 7 820 43/100 FT N 94 
32/100 FT S 86 DEG 51 MIN W 
ALG N R/W LI SR#10...

Extra Features

None

Parcel 
Information View Online Map

 
Section 
Map Id: 
10-1S-32 
 
Approx. 
Acreage: 
1.6800 
 
County 
Zoned: 

Page 1 of 2escpaDetail 11800-A MOBILE HWY

6/23/2009http://www.escpa.org/Detail_a.aspx?s=101S327004000023
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Buildings

Building 1 - Address:11800-A MOBILE HWY, Year Built: 1979

FOUNDATION-PILINGS  
EXTERIOR WALL-VINYL SIDING  
NO. PLUMBING FIXTURES (6) 
DWELLING UNITS (1) 
ROOF FRAMING-IRR. ROOF DESGN 
ROOF COVER-COMPOSITION SHG 
INTERIOR WALL-DRYWALL-PLASTER 
FLOOR COVER-CARPET  
NO. STORIES (1) 
FLOOR COVER-HARD TILE/BRICK 
DECOR/MILLWORK-ABOVE AVERAGE  
HEAT/AIR-CENTRAL H/AC  
STRUCTURAL FRAME-WOOD FRAME  

Structural Elements 

BASE AREA - 2096 
OPEN PORCH UNF - 436 

Areas - 2532 Total SF 

 Images

None

The primary use of the assessment data is for the preparation of the current year tax roll. No 
responsibility or liability is assumed for inaccuracies or errors.
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     Navigate Mode   Account

Reference     
Printer Friendly Version

General Information

Reference: 101S327001000000

Account: 102449500

Owners: ENGLISH GREGORY S & LINDA J 

Mail: 8828 KLONDIKE RD 
PENSACOLA, FL 32526

Situs: 11860 MOBILE HWY

Use Code: SINGLE FAMILY RESID  

Taxing 
Authority:

COUNTY MSTU 

Tax Inquiry: Open Tax Inquiry Window

Tax Inquiry link courtesy of Janet Holley, 
Escambia County Tax Collector

2008 Certified Roll Assessment

Improvements: $260,714

Land: $52,093

Total: $312,807

Save Our Homes: $0

 
Disclaimer

Amendment 1 Calculations

Sales Data

Sale 
Date Book Page Value Type

Official 
Records 

(New 
Window)

10/2006 6007 0090 $400,000 WD View Instr

08/2005 5703 1589 $100 CT View Instr

09/2004 5511 1786 $100 QC View Instr

02/2004 5354 1852 $260,000 WD View Instr

Official Records Inquiry courtesy of Ernie Lee Magaha, 
Escambia County Clerk of the Court

2008 Certified Roll Exemptions

None

Legal Description

BEG AT SE COR OF LT 7 W ALG 
S LI OF LT 820 43/100 FT N 94 
32/100 FT TO N R/W LI OF 
STATE RD 10 S 89 DEG...

Extra Features

CARPORT 
METAL GARAGE 
UTILITY BLDG 

Parcel 
Information

View Online Map

 
Section 
Map Id: 
10-1S-32 
 
Approx. 
Acreage: 
2.6300 
 

Page 1 of 3escpaDetail 11860 MOBILE HWY
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ESCAMBIA COUNTY         
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

LWG  06/22/09        DISTRICT 1

PROPOSED BOAT RAMP PROPERTY ACQUISITION / PERDIDO RIVER @ MOBILE HIGHWAY

OWNER: GREGORY & LINDA  ENGLISH / PARCEL REFERENCE NUMBER 
10-1S-32-7001-000-000 / ACCOUNT # 102449500

PARCEL 5

PERDIDO RIVER



 
 

 

County 
Zoned: 
R-R 
 

     

Buildings

Building 1 - Address:11860 MOBILE HWY, Year Built: 1973

FOUNDATION-SLAB ON GRADE  
EXTERIOR WALL-BRICK-FACE  
NO. PLUMBING FIXTURES (5) 
DWELLING UNITS (1) 
ROOF FRAMING-GABLE  
ROOF COVER-COMPOSITION SHG 
INTERIOR WALL-DRYWALL-PLASTER 
FLOOR COVER-CARPET  
NO. STORIES (2) 
DECOR/MILLWORK-ABOVE AVERAGE  
HEAT/AIR-CENTRAL H/AC  
STRUCTURAL FRAME-WOOD FRAME  

Structural Elements 

BASE AREA - 1260 
BASE SEMI FIN - 980 
GARAGE FIN - 840 
OPEN PORCH FIN - 750 
UPPER STORY FIN - 2100 

Areas - 5930 Total SF 

 Images

05/06/03 

The primary use of the assessment data is for the preparation of the current year tax roll. No 
responsibility or liability is assumed for inaccuracies or errors.
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PARCEL # 4: GREGORY & LINDA  J. ENGLISH / 10-1S-32-7004-000-023  / 1.68 ACRES

PARCEL # 5: GREGORY & LINDA J. ENGLISH / 10-1S-32-7001-000-000 / 2.63 ACRES

4
5

PROPOSED ENGLISH PROPERTY ACQUISITION / PERDIDO RIVER @ MOBILE HIGHWAY

PERDIDO RIVER

ALABAMA

ESCAMBIA COUNTY         
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

LWG  01/27/10        DISTRICT 1

VICINITY MAP



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  10.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Change Order - Aero Training & Rental, Inc.
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Interim Bureau Chief
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a Change Order for Aero Training & Rental, Inc., for
Landfill Mining, Perdido Landfill - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Interim
Bureau Chief

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the following
Change Order:

Bureau: Community & Environment  
Division: Solid Waste Management  
Type: Addition  
Amount: $900,000  
Vendor: Aero Training & Rental, Inc.  
Project Name: Landfill Mining, Perdido

Landfill
 

PO# 291660  
CO# 2  
Original Award Amount:   $4,623,981.97
Original P.O. Amount:   2,200,000.00
Cumulative Amount of Change Orders thru
CO #2

  900,000.00

New P.O. Amount   $3,100,000.00

[Funding: Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise Fund, Cost Center 220605, Object Code
56301]



BACKGROUND:
On August 6, 2009, the Board of County Commissioners awarded an Indefinite Quantity,
Indefinite Delivery, Unit Price Contract to Aero Training & Rental, Inc., PD 08-09.052,
Landfill Mining, Perdido Landfill, for a total amount of $4,623,981.97. The Original P.O.
was not opened for the total amount approved, but instead was opened in the amount of
$2,200,000.00, in September, 2009. The remaining award amount was not encumbered
during the 2009 Fiscal Year and the first Change Order to provide new scheduled value,
with reductions and two additions, required no change in budget. However, the contract
was not placed on the Continuing Contract List for the next fiscal year.  This Change
Order request does not increase the award amount but instead adds an additional
$900,000.00 to the existing Purchase Order to allow for the continuance of necessary
landfill mining.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds are available in Fund 401 Solid Waste Enterprise Fund; Cost Center 220605;
Object Code 56301.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the provisions of the Code of Ordinances of
Escambia County, Florida, 1999, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II Purchases and
Contracts.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Community & Environment Bureau/Solid Waste Management Division will prepare the
necessary Change Order Request to be submitted to the Management and Budget
Services Bureau/Purchasing Division, and has coordinated the same with Clerk
Finance.  



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  11.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Acquisition of Easements in the Olive Road/University Parkway Area,
and Acceptance of Funds for Pipe Material Costs from Olive Baptist
Church, Inc.

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P. E., Bureau Chief
Organization: Public Works-Infrastructure Branch
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Acquisition of Easements in the Olive Road/University
Parkway Area and Acceptance of Funds for Pipe Material Costs from Olive Baptist
Church, Inc. - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the acquisition of Easements, by
donation, in the Olive Road/ University Parkway area and acceptance of funds for pipe
material costs from Olive Baptist Church, Inc.: 

A.  Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to or associated with the
acquisition of property, by donation, for drainage Easements in the Olive
Road/University Parkway area, to gather information, and to conduct inspections as
needed to allow the Board’s acceptance of the real property;

B.  Authorize the payment of documentary stamps because the property is being
acquired for governmental use, which is for Easements, and the County benefits from
these acquisitions because they facilitate the installation of stormwater drainage
improvements, resulting in a more efficient stormwater drainage system and the
enhancement of the quality of life for the citizens of Escambia County;

C.  Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the acquisition of
these properties, including but not limited to a title search and recording of documents; 

D.  Authorize the acceptance of funds from Olive Baptist Church, Inc., in the amount
of $13,437.50, for the cost of the pipe material;
 
E.  Authorize staff to proceed with the project upon receipt of funds and the required
Easement; and  



F.  Authorize staff to prepare and the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the
Easements as of the day of delivery of the Easements to the Chairman or Vice
Chairman, and authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the Board’s
acceptance at that time, subject to Legal review and sign-off. 

The area lying northwest of Olive Road and University Parkway has a history of
stormwater drainage issues.  Olive Baptist Church, Inc., plans to implement site
improvements and is working with the County to minimize future impact to the drainage
system in the area.  The County has identified an area of need for a drainage Easement
along the northern boundary of a portion of the Olive Baptist Church, Inc., property. 
Olive Baptist Church, Inc., has agreed to convey an Easement to the County and
provide $13,437.50 for the pipe material.  [Funding Source:  Fund 181, “Master
Drainage Basin VII”, Account 210725/56301]

BACKGROUND:
The area lying northwest of Olive Road and University Parkway has a history of
stormwater drainage issues. Olive Baptist Church, Inc., plans to implement site
improvements and is working with the County to minimize future impact to the drainage
system in the area. The County has identified an area of need for a drainage easement
along the northern boundary of a portion of the Olive Baptist Church property. Olive
Baptist Church has agreed to convey an easement to the County and provide
$13,437.50 for the pipe material.

Staff has reviewed this proposal and has no objection to the acceptance of the
easement or the funds.  Board approval is required to authorize the acceptance of the
easement and the funds.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this project are available in Fund 181 “Master Drainage Basin VII”,  Account
210725/56301.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Easement forms to be used in the acquisition process have been previously approved
by the County Attorney’s Office.

PERSONNEL:
All work associated with this request is being done in-house and no additional staff is
required.



POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Upon Board approval to begin the acquisition process, County Staff will proceed in
compliance with Section 46-139, Escambia County Code of Ordinances.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon Board approval, staff will proceed with the acquisition associated with this project.

Attachments
legal & sketch
Map
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ESCAMBIA COUNTY 
PUBLIC WORKS BUREAU 
LWG   02/10/11   DISTRICT 5

PROPOSED EASEMENT ACQUISITION / OLIVE BAPTIST CHURCH, INC.

OLIVE BAPTIST CHURCH, INC. PROPERTY

APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF EASEMENT



    Budget/Finance Consent    Item #:  12.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Pensacola Transfer Station 
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Interim Bureau Chief
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Operation of the Pensacola Transfer Station - Keith
Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Interim Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning the Pensacola Transfer Station:

A.  Authorize the County Administrator to approve the Escambia County Solid Waste
Management Division to continue to operate the Pensacola Transfer Station upon
culmination of the Legal Settlement Agreement between Allied Waste Services of North
America, LLC, and Escambia County, effective April 15, 2011; 

B.  Reject all bids received on February 8, 2011, for PD 10-11.012, Palafox Street
Transfer Station Operations; and

C.  Authorize the County to Piggyback off the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA)
Contract, IFB# 092409, in accordance with the Escambia County Code of Ordinances,
Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44, Application; Exemptions; and Section 46-64, Award
approval and threshold authority, for the purpose of awarding a Purchase Order to
Thompson Tractor Company, Inc., for the acquisition of one Caterpillar 966H Wheel
Loader, in the total amount of $391,814.15, for Solid Waste Management. 
  
[Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code (Multiple)] 
[Fund 401, Solid Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code 56401 -
$391,814.15]



BACKGROUND:
According to the terms of the Legal Settlement Agreement between Allied Waste
Services of North America, LLC and Escambia County, the existing agreement will
terminate on April 15, 2011 and Escambia County will be responsible for the day-to-day
operation of the Pensacola Transfer Station.  It was the County's choice to solicit bids to
provide an operator for the facility.  However, once bids were received, it was
immediately apparent that the acceptance of the lowest bid received, given the scope of
work necessary, could not be supported in the present budget.  A cost analysis was
then conducted, wherewith it was determined that with existing staff and the purchase of
a front loader for the purpose of processing waste deposited at the facility, Solid Waste
Management could perform the same scope of work more economically; thus, not
exceeding the allotted budget.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The Office of Management and Budget has reviewed the recommendation and based
upon the low cost bid, agrees that it is more economical for Solid Waste Management to
operate the Transfer Station.  

Funding for the operation of the Transfer Station will be allotted in Fund 401 Solid
Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code (Multiple).
 
Funding for the purchase of the Caterpillar 966H Wheel Loader is available in Fund 401
Solid Waste Enterprise, Cost Center 220612, Object Code 56401, ($391,814.15).

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Legal Settlement Agreement will terminate on April 15, 2011.

PERSONNEL:
On February 17, 2011,  the Board approved the reallocation of 2 positions in order to
accomodate for the necessary staff in the Transfer Station Weigh Station.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in accordance with the Escambia County Code of Ordinances,
1999, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II, Section 46-44 Application; Exemptions and
Section 46-64 Award approval and threshold authority.  Board approval is required for
expenditures over $50,000.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This recommendation has been coordinated with the Office of Management and
Budget/Purchasing Division.



Attachments
Transfer Station Cost Analysis
Purchase Request 966H Wheel Loader



Item Bidder 1 Bidder 2 Bidder 3 Solid Waste

Operation of Transfer Station (no CCC) N/A 531,000.00 606,840.00 358,300.00
* 900,000.00

                      TOTAL BID PORTION OPTION 1:

    TOTAL COST for Op of Transfer Station: N/A $531,000.00 $606,840.00 $358,300.00

* Note: Bidder 1 did not bid for operation without CCC

Solid Waste Estimated Expenses - TIP floor Cost Savings by Ops In-House
3 full-time Equipment Operators 139,000.00 Low Bid 531,000.00
Contingency for Overtime 10,000.00 Cost In-House 358,300.00
Purchase of Equipment % Savings 33%
                   ($590k amortized over 5 years) 118,000.00
Fuel & Maintenance of Equipment 29,700.00
Routine Scale Maintenance 40,000.00
Allocation of Personnel Costs 21,600.00
                                        Estimated Total: $358,300.00

Itemized Costs:
 Equipment Purchases Fuel Maintenance
     966 Loader  (New) 391,814.15 15,000.00 3,000.00
     226B3 Skid Steer   (New) 37,212.00 1,200.00 800.00
     YT60 Yard Mule  (Used) 49,500.00 1,200.00 1,000.00
     Sweeper Truck  (Used) 30,000.00 1,500.00 1,000.00
     Retrofit 550 Loader as Spare 75,000.00 3,000.00 2,000.00

TOTAL Equipment: 583,526.15 21,900.00 7,800.00
Allocation of Personnel Costs - overhead
     Division Manager time (4 hrs/week) 8,702.72
     Fleet Maintenance Manager (4 hrs/week) 5,794.88
     EOIII - to fuel Equipment (6 hrs/week) 7,066.80

21,564.40

Palafox Transfer Station Cost Analysis - Annual Costs









    Discussion    Item #:  1.     
County Administrator's Report
Date: 03/03/2011  

Issue: Federal Lobbying Services for Escambia County 
From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Management and Budget Services
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Federal Lobbying Services for Escambia County - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Bureau Chief

That the Board take the following action concerning Federal Lobbying Services for
Escambia County:

A.  Authorize the engagement of a firm to provide Federal Lobbying Services for
Escambia County Board of Commissioners for the period of 12 months,
beginning March 3, 2011, for an amount not to exceed $84,000; and 

B.  Approve the ranking, as follows, and authorize the County Administrator to execute
an Agreement with the firm which ranked #1 for the Request for Proposal PD 10-11.001:

1. The MWW Group
2. Alcalde & Faye
3. Blank & Rome Government Relations, LLC

[Funding:  Fund 102, Economic Development Fund, Cost Center 360704]

BACKGROUND:
The Office of Purchasing advertised the solicitation on October 1, 2010. 11 submittals
were received on October 26, 2010.  The final ranking was completed on January 25,
2011. The total fee includes: 

A base fee of $6,500 per month which covers all lobbying and advisory services as well
as one trip by firm representatives to Escambia County for an in-depth consultation with
County officials and reimbursable expenses capped at $6,000 annually that will include
a second trip by firm representatives to Escambia County as well as any extraordinary
expenses incurred by the firm on behalf of County officials/representatives when visiting



Washington D.C. such as special transportation costs, special meeting or meal costs.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding:  Fund 102, Economic Development Fund, Cost Center 360704

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney will prepare the Contract.

PERSONNEL:
NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
NA

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the provisions of the Code of County
Ordinances of Escambia County, Florida, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II Purchases and
Contracts.
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