
           

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.
6. SEE ORDERLY CONDUCT OF MEETINGS. POLICY.

PLEASE NOTE THAT ALL BCC MEETINGS ARE RECORDED AND TELEVISED
 

AGENDA
Board of County Commissioners

Regular Meeting – June 28, 2012 – 5:30 p.m.
Governmental Complex – First Floor

           

1. Call to Order. 

Please turn your cell phone to the vibrate, silence, or off setting.

The Board of County Commissioners allows any person to speak regarding an
item on the Agenda. The speaker is limited to three (3) minutes to allow sufficient
time for all speakers. Speakers shall refrain from abusive or profane remarks,
disruptive outbursts, protests, or other conduct which interferes with the orderly
conduct of the meeting. Upon completion of the Public comment period,
discussion is limited to Board members and questions raised by the Board.

 

2. Invocation – Reverend Tim Backus, Christ 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. Presentations - Recognition of the following local winners of the National
Association of Natural Resource Extension Professionals (ANREP), the Florida
Extension Association of Family and Consumer Sciences (FEAFCS), the Florida
Association of Extension 4-H Agents (FAE4-HA), and the National Association of
County Agricultural Agents (NACAA) awards:

ANREP International Service Award
Bronze Award – Reaching Out to the World Without Leaving the County,
University of Florida

Carrie Stevenson Elizabeth Bolles
Libbie Johnson Kay Brown
Pamela Allen M. Allison Meharg
Dorothy Lee Dave Mills
Angela Hinkle

ANREP Outstanding Team Award
Silver Award – A Multidisciplinary Field Trip on the Perdido River, University of
Florida

Elizabeth Bolles
Carrie Stevenson
Libbie Johnson
Shauna Jones

ANREP Poster Presentation Awards
First Place – Northwest Florida Natural Resources Agents Respond to the Gulf
Oil Spill

Carrie Stevenson

ANREP Poster Presentations Honorable Mentions
Green Roof Design: The Challenges and Successes of Partnerships, Plant
Selection, and Survival of the Largest Green Roof in Florida

Carrie Stevenson

FEAFCS "School Wellness" Award

Pamela Allen Libbie Johnson
Elizabeth Bolles Dorothy Lee
Kay Brown M. Allison Meharg
Angela Hinkle Carrie Stevenson
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FEAFCS "Family Health and Wellness" Award

Dorothy Lee
Angela Hinkle

FAE4-HA "World Citizenship in 4-H Youth Development" Award

Pamela Allen Libbie Johnson
Elizabeth Bolles Dorothy Lee
Kay Brown M. Allison Meharg
Angela Hinkle Carrie Stevenson

FAE4-HA "Search for Program Excellence" Award

Pamela Allen Libbie Johnson
Elizabeth Bolles Dorothy Lee
Kay Brown M. Allison Meharg
Angela Hinkle Carrie Stevenson

FAE4-HA Literature Award

M. Allison Meharg

FAE4-HA "Promotional Package Team" Communicator Award

Libbie Johnson
Carrie Stevenson

NACAA National Winner – Search for Excellence in Sustainable Agriculture
USDA/SARE (U.S. Department of Agriculture/Sustainable Agriculture Research
and Education Program)

M. Allison Meharg
Libbie Johnson

NACAA National Winner – Search for Excellence in Young, Beginning, and
Small Farmers/Ranchers

Libbie Johnson
M. Allison Meharg

NACAA National Finalist – Agriculture Awareness and Appreciation Award

Libbie Johnson
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7. Proclamations.

Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the Proclamation proclaiming June
21, 2012, as "Dump the Pump Day" in Escambia County.

 

8. Retirement Proclamations:
 

A. Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the following two Retirement
Proclamations:

A. The Proclamation commending and congratulating Carl W. Few, Equipment
Operator III, Public Works Department, on his retirement after 38 years of
service; and

B. The Proclamation commending and congratulating Lawrence G. McCurry,
Relief Emergency Medical Specialist, Public Safety Department, on his
retirement after 15 years of service.

 

B. Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the Proclamation commending and
congratulating Shirley L. Gafford, Program Coordinator, County Administrator's
Office, on her retirement after 37 years of exemplary service and dedication to
the citizens of Escambia County.
 
(PROCLAMATION TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER).
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9. Written Communication - Requests for Relief of Liens:
 

A. May 28, 2012- Email communication from Dick Baker, Pensacola Habitat for
Humanity, requesting that the Board provide relief of the "non-hard costs"
relative to a Code Enforcement Lien against properties located at 417 North
Old Corry Field Road A, 1002 West Hatton Street, and 1713 Dauphine Street.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made
by Dick Baker against properties located at 417 N Old Corry Field Road A,
1002 W Hatton Street and 1713 Dauphine Street.

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from
Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section
III, H 2. Staff was instructed to review all request for forgiveness of
Environmental (Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request met the
criteria for forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the
determination that the request does not fall within any of the criteria that would
allow the County Administrator to deny relief, in accordance with the Board’s
Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special
Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Dick Baker has no other recourse but to appeal before the Board under Written
Communication. 

Alumni Partners II, LLC owns 19 properties in Escambia County.
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B. May 29, 2012 (second request) - Email communication from Heidi Rogers,
American Homeowner Preservation, LLC, on behalf of American Homeowner
Preservation Fund, L.P., requesting that the Board provide relief of the one-time
fine, in the amount of $5,000, relative to a Code Enforcement Lien against
property located at 208 Alton Road.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made
by Heidi Rogers against property located at 208 Alton Road. 

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from
Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III,
H 2. Staff was instructed to review all request for forgiveness of Environmental
(Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request met the criteria for
forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the
determination that the request does not fall within any of the criteria that would
allow the County Administrator to deny relief, in accordance with the Board’s
Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special
Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Heidi Rogers, on behalf of American Homeowner Preservation Fund, L.P., has
no other recourse but to appeal before the Board under Written Communication.
American Homeowners Preservation Fund, L.P., has offered to pay all hard cost
associated with the lien.
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C. June 12, 2012 - Email communication from Fred Gunther, Gunther Properties,
LLC, requesting that the Board provide relief of Code Enforcement Liens against
properties located at 920 North 63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue,
owned by Mary Pearson, in exchange for Ms. Pearson deeding the property
located at 920 North 63rd Avenue to Escambia County and paying the hard
costs, in the amount of $3,300.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made
by Fred Gunther against properties located at 920 North 63rd Avenue and 6340
Louisville Avenue.

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from
Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III,
H 2. Staff was instructed to review all request for forgiveness of Environmental
(Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request met the criteria for
forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the
determination that the request does not fall within any of the criteria that would
allow the County Administrator to deny relief, in accordance with the Board’s
Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code) Enforcement Special
Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Fred Gunther, Gunther Properties, LLC, has no other recourse but to appeal
before the Board under Written Communication. Fred Gunther has offered to
pay all hard cost associated with the liens.
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10. Written Communication - Request for Funding.

June 14, 2012- Email communication from Jennifer Ponson, Coordinator,
Student and Program Outreach, Pensacola State College, seeking support from
the Board for the 2013 Skills USA State Conference and Worlds of Possibilities
Career Expo through Bed Tax dollars to assist with cost of the Pensacola Civic
Center and production of the event.

 

11. 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.

 

12. 5:32 p.m. Public Hearing for consideration of adopting an Ordinance
establishing an EDATE for Ascend Performance Materials, LLC.

Recommendation:  That the Board adopt an Ordinance establishing
an Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption (EDATE) for Ascend
Performance Materials, LLC, for 62% of their business expansion for up to 10
years.

 

13. 5:33 p.m. Public Hearing for consideration of adopting an Ordinance repealing
certain septic tank regulations pursuant to HB 1263 (2012).

Recommendation: That the Board adopt an Ordinance repealing certain septic
tank regulations pursuant to House Bill (HB) 1263 (2012).
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14. Reports:
 

 
 

CLERK & COMPTROLLER'S REPORT

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
 

1. I. Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Acceptance of Reports Prepared by the Clerk
of the Circuit Court & Comptroller's Finance Department

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

A. The following two Payroll Expenditures:

(1) Pay Date June 8, 2012, in the amount of $2,089,709.34; and

(2) Pay Date June 22, 2012, in the amount of $2,165,611.07;

B. The following three Disbursement of Funds:

(1) May 31, 2012, to June 6, 2012, in the amount of $11,533,864.22;

(2) June 7, 2012, to June 13, 2012, in the amount of $3,368,120.36; and

(3) June 14, 2012, to June 20, 2012, in the amount of $4,809,888.47; 

C. Budget Comparison Reports for eight (8) months, or 66.67%, of Fiscal
Year 2012, as follows:

(1) Summarized, by fund, Budget to Actual Comparison as of May 31, 2012;

(2) Actual Revenue and Expenditure Comparison to the prior Fiscal Year as
of May 31, 2012; and

(3) General Fund graph of two-year comparison of actual revenues vs. actual
expenditures as of May 31, 2012; and

D. The Investment Report for the month ended May 31, 2012.
 

2. Recommendation Concerning Proclamation Declaring State of Local
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2. Recommendation Concerning Proclamation Declaring State of Local
Emergency (by Chairman of BCC) 

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Proclamation
Declaring State of Local Emergency (by Chairman of BCC) due to the
imminent threat of severe flooding resulting from the rain event of June 9,
2012, effective for seven (7) days beginning at 2:46 p.m., Central Time, June
9, 2012, as enacted by the Chairman and provided to the Clerk to the
Board during the Level 1 Activation of the Escambia County Emergency
Operations Center of the same date, and transmitted to the Florida
Department of State, via Federal Express, on June 11, 2012.

 

3. Recommendation Concerning Approval of Public Official Bonds for Santa
Rosa Island Authority Board Members

That the Board approve the Public Official Bonds, through McMahon-Hadder
Insurance, Inc., as Bonding Company, to be executed by all Commissioners
and filed with the SRIA, for the following two appointees to the Santa Rosa
Island Authority (SRIA) Board:

A.  Western Surety Company Bond No. 61379133, in the amount of $10,000,
for Elwyn D. Guernsey, effective July 12, 2012, for an indefinite term; and

B.  Western Surety Company Bond No. 61379137, in the amount of $10,000,
for David Pavlock,  effective July 12, 2012, for an indefinite term.
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4. Recommendation Concerning Acceptance of Documents Provided to the Clerk
to the Board's Office

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the following
documents provided to the Clerk to the Board's Office:

A. Closing documents related to the sale of surplus property, located at 811
Grandview Street, to Pensacola Habitat for Humanity, Inc., as approved by the
Board on July 21, 2011, and received in the Clerk to the Board's Office on May
30, 2012;

B. Modification #03 to Escambia County DCA CDBG Contract
#10DB-D4-01-27-01-K08 between the State of Florida, Department of
Economic Opportunity, and Escambia County, as executed by the Chairman
on April 17, 2012, based on the Board's January 7, 2010, approval to submit the
application and the June 17, 2010, acceptance of the Grant Contract, and
received in the Clerk to the Board's Office on June 8, 2012; and

C. DEP Contract No. WM920 Amendment No. 2, as executed by the Chairman
on March 29, 2012, based on the Board's action of December 7, 2006,
approving a Grant Agreement with the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) for a Green Roof for the County's new One Stop Building, and
received in the Clerk to the Board's Office on June 20, 2012.

 

5. Recommendation Concerning Pensacola Chamber of Commerce Performance
Audit

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the performance audit
review entitled Assistance in Evaluation of the Cost-Effectiveness of County, as
prepared by Kaye Kendrick, CPA; the audit was conducted to assist the County
in evaluating the use of Economic Development Funds and Tourist Development
Taxes in the County; no written response was received from the Chamber; the
report outlines several points, as follows, which the County should consider:

Better accountability and demonstration of results could be achieved with
consistency and validation in performance reporting
Data collected indicates economic results in excess of County funds
expended have been realized for business retention; however, results
based upon existing data are inconclusive for tourism promotion
More economic opportunities may be realized with further analysis and
study of data trends
Desired results and accountability over contracted vendors could be
ensured with performance-based contracting methodology
Continued enhancements of the effectiveness and efficiency of the
Chamber accounting system and controls is needed
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6. Recommendation Concerning Minutes and Reports Prepared by the Clerk to the
Board's Office

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

A. Approve the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held June 7, 2012; and

B. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Committee of the
Whole Workshop held June 14, 2012.
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GROWTH MANAGEMENT REPORT
 

I.   Public Hearings
 

1. Recommendation Concerning the Review of the Rezoning Cases heard by the
Planning Board on May 14, 2012

That the Board take the following action concerning the rezoning cases heard
by the Planning Board on May 14, 2012: 

Review and either adopt, modify, or overturn the Planning Board’s
recommendation for Rezoning Cases Z-2012-08, Z-2012-09 and
Z-2012-11 or remand the cases back to the Planning Board; and

A.

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

B.

1. Case No.: Z-2012-08
 Address: 200 Becks Lake Rd 
 Property Reference No.: 11-1N-31-1000-002-001 
 Property Size: 188.61(+/-) acres
 From: VAG-1, Village Agriculture
 To: ID-1, Light Industrial District(cumulative)applicant

changed request from ID-2 to ID-1 
 FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban 
 Commissioner District: 5 
 Requested by: Wiley C "Buddy" Page, Agent for Figure 8(Florida)

LLC, owners 
 Planning Board

Recommendation:
Approval of new request to ID-1

 Speakers: Wiley C "Buddy" Page, Agent
   
2. Case No.: Z-2012-09
 Address: 2006 Border St
 Property Reference No.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023
 Property Size: 2.23 (+/-) acres
 From: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District,

(cumulative) High Density &
ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no
residential uses allowed) 

 To: ID-2, General Industrial District (noncumulative) 
 FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban
 Commissioner District: 3
 Requested by: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Rick Evans of

Evans Contracting, Inc. 
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 Planning Board
Recommendation:

Denial

 Speakers: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent
Ronald Stewart

   
3. Case No.: Z-2012-11
 Address: 11 Eden Ln
 Property Reference No: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009
 Property Size: 9.55 (+/-) acres
 From: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District
 To: VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District
 FLU Category: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban
 Commissioner District: 5
 Requested by: Carol Simpson, Agent for John Huelsbeck, Mary J.

Moye and Linda Aligood, Owners
 Planning  Board

Recommendation:
Approval 

 Speakers: Carol Simpson, Agent
Edna Frances Lee
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2. 5:45 p.m.  A Public Hearing for Consideration for Adopting an Ordinance
Amending the Official Zoning Map

That the Board adopt an Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map to include
the rezoning cases heard by the Planning Board on May 14, 2012, and approved
during the previous agenda item and to provide for severability, inclusion in the
code, and an effective date.

 

3. 5:46 p.m. A Public Hearing Concerning the Review of an LDC Ordinance Article
6 "Zoning Category"

That the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) review and adopt an Ordinance
to the Land Development Code (LDC) amending Article 6 "Zoning Districts," to
create a zoning designation "C-2NA" under the C-2 Zoning district.

 

4. 5:47 p.m. A Public Hearing Concerning the Review of an Ordinance Article 13,
SRIA Design Guidelines for Signs 

That the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) review and adopt an Ordinance
prepared by the Santa Rosa Island Authority (SRIA) amending Article 13,
Section 13.22.03 to add standards and guidelines for new and existing
businesses for wall signs and outdoor displays.

 

5. 5:48 p.m.  Public Hearing Concerning the Brickton Borrow Pit 

That the Board review and approve the proposed land clearing debris
(LCD)  facility and reclamation use of the existing Brickton Borrow Pit located at
8700 North Highway 29, Molino, FL, requested by C.R. Campbell, owner and
operator.
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II. Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning the Scheduling of Public Hearings

That the Board authorize the scheduling of the following Public Hearings:

A.  Thursday July 12, 2012

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance Article 3 Definitions - Criteria
for Local Roadways

2. 5:46 p.m. - A Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance Article 13 - Floodplain
Management SRIA

3. 5:47 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Moratorium of Rezonings in AIPD Areas

B.  Thursday July 26, 2012

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing to amend the official zoning map to include the
following Rezoning Case to be heard by the Planning Board on July 9, 2012:

Case No.: Z-2012-12
Address: Hanks Rd
Property Reference No.: 14-5N-31-2301-000-000
Property Size: 7.01 (+/-) acres
From: P, Public District
To: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District
FLU Category: REC, Recreational
Commissioner District: 5
Requested by: Kale Schneider, Owner

2. 5:46 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Review of Small Scale Amendment (SSA)
2012-02

3. 5:47 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Review of Large Scale Amendment (CPA)
2012-02
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COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT
 

I.   Technical/Public Service Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Request for Disposition of Surplus Property for
the Supervisor of Elections - David H. Stafford, Supervisor of Elections 

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the
Supervisor of Elections Office, for property to be auctioned as surplus or
properly disposed of, which is listed on the Disposition Form with agency and
reason stated.

 

2. Recommendation Concerning Enterprise Zone Development Agency
Appointment - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department
Director

That the Board ratify the June 28, 2012, action of the Board of County
Commissioners of Escambia County, acting in its capacity as the Escambia
County Community Redevelopment Agency, concerning the Enterprise Zone
Development Agency (EZDA) Board, appointing Dr. Andrew G. Armani, owner,
Navy Boulevard Animal Hospital, as a Business Representative operating
within the Enterprise Zone area, effective immediately and running until March
2014. This appointment is made in order to replace Jay Bradshaw and will fulfill
his remaining two-year term.

 

3. Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for the
Information Technology Department - David Musselwhite, Information
Technology Department Director

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the
Information Technology Department for two items of equipment, which are
described and listed on the Request Form, with reason for disposition stated. 
The items are to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of.

 

4. Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for
the State Attorney's Office - Charles Bourne, State Attorney's Office MIS
Director

That the Board approve the 4 Request for Disposition of Property Forms for the
State Attorney's Office for 20 items of equipment, all of which is described and
listed on the Request Forms, with reason for disposition stated.  The items are
to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of.

 

5. Recommendation Concerning the Scheduling of a Public Hearing to Consider
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5. Recommendation Concerning the Scheduling of a Public Hearing to Consider
the Petition to Vacate Three Un-Named Rights-of-Way in National Land Sales
Subdivision and a Subdivision of a Portion of Section 1, Township 1 South,
Range 32 West - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board schedule a Public Hearing for July 26, 2012, at 5:31 p.m., to
consider the Petition to Vacate three un-named rights-of-way in the National
Land Sales Subdivision and a Subdivision of a Portion of Section 1, Township 1
South, Range 32 West (approximately 152,175 square feet or 3.49 acres), as
petitioned by Terry M. Oswald.

 

6. Recommendation Concerning Donation of a School Bus to The Miracle League
of Northeast Pensacola - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning disposition of a 1990
International School Bus to the Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc.:

A.  Approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the vehicle, which
is obsolete, serves no useful function to Escambia County, and was retired from
County assets in 2004, to be appropriately disposed through donation to The
Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc.;

B.  Adopt a Resolution authorizing conveyance of the vehicle to The Miracle
League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc. (Miracle League); and

C.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution and all required documents
related to the donation.

The Miracle League, a 501c3 organization, states in its by-laws and Rules for
the Miracle League Ball Park that the park officials are required to have a
"buddy" for every player on the field.  With their rosters totaling nearly 200
players at the present time, there is a need for more volunteers than ever
before.  A group of men and women aboard NAS Pensacola are eager to
participate and to assist these special-needs children, but the Miracle League
must furnish transportation for them.  In early May 2012, Packy Mitchell,
Director of Facilities/Transportation at The Miracle League of Northeast
Pensacola, Inc., wrote the County, requesting the donation of this school bus. 

Florida Statutes Section 274.06, authorizes the Board to dispose of obsolete
property, the value of which it estimates to be under $5,000, in the most
efficient and cost-effective means possible, i.e., donation or surplus auction. 
This vehicle was retired from County assets in 2004, due to criteria of being
valued at less than $1,000; it is obsolete and serves no useful purpose to
Escambia County.

 

7. Recommendation Concerning an Appointment to the Escambia County Mass
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7. Recommendation Concerning an Appointment to the Escambia County Mass
Transit Advisory Committee - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department
Director

That the Board confirm the appointment of Mr. Stephen Davidson, the Mayoral
appointee from the City of Pensacola, to the Escambia County Mass Transit
Advisory Committee (MTAC).  The term of the appointment shall be effective
June 28, 2012, and shall run concurrent with the term of the current Mayor of
the City of Pensacola, Mr. Ashton J. Hayward, III.

 

8. Recommendation Concerning Appointing Commissioner Grover C. Robinson,
IV, as Escambia County's Representative to the Commission on Oil Spill
Response Coordination - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board approve the appointment of Commissioner Grover C. Robinson,
IV, as Escambia County's Representative to the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection's Commission on Oil Spill Response Coordination.

 

9. Recommendation Concerning Continued Support of Jurisdictional Change at
Saufley Field - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board take the following action concerning support of the jurisdictional
change at Saufley Field:

A.  Approve the letter confirming continued support of the change in the
jurisdictional status of Saufley Field to concurrent State and Federal jurisdiction,
provided the Navy continues staffing Saufley Field Fire Station, maintains a
presence at the airfield, and the prison is in use by the Federal Government;
and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the letter.
 

10. Recommendation Concerning Scheduling a Public Hearing to Repeal
Ordinance Number 2010-24, Granting WDC Florida Realty Company, LLC, a
Wholly-Owned Subsidiary of Overhead Door Corporation, Certain County
Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemptions - Charles R. "Randy"
Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board schedule a Public Hearing on July 12, 2012, at 5:31 p.m., to
consider repealing Ordinance Number 2010-24 (renewing and amending
Ordinance 2003-52 and Ordinance 2008-14), granting WDC Florida Realty
Company, LLC, a wholly-owned subsidiary of Overhead Door Corporation,
certain County Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemptions (EDATE).

 

11. Recommendation Concerning Surplus of Equipment No Longer Held by the
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11. Recommendation Concerning Surplus of Equipment No Longer Held by the
Public Safety Department - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department
Director

That the Board approve the three Request for Disposition of Property Forms to
declare as surplus and authorize removal from the County assets inventory, 34
items, aged 6 to 40 years, which are obsolete and no longer held by the Public
Safety Department, having been disposed of as junk or used for spare parts.

 

12. Recommendation Concerning the Memorandum of Agreement between the
Escambia County Board of County Commissioners and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency Integrated Public Alert and Warning System Program
Management Office - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director 

That the Board take the following action regarding the Memorandum of
Agreement between the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners
and the Federal Emergency Management Agency Integrated Public Alert and
Warning System (IPAWS) Program Management Office: 

A.  Approve the Memorandum of Agreement (MOU) which establishes a
management relationship between the two parties, defines the professional
conduct with respect to the access, utilization, and security standards between
the inter-operable notification systems of Escambia County’s portal to Florida's
Emergency Message Notification System for Emergency Alert Messages and
the FEMA IPAWS-Open national backbone communication/notification system,
that structures the alert and distributes the emergency messages from one
inter-operable system to another.  A select few Public Safety Department staff
will be designated by the Division of Emergency Management Manager to be
trained and authorized to utilize the notification system and maintain the
integrity of the emergency notification system; and 

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the MOU and all
related documents as required to implement the MOU. 

 

13. Recommendation Concerning a Crime Prevention Program for
Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Subdivision – Gordon Pike, Corrections Department
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Wedgewood/Rolling
Hills Subdivision: 

A. Adopt the Resolution establishing a crime prevention program for
neighborhood safety for the Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Subdivision; and

B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution and any other agreements
necessary to accomplish goals of the Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Crime
Prevention Program.
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14. Recommendation Concerning Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris Disposal Pit,
Owned by Escambia County - Patrick T. Johnson, Solid Waste Management
Department Director

That the Board authorize the scheduling of a Public Hearing for July 12, 2012,
at 5:32 p.m., for consideration of the renewal of a Permit to Construct and/or
Operate a Land Clearing Disposal Management Facility, for Oak Grove Land
Clearing Debris Disposal Pit, located at 745 County Road 99 North, Walnut Hill,
Florida, owned by Escambia County.

[Funding: Fund 401, Solid Waste, Account Number 343402]
 

15. Recommendation Concerning the West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon
Task Force Committee - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department
Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution creating the West Florida Regional Library
Blue Ribbon Task Force Committee and approve appointing the following
members selected by the County Commissioner of their residing district for a
one-year term, with an effective date of August 1, 2012, through July 31, 2013:

A.  District 1 - LisaMarie Bartusik;
B.  District 2 - Terri Church;
C.  District 3 - Robin Reshard;
D.  District 4 - Margaret Henderson; and
E.  District 5 - Ruth Gordon.

 

16. Recommendation Concerning an Appointment to the Workforce Escarosa
Board of Directors - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board confirm the appointment of Amber McCool, Executive
Director, NW Florida Area Agency on Aging, Inc., to the Workforce Escarosa
Board of Directors, as the permanent Senior Community Service Employment
Programs (SCSEP) representative, effective June 28, 2012, for an indefinite
term.
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17. Recommendation Concerning the Request for Waiver of Board Membership
and Training Expenditure Requirement by Workforce Escarosa, Inc. - Marilyn
D. Wesley, Department Director

That the Board adopt and authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution,
supporting the request for a waiver of Board membership and
training expenditure requirement by Workforce Escarosa, Inc., to be forwarded
to Governor Rick Scott and Workforce Florida, Inc., thusly allowing for all four
public education institutions (Escambia County School District, Santa Rosa
County School District, Pensacola State College, and University of West
Florida) of Region One, comprised of Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties, to
be represented on the Workforce Escarosa, Inc., Board of Directors; also
allowing for equal private sector business representation between each County
of Region One, as stipulated in the Interlocal Agreement between the Counties
and Workforce Escarosa; and finally, allowing for a 10% waiver of the 50%
training services funds expenditure requirement for WIA (Workforce Investment
Act) Adult and Dislocated Workers under the recently-amended Florida
Workforce Innovation Act.

 

18. Recommendation Concerning a Resolution Supporting July 27th  as Annual
Korean War Veterans' Armistice Day in Florida - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver,
County Administrator

That the Board adopt and authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution urging
the Florida Legislature to recognize the date of July 27 as the Annual Korean
War Veterans' Armistice Day for the State Florida.
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19. Recommendation Concerning Reappointments/Appointment to the Northwest
Florida Big Bend Health Council - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County
Administrator

That the Board take the following action concerning
reappointments/appointment to the Northwest Florida Big Bend Health Council,
as requested by its Executive Director, R. Michael Hill:

A. Amend the Board's action of May 17, 2012, to waive the Board’s Policy,
Section I, Part B 1. (D), Appointment Policy and Procedures, and extend the
reappointments of the following five members for an additional two-year term,
effective October 1, 2012, through September 30 , 2014: 

1. Denise Adams (Provider);
2. Dr. John Lanza (Provider);
3. Vivian Krumel, RN, (Purchaser); 
4. Hong Dang, MBA, MA, (Purchaser); and 
5. Don Turner (Consumer); and

B.  Appoint Catherine Kelly (Consumer) effective, June 28, 2012, through
September 30, 2014, to replace Marshall W. McLeod, Ed.D., who resigned. 
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II.  Budget/Finance Consent Agenda
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial
Justice Assistance Grant Program-JAG County-wide State Solicitation -
Catherine A. White, Drug Court Manager

That the Board take the following action concerning the Federal Fiscal Year
2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program-JAG
County-wide-State Solicitation for the following projects:

A. Approve the following Subgrant Applications to be submitted for funding under
the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant
Program-JAG County-wide State Solicitation, administered by the Florida
Department of Law Enforcement:

1. ESCAMBIA COUNTY DRUG COURT TREATMENT PROGRAM - The Court
Administrator’s Office is seeking funding for treatment services for 23 drug
offenders. The amount of the Grant request is $81,371; 

2. PENSACOLA STATE COLLEGE POLICE DEPARTMENT - Pensacola State
College Police Department is seeking to enhance officer and public safety by
purchasing a video surveillance system and electronic access equipment for
the Century Instructional Site.  The amount of the Grant request is $20,000; and

B. Authorize the Chairman, as the County's representative, to sign the Subgrant
Applications, acceptance documents, amendments, and request for payment or
other related documents as may be required.

 

2. Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #166 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget
Amendment #166, Other Grants and Projects Fund (110) in the amount of
$205,746, to recognize proceeds from two State of Florida Division of
Emergency Management (FDEM) Grant Agreements, and to appropriate these
funds for the DCA (State of Florida Department of Community Affairs) Civil
Defense Grant activities and the Emergency Management Performance Grant
activities in Escambia County.
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3. Recommendation Concerning Budget Amendment #167 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board approve Budget Amendment #167, Corrections Department,
Transportation Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $6,770, reallocating funds from
reserves in order to provide additional personnel funding for a vacant student
position for the Summer of 2012.  The existing student position is paid from the
Inmate Commissary and generates an offsetting revenue to cover that operation.

 

4. Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #168 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget
Amendment #168, Transportation Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $11,049, to
recognize insurance reimbursements for vehicle and equipment damages, and
to appropriate these funds for Fleet Maintenance activities within the Escambia
County Road Division.

 

5. Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #178 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget
Amendment #178, General Fund (001) in the amount of $74,248, to recognize
insurance and off-duty officer reimbursements, and to appropriate these funds
back into the Sheriff's Budget for law enforcement activities in Escambia County.

 

6. Recommendation Concerning Approval of Gulf Power Contracts for Street and
General Area Lighting Service within Amelia Place and Scenic Hills North MSBU
Districts - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning approval of Contracts for
Street and General Area Lighting Service, between Gulf Power Company and
Escambia County:  

A.  Approve Contract No. 12-2098 for Amelia Place Municipal Services Benefit
Unit (MSBU) lighting and Contract No. 12-2119 for Scenic Hills North Municipal
Services Benefit Unit (MSBU) lighting, between Gulf Power Company and
Escambia County.  

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Contracts and all
related documents.
 
[Funding:  Fund 177, MSBU Program Fund, Cost Centers 140906 and 140956]

 

7. Recommendation Concerning Design Services for Crabtree Church Road
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7. Recommendation Concerning Design Services for Crabtree Church Road
between State Road 97 and Sunshine Hill Road - Amy Lovoy, Management and
Budget Services Department Director

That the Board Award a Lump Sum Contract to Bayside Consulting Group of
NWF, LLC, per the terms and conditions of PD 11-12.024, Design Services for
Crabtree Church Road between State Road 97 and Sunshine Hill Road, in
the amount of $138,810. 

[Funding:Fund 352, “LOST III”, Cost Center 210110/56301, Project #12EN1815]
 

8. Recommendation Concerning PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key Master Plan - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board Award a Lump Sum Contract to Duany Plater-Zyberk &
Company, LLC, per the terms and conditions of PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key
Master Plan, in the amount of $300,000.

[Funding: Fund 102, “Economic Development Fund”, Cost Center 360704,
Object Code 53101]
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9. Recommendation Concerning Rebid Temporary Labor Services - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board award and authorize the Chairman to sign an Indefinite
Quantity, Indefinite Delivery Contract for Rebid Temporary Labor Services, PD
11-12.035, to Temporary Employment Services, Inc., for a period of 12 months,
renewable for 2 additional 12-month periods, for a total of 36 months in the
approximate amount of $873,850, (projected Fiscal Year 2012-2013
Budget), with an effective date of 6/28/12. 

[Funding:  

General Fund 001, Cost Center 110101, Object Code 53401 $17,550
General Fund 001, Cost Center 210603, Object Code 53401 $90,000
General Fund 001, Cost Center 270102, Object Code 53401 $150,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230301, Object Code 53401   $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230304, Object Code 53401   $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230306, Object Code 53401   $60,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230307, Object Code 53401   $50,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230314, Object Code 53401   $140,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 350236, Object Code 53401 $26,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 320502, Object Code 53401 $29,000
EMS Fund 408, Cost Center 330603, Object Code 53401 $10,000
Dev Review Fund  116, Cost Center 211902, Object Code 53401 $65,000
LOST III Fund  352, Cost Center 210107, Object Code 56301 $65,000
T&T Trust Fund175, Cost Center 210211, Object Code 53401 $30,000
LOST III 352, Cost Center 350229, Object Code 53401 $75,000
CDBG Fund 129,Cost Center 220435, Object Code 58201 $16,300]

 

10. Recommendation Concerning The Purchase of John Deere Wheel Loaders -
Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board authorize the County to piggyback off of the Florida Sheriff's
Association Contract, 2011-2012 Contract for Vehicles and Equipment, Bid
#11-19-0907, in accordance with the Escambia County, Florida, Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44, Applications; Exemptions;
and Section 46-64, Board approval, and award a Purchase Order for 3 John
Deere Wheel Loaders, Model 544K, in accordance with specifications, PD
11-12.041, to Beard Equipment Company, in the amount of $404,945.61.

[Funding: Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object
Code 56401]

 

11. Recommendation Concerning the Purchase of a New Holland Backhoe - Amy
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11. Recommendation Concerning the Purchase of a New Holland Backhoe - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board authorize the County to piggyback off of the Florida Sheriff's
Association 2011-2012 Contract for Vehicles and Equipment, Bid #11-19-0907,
in accordance with the Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances,
Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44, Applications and Exemptions; and Section
46-64 Board approval, and award a Purchase Order for one New Holland
Backhoe, Model B95.B, PD 11-12.042, to Kingline Equipment Company, in the
amount of $61,722.

[Funding: Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object
Code 56401]

 

12. Recommendation Concerning Re-bid Public Safety and Information Resources
Facility Geothermal Loop Field Modification - Amy Lovoy, Management and
Budget Services Department Director

That the Board award a Contract to Birkshire Johnstone, LLC, in the base bid
amount of $97,400, plus bid alternate #1 in the amount of $26,600, for a total
Contract award of $124,000, for Re-bid Public Safety and Information
Resources Facility Geothermal Loop Field Modification, PD 11-12.034, and
authorize the County Administrator to execute all related documents and
Purchase Orders in excess of $50,000 for Owner Direct Purchases.

[Funding: General Fund 001, Cost Center 210606, Object Code 56301]
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13. Recommendation Concerning Neighborhood Stabilization Program
Amendments to Non-Profit Agency Agreements with AMR at Pensacola, Inc.,
and Community Enterprise Investments, Inc. - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community
& Environment Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Neighborhood
Stabilization Program (NSP) Agreements with AMR at Pensacola, Inc., (AMR)
and Community Enterprise Investments, Inc. (CEII):

A. Approve Amendment #3 to the Non-Profit Agency Agreement with AMR to
extend the term of the Agreement through June 30, 2013, to allow continuance
of the program in accordance with NSP requirements;  

B. Approve Amendment #2 to the Non-Profit Agency Agreement with CEII to
extend the term of the Agreement through June 30, 2013, to allow continuance
of the program in accordance with NSP requirements; and

C. Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Amendments and
all related documents required to implement the project.

[Funding: Fund 129/NSP1, Cost Center 220502 and Fund 129/NSP3, Cost
Center 220507]
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14. Recommendation Concerning Change Order Number 08 to E. B. Morris
General Contractors, Inc., for Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation Project -
Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department Director 

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the
following Change Order Number 08 for required repairs and improvements in
conjunction with the ongoing rehabilitation of the 48-unit Sanchez Court
Apartments:

   
[Funding Sources: Fund 110/Other Grants & Aids-CDBG Disaster Grant, Cost
Center 220436, and Fund 124/Housing/Community
Development-CDBG Disaster Recovery Enhancement Funds, Cost Center
220442]

Department: Community & Environment
Division: Neighborhood Enterprise

Foundation, Inc.
Type: Addition
Amount: $18,198.18
Vendor: E. B. Morris General Contractors,

Inc.
Project Name: Sanchez Court Rental

Rehabilitation Project
Contract: PD 10-11.015
PO No.: 111184
CO No.: 08
Original Award Amount: $1,442,218.00
Cumulative Amount of Change Orders
through CO #08:

$   408,383.43

New Contract Total: $1,850,601.43
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15. Recommendation Concerning Amendment #2 to Centralized Homeless
Housing/Services Facility Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue
Mission, Inc. - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning State of Florida
Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) and Disaster Recovery
Enhancement Funds (DREF) Grant funding for the Centralized Homeless
Housing and Services Replacement Facility Project (Waterfront Rescue
Mission Facility):

A. Approve Amendment #2 to the Centralized Homeless Housing/Services
Replacement Facility Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission,
Inc., to incorporate CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) and DREF
funding of $280,417.25 (increasing the total Grant funding from $2,680,000 to
$2,960,417.25) to finalize construction of the replacement Centralized
Homeless Housing and Services Facility on Waterfront property located at 350
West Herman Street; and

B. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Amendment and all
related documents as required to implement the project.

[Funding: Fund 110/CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant, Cost Center 220436 and
Fund 124/Housing/Community Development, Cost Center 220442]

 

16. Recommendation Concerning Issuance of Individual or Blanket Purchase
Orders, Per PD 10-11.065, General Paving and Drainage Pricing Agreement -
Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board authorize the issuance of Individual or Blanket Purchase
Orders, per PD 10-11.065, General Paving and Drainage Pricing Agreement, in
accordance with the Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter
46, Article II, Purchases and Contracts, to the following contractors in Fiscal
Year 2011-2012, not to exceed $1,500,000 in total:

Panhandle Grading & Paving, Inc.
APAC Mid-South, Inc.
Utility Service Co., Inc.
Gulf Atlantic Constructors, Inc.
Heaton Brothers Construction Co., Inc.
Starfish, Inc., of Alabama
Roads, Inc., of NWF

[Funding: Fund 151, Community Redevelopment Agency, Cost Centers: 
220515, 220516, 220517, 220519, 220520]
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17. Recommendation Concerning Residential Rehab Grant Funding and Lien
Agreements for 200 Payne Road - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community &
Environment Department Director

That the Board ratify the following June 28, 2012, action of the Board of County
Commissioners of Escambia County, acting in its capacity as the Escambia
County Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA), concerning the Residential
Rehab Grant Funding and Lien Agreements for the property located at 200
Payne Road:

A.  Approving the Residential Rehab Grant Program Funding and Lien
Agreements between Escambia County CRA and Theresa I. Wade, the owner
of residential property located at 200 Payne Road, Pensacola, Florida, in the
Warrington Redevelopment Area, each in the amount of $1,030, representing
an in-kind match through the Warrington Tax Increment Financing (TIF), Fund
151, Cost Center 220516, Object Code 58301, for connecting to sanitary
sewer; and

B.  Authorizing the Chairman to sign the Funding and Lien Agreements and any
related documents necessary to implement this Grant award.

 

18. Recommendation Concerning Approval of Contract between Escambia County
and the Florida Department of Environmental Protection - Keith Wilkins, REP,
Community and Environment Director

That the Board take the following action concerning a Contract between
Escambia County and the Florida Department of Environmental Protection:

A.  Approve the Contract between the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection and the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, that
provides for the County to provide construction administration services for
specified Natural Resource Damage Assessment (NRDA) Early Restoration
Projects on a Task Assignment Basis for a combination fixed price/fee
schedule/cost reimbursement basis, as specified in each Task Assignment; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Contract and subsequent
documents as necessary for fulfillment of the Contract subject to Legal review
and sign-off.

(CONTRACT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

[Funding:  General Fund 001, Community & Environment Administration, Cost
Center 220101.  All funds received from this Contract will be deposited into the
fund which incurred the cost]

 

19. Recommendation Concerning the Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa
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19. Recommendation Concerning the Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa
County Relating to the Escambia River Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris
Removal Project - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Interlocal Agreement
Relating to the Escambia River Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris
Removal Project:

A.  Approve the Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa County Relating to the
Escambia River Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris Removal Project
for Fiscal Year 2011-2012 and past this date, if necessary, with Santa Rosa
County reimbursing the County, for actual costs relating to the Project in the
amount not to exceed $45,000; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Interlocal Agreement and any
subsequent Agreement and related documents.

[Funding Source:  Fund 110, Other Grants & Projects, CC 220807, Vessel
Registration Fees.  Escambia County will submit invoices to Santa Rosa
County for reimbursement on a pro-rata basis based on a 50%/50% cost share]

 

20. Recommendation Concerning Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement - Michael
D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board take the following action regarding the Federally-Funded
Subgrant Agreement #13-FG-XX-01-27-01-084:

A.  Approve the State of Florida Division of Emergency Management (FDEM)
Performance Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement, providing funds in the
amount of $99,940, to assist in enhancing the daily and emergency operations
of the Escambia County Division of Emergency Management and to assist in
the local disaster planning and community outreach efforts for the period July 1,
2012, through June 30, 2013; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Subgrant
Agreement and all related documents as required to implement the Subgrant.

[Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330409]
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21. Recommendation Concerning a State-Funded Subgrant Agreement - Michael
D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board take the following action regarding the State-Funded Subgrant
Agreement #13-BG-06-01-27-01-017:

A.  Approve the State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management (FDEM),
Emergency Management Preparedness and Assistance (EMPA) State-Funded
Subgrant Agreement, providing funds in the amount of $105,806, to assist in
enhancing the daily and emergency operations of the Escambia County
Division of Emergency Management and to assist in local disaster planning and
community outreach efforts for the period July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2013;
and

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Subgrant
Agreement and all related documents as required to implement the Subgrant.

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

22. Recommendation Concerning the Federal Emergency Management
Agency 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant Program, Fire Services Division
Matching Grant Application - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department
Director

That the Board authorize the Escambia County Fire Services Division to submit
an electronic application, pending review and approval by the Office of
Management and Budget and County Attorney’s Office, for the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant
program, in the amount of $614,090, with a 20% County match of $122,818, for
the purchase of two Bauer breathing air compressors, a mobile data system,
and wild-land firefighting gear.

[Funding Source: Fund 143, Fire Protection Fund, Cost Center 330206 Fire
Dept. Paid]
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23. Recommendation Concerning Northpointe Boulevard - Neighborhood
Enhancement Plan - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director 

That the Board take the following action concerning a Neighborhood
Enhancement Plan on Northpointe Boulevard, from Eastpointe Drive to
Chambord Lane, and on La Borde Lane, from Northpointe Boulevard to
Gladstone Drive:

A. Approve waiving the existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) policy
requirements; and

B. Approve implementation of the Neighborhood Enhancement Plan for
Northpointe Boulevard, from Eastpointe Drive to Chambord Lane, and on La
Borde Lane, from Northpointe Boulevard to Gladstone Drive, with a cost not to
exceed $8,000. 

At an initial meeting with residents from Northpointe Boulevard and La Borde
Lane on February 28, 2012, the residents complained of speeding issues on
Northpointe Boulevard and the volume of traffic and speeding issues on La
Borde Lane.  A traffic speed count was conducted on La Borde Lane and
resulted in an average speed of 28 miles per hour on a 25 miles per hour 
roadway, and a speed count conducted on Northpointe Boulevard resulted in
an average speed of 31 miles per hour on a 25 miles per hour roadway.

[Funding Source: Fund 352, "Local Option Sales Tax III", Account
210107/56301]
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24. Recommendation Concerning Speed Reductions - Multiple Roadways - Joy D.
Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning traffic restrictions – speed
reductions:

A. Adopt the Resolution for the reduction in speed from 30 miles per hour to 25
miles per hour, for the following roadway segments:

1. Hollowbrook Drive, from 1,300 feet east of Guidy Lane to end of road;
2. Quiet Creek Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to Hollowbrook Drive;
3. Stone Meadow Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to end of road;
4. Huntsman Path, from north end of road to south end of road;
5. Huntsman Circle, from Huntsman Path to end of road;
6. Stone Bridge Road, from Huntsman Path to end of road;
7. Creek Bridge Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to end of road;
8. Hound Chase Circle, from Foxrun Road to end of road;
9. Blue Fox Place, from Foxrun Road to end of road;
10. West Club Drive, from Foxrun Road to Burning Tree Road;
11. Foxfire Place, from West Club Drive to end of road;
12. Vixen Place, from West Club Drive to end of road;
13. Foxborough Drive, from Foxrun Road to Vixen Place;
14. Foxrun Circle from Foxrun Road to end of road;
15. Sugar Creek Drive, from 1,380 feet south of Greenbriar Boulevard to
Foxrun Rd;
16. Sugar Creek Circle, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road;
17. Pickwood Drive, from east Nine Mile Road to Candlewood Circle (north);
18. Candlewood Circle, from Pickwood Drive to Pickwood Drive;
19. Coachman Court, from Pickwood Drive to end of road;
20. Hollowbrook Drive, from Guidy Lane to 1,300 feet east of Guidy Lane;
21. Hollowbrook Circle, from Hollowbrook Drive to north end of road;
22. Stillbrook Road, from Guidy Lane to Pickwood Drive;
23. Sugar Creek Drive, from Greenbriar Boulevard to Sugar Creek Circle;
24. Sugar Creek Place, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road; and
25. Sugar Creek Terrace, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road and

B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution.

[Funds are budgeted in Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center
211201, Object Code 53401 for sign installations]
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25. Recommendation Concerning a Change Order to Baskerville Donovan, Inc., on
Contract PD 09-10.057 "Project Development and Environmental (PD&E)
Study for State Road (SR) 289 (9th Avenue) from Underwood Avenue to SR
742 (Creighton Road) " - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department
Director

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the
following Change Order:

Department: Public Works
Division: Engineering/Infrastructure Division
Type: Addition
Amount: $430,095.00
Vendor: Baskerville Donovan, Inc.
Project Name: 9th and Langley Avenue
Contract: Contract PD 09-10.057, "PD&E Study for SR 289

(9th Avenue) from Underwood Avenue to SR 742
(Creighton Road)"

PO No.: 101686
CO No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $699,999.45
Cumulative Amount of
Change Orders through
this CO:

$430,095.00

New Contract Total: $1,130,094.45

Meeting in regular session on August 19, 2010, the Board approved awarding a
Task Order Contract, PD 09-10.057, SR 289 (9th Avenue) from Underwood to
SR 742 (Creighton Road) Project Development and Environmental (PD&E)
Study, per terms and conditions of Contract PD 02-03.79, Professional
Services, as Governed by Florida Statute 287.055 to Baskerville Donovan, Inc.,
for a lump sum amount of $699,999.45. 

This Change Order will be issued to begin and complete Phase 1 (30% design)
of the 9th Avenue-Langley Avenue Intersection Project.  The intent of this
Change Order is to break out the initial portions of the project from the overall
design in order to develop a 30% set of working documents based upon the
preferred alternate selected during the PD&E process.   Updated construction
cost estimate based upon the design information developed in the preliminary
will be prepared.  In addition, the design firm will assist Escambia County in
attempting a Joint Participation Agreement with the City of Pensacola to fund
this project.   The Contract states if the Consultant's performance is acceptable
to the County, then an Engineering Design Services contract will be by a
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negotiated fee with Escambia County.

[Funding Source:  Fund 352 "Local Option Sales Tax III", Cost Center 210107,
Object Code 56301, Project #08EN0534, "9th and Langley"]

 

26. Recommendation Concerning the Acceptance of Donated Property for Road
Rights-of-Way and Drainage Improvements on County Road 297A – Joy D.
Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the acceptance of donated
property for road rights-of-way and drainage improvements on or adjacent
to County Road 297A:

A. Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to, or associated
with the donation and/or dedication of road rights-of-way and easements
located on or adjacent to County Road 297A, gather information and conduct
inspections as needed, to allow the Board’s acceptance of the real property;

B. Authorize payment of documentary stamps because the property is being
acquired for governmental use, which is for road rights-of-way and drainage
improvements, and the County benefits from the acquisition of this property
because it will facilitate the construction of road rights-of-way and drainage
improvements for the safety of the citizens of Escambia County;

C. Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the
recording of documents; and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the Deeds and/or
Easements, subject to Legal review and sign-off, as of the day of delivery of the
Deeds and/or Easements to the Chairman or Vice Chairman, and authorize the
Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the Board’s acceptance at that
time.  

The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way
improvements on or adjacent to County Road 297A.  Due to limited
right-of-way, the donation of rights-of-way and/or easements are needed for the
completion of paving and drainage projects.  Board approval is required to
authorize Staff to proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance
of the donated rights-of-way and/or easements in order to facilitate the drainage
and right-of-way improvements.
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27. Recommendation Concerning the Acceptance of Donated Property for Road
Rights-of-Way and Drainage Improvements for the Davenport Bayou and
Sunset Avenue Area – Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the acceptance of donated
property for road rights-of-way and drainage improvements for the Davenport
Bayou and Sunset Avenue Area:

A. Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to, or associated
with the donation and/or dedication of road rights-of-way and easements
located on or adjacent to Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue, gather
information and conduct inspections as needed, to allow the Board’s
acceptance of the real property;

B. Authorize payment of documentary stamps because the property is being
acquired for governmental use, which is for road rights-of-way and drainage
improvements, and the County benefits from the acquisition of this property
because it will facilitate the construction of road rights-of-way and drainage
improvements for the safety of the citizens of Escambia County;

C. Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the
recording of documents; and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the Deeds and/or
Easements, subject to Legal review and sign-off, as of the day of delivery of the
Deeds and/or Easements to the Chairman or Vice Chairman, and authorize the
Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the Board’s acceptance at that
time.

The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way
improvements, including installation of sidewalks, on or adjacent to Davenport
Bayou and Sunset Avenue.  Due to limited right-of-way, the donation of
rights-of-way and/or easements are needed for the completion of road
right-of-way and drainage improvements.  Board approval is required to
authorize staff to proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance
of the donated rights-of-way and/or easements in order to facilitate the road
right-of-way and drainage improvements.
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28. Recommendation Concerning Contract with Workforce Escarosa, Inc., for the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community
Affairs Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program (SNAP) Contract, SNAP #2012-2013-01:

A. Approve the Contract between Workforce Escarosa, Inc., and the County for
SNAP, SNAP #2012-2013-01, for the period of July 1, 2012, through June 30,
2013, in the amount of $48,315; and

B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Contract and any subsequent related
documents, pending Legal review and approval, without further action of the
Board.

[Funding Source:  Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects - no local match
required]

 

29. Recommendation Concerning the FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant
Program, Emergency Medical Services Division Matching Grant Application -
Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board authorize the Escambia County Emergency Medical Services
Division to submit an electronic Application, pending review and approval by the
Office of Management and Budget and the County Attorney’s Office, for the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 2012 Assistance to
Firefighters Grant program, in the amount of $34,000, with a 20% County
match of $6,800, for the purchase of two LUCAS Chest Compression System
devices.

[Funding Source: Fund 408, Emergency Medical Services Fund, Cost Center
330302 EMS Operations]

 

  

  AGENDA 

JUNE 28, 2012

 

Page 40



           

30. Recommendation Concerning the Ratification of Purchase Orders Associated
with the Declaration of Local Emergency Dated June 9, 2012 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board ratify the following Purchase Orders issued for emergency
assistance for chillers, water removal and cleanup, and repairs to County
buildings and equipment, located at the Central Booking and Detention Center
and the Juvenile Justice Center.  The Purchase Orders were issued during the
period from June 9, 2012, through June 15, 2012, during the declared State of
Local Emergency, beginning on June 9, 2012, and ending on June 16, 2012: 

A.  Purchase Order Number 121372 to Engineered Cooling Services, Inc., in
the amount of $392,210 [Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost
Center 140836 - $182,710, expense type 54401, $209,500 expense type
54601];

B.  Purchase Order Number 121374 to Stoploss Specialists, LLC, in the
amount of $418,653 [Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center
140836 Expense Type 54601];

C.  Purchase Order Number 121371 to Vision Construction Ent., Inc., in the
amount of $126,812 [Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center
140836 Expense Type 54601]; and

D.  Purchase Order Number 121369 to R.D.Ward Construction, Inc., in the
amount of $175,000 [Funding; Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center
140836, Expense Type 54601].
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31. Recommendation Concerning Lease Agreement between Pensacola Care, Inc.,
and Escambia County for the Lease of the Facilities Located at 1 Villa Drive,
Pensacola, Florida 32506 - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services
Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Lease of the facilities
located at 1 Villa Drive:

A.  Adopt the Resolution authorizing the Chairman to execute a Capital Lease
Agreement with Pensacola Care, Inc., for the properties located at 1 Villa Drive,
Pensacola, Florida; and 

B.  Approve the Capital Lease Agreement between Pensacola Care, Inc., and
Escambia County for the Lease of the facilities located at 1 Villa Drive,
Pensacola, Florida.  The term of this Lease is 25 years, ending June 30, 2036. 
The Lease payment shall be $15,199.34 payable monthly.

(THE LEASE AGREEMENT WILL BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE
COVER)
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32. Recommendation Concerning Change Order Number 1 to Purchase Order
120957 to Halcore Group, Inc. (dba Horton Emergency Vehicles, Co.), for
Purchase of Replacement Ambulance - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety
Department Director

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the
following Change Order Number 1 for the purchase of an ambulance to replace
a unit damaged beyond repair as a result of a motor vehicle accident:

Department: Public Safety
Division: Emergency Medical Services
Type: Addition
Amount: $207,679
Vendor: Halcore Group, Inc. (dba Horton

Emergency Vehicles Co.)
Project Name: 08PS0028
Contract: 11-12.010
PO No.: 120957
CO No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $623,037
Cumulative Amount of Change
Orders through this CO:

$207,679

New P.O. Total $830,716

[Funding Source:  Fund 408, Emergency Medical Services, Cost Center
330302 EMS Operations]
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33. Recommendation Concerning a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement between
Okaloosa Gas District and Escambia County – Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public
Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning a Natural Gas Service Line
Agreement between Okaloosa Gas District and Escambia County to provide
gas service for the new Tax Collector/Property Appraiser building, located on
the Old Molino School property:

A. Authorize staff to enter into a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement with
Okaloosa Gas District to provide gas service for the new Tax Collector/Property
Appraiser building, located on the Old Molino School property; and

B. Authorize the Branch Director of the Facilities Management Branch of the
Public Works Department to sign the Agreement and any other documents,
subject to Legal review and sign-off, associated with the gas service line. 

[Funding Source:  Fund 352, LOST lll, Cost Center 110267 Public Fac & Proj
LOST 3, Object Code 56201 Buildings, Project O8PF0045]
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34. Recommendation Concerning Approval of Agreement between Escambia
County and Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc. - Amy Lovoy, Management and
Budget Services Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning approval of the Agreement
between Escambia County and Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc., Relating to the
Management of Certain County Lots by Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc., on July 4,
2012:

A.  Approve the Agreement between Escambia County and Winterfest of
Pensacola, Inc., for the management of the County-owned parking lot, located
behind the Pensacola Civic Center in the area behind the fence facing 9th
Avenue, on July 4, 2012, with the following stipulations for the parking lot:

1.  Winterfest agrees to act as an agent for the County on July 4, 2012, to
oversee and manage the County parking lot, located behind the Pensacola
Civic Center in the area behind the fence facing 9th Avenue;

2.  A parking fee of $5 per vehicle will be collected on behalf of the County by
Winterfest; and

3.  As compensation for the services provided by Winterfest on behalf of the
County, the County agrees to pay Winterfest 66 2/3% of the amount collected
by Winterfest and tendered to the County and 33 1/3% to Boy Scout Troop
676.  Winterfest accepts responsibility for assuring that the County's portion of
the amount is donated to Boy Scout Troop 676; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Agreement.
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35. Recommendation Concerning the Mahogany Mill Road Boat Ramp Project –
Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board accept the Public Disclosure of Interest document from
Mahogany Mill Road, LLC, for the acquisition of property (60 feet x 1,100 feet =
66,000 square feet or approximately 1.42 acres) for road right-of-way on
Mahogany Mill Road for the Mahogany Mill Road Boat Ramp Project.

Meeting in regular session on June 7, 2012, the Board approved the Contract
for Sale and Purchase of property (60 feet x 1,100 feet = 66,000 square feet or
approximately 1.42 acres) for road right-of-way on Mahogany Mill Road from
Mahogany Mill Road, LLC, for the Mahogany Mill Road Boat Ramp Project.  By
the time of that Board meeting on June 7, 2012, staff had not yet received the
Public Disclosure of Interest document from the seller.  Staff has now received
the document and is requesting that the Board accept the Public Disclosure of
Interest as part of the required closing documents.

[Funding for the Mahogany Mill Boat Ramp project is available in Fund 352,
LOST III, Cost Center 220102 (NESD Capital Projects), Project 11NE0892]
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36. Recommendation Concerning the Ratification of Change Order #1
to Engineered Cooling Services, Inc., for Emergency Repairs to the Mechanical
Systems at Central Booking and Detention and the Central Energy Plant - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board ratify the following Change Order for emergency repairs to the
mechanical systems at Central Booking and Detention and the Central Energy
Plant:
 
Department: Public Works
Division: Facilities Management
Type: Addition
Amount: $2,156,651
Vendor: Engineered Cooling Services, Inc.
Project Name: Central Booking & Detention Facility -

June 9, 2012 Flooding
Contract: N/A
PO No.: 121372
Change Order No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $392,210
Cumulative Amount of Change
Orders through this CO:

$2,156,651

New Contract Total: $2,548,861

[Funding Source: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund, Cost Center 140836, Object
Code 54601 & 56201, Project No. 6FL00155]
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III. For Discussion
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Tethering Ordinance Per Animal Services
Advisory Committee Recommendation Regarding the Animal Services Division
and Animal Control Division - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department
Director

That the Board accept the recommendation of the Animal Services Advisory
Committee (ASAC) to make no change to the current Tethering Ordinance.

 

2. Recommendation Concerning Low Cost Spay/Neuter Eligibility Criteria Per an
Animal Services Advisory Committee Recommendation Regarding the Animal
Services Division and the Animal Control Division - Marilyn D. Wesley,
Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board accept the recommendation of the Animal Services Advisory
Committee (ASAC) to set the income guidelines at 175% of the Federal Poverty
Level as one of the eligibility criteria for persons applying for services under
the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program.

2012 Federal Poverty Levels (gross yearly income)
Family Size 100% 133% 175%

1 $11,170 $14,856 $19,548
2 $15,130 $20,123 $26,478
3 $19,090 $25,390 $33,408
4 $23,050 $30,657 $40,338
5 $27,010 $35,923 $47,268
6 $30,970 $41,190 $54,198
7 $34,930 $46,457 $61,128
8 $38,890 $51,724 $68,058
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3. Recommendation Concerning Rabies Vaccine Administration Per the Animal
Services Advisory Committee Recommendation Regarding the Animal Services
Division and the Animal Control Division - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs
Department Director

That the Board approve the administering of the rabies vaccine and the
associated sale of County license tags to persons eligible for services under the
Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program.

This would require one additional full-time staff person (a Vet Tech) and the
necessary increases in operating expenses.  A conservative approximate cost is
about $45,000 ($40,000 personnel costs).  The Shelter’s current staff includes a
veterinarian position which is staffed with 2 part-time vets (equaling 1 full time
position – 20 hours per week for each) and was established to support the
surgeries associated with the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program approximately 2 ½
years ago, and to provide limited Shelter wellness care for the animals housed
within the facility.  This program was not intended for the County to be the
provider of the initial rabies vaccine or the sale of tags.

[Funding Source:  unknown, currently not funded = $45,000 approx.]
 

4. Discussion Concerning Tourist Development Tax/Tourist Development Council
Recommendations - Commissioner Wilson B. Robertson (NO BACKUP
PROVIDED)
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COUNTY ATTORNEY'S REPORT
 

I.   For Action
 

1. Recommendation Concerning Restricting Access to the Gulf of Mexico during
DeLuna Fest Concerts

That the Board adopt a resolution declaring that double red flag conditions will
occur on a specific portion of Santa Rosa Island during the DeLuna Fest series
of concerts and restricting access to the Gulf of Mexico from 7:00 a.m. on Friday,
September 21, 2012, until 5:00 a.m. on Monday, September 24, 2012.
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15. Items added to the agenda.
 

16. Announcements.
 

17. Adjournment.
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AI-2834     Proclamations      7.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Adoption of Proclamation
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Proclamations.

Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the Proclamation proclaiming June 21, 2012, as
"Dump the Pump Day" in Escambia County.

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
Proclamation



P R O C L A M A T I O N 
 

WHEREAS, June 21, 2012, marks the “Seventh Annual National Dump the Pump Day” as a day that 
encourages people to ride public transportation to save money, protect the environment, reduce our 
dependence on foreign oil and improve the quality of life for all Americans; and 

  
WHEREAS, public transportation is an important part of our nation’s transportation system and 

provides citizens with options other than driving a car; and 
 
WHEREAS, on average, people who ride public transportation can save over $10,000 per year, based 

on today’s gas prices, the cost of owning a car, and the average unreserved parking rate; and 
 
WHEREAS, for every $1 invested in public transportation, $4 is generated in economic returns; and 

 
WHEREAS, public transportation use reduces the country’s carbon footprint by 37 million metric tons, 

the equivalent of 4.9 million households using electricity in a year; and 
 
WHEREAS, U.S. public transportation use saves 4.2 billion gallons of gasoline per year – the 

equivalent of 900,000 cars filling up every day; and 
 

 WHEREAS, public transportation use in 439 urban areas in the United States saved 796 million hours 
annually in travel time and 303 million gallons of fuel.  Without public transportation, congestion costs would 
have risen by nearly $17 billion; and 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED, that the Escambia County Board of County 

Commissioners hereby proclaims Thursday, June 21, 2012, as 
 

“DUMP THE PUMP DAY” 
 

 in Escambia County and joins Escambia County Area Transit and public transportation agencies across the 
country in their efforts to encourage all citizens to participate in “Dump the Pump Day”  by using public 
transportation at every opportunity. 
 
      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
      ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman 

District One 
 
      Gene M. Valentino, Vice Chairman 
      District Two 
 
      Marie Young, District Three 
 
       Grover C. Robinson, IV, District Four 
 

Kevin W. White, District Five 
 

ATTEST: ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 
   CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
   ___________________________ 
             Deputy Clerk 
 
Adopted:  June 28, 2012 



   

AI-2810     Proclamations      8. A.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Adoption of Retirement Proclamations
From: Ron Sorrells
Organization: Human Resources
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the following two Retirement Proclamations:

A. The Proclamation commending and congratulating Carl W. Few, Equipment Operator III,
Public Works Department, on his retirement after 38 years of service; and

B. The Proclamation commending and congratulating Lawrence G. McCurry, Relief Emergency
Medical Specialist, Public Safety Department, on his retirement after 15 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



Retirement Proclamations 062812



PROCLAMATION 
 
WHEREAS, Carl W. Few worked as a County employee very faithfully for 38 years,  

 
retiring as an Equipment Operator III with the Public Works Department, Infrastructure  
 
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  
 
Carl W. Few on his retirement. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER PROCLAIMED that the Board of County Commissioners of  
 
Escambia County expresses its appreciation to Carl W. Few for 38 years of faithful  
 
and dedicated service as a County employee. 
 

 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 
                                                            _________________________________________ 

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman, District One 
 
Gene M. Valentino, Vice Chairman, District Two 

 
Marie Young, District Three 
 
Grover C. Robinson, IV, District Four 
 
Kevin W. White, District Five 
 

 
ATTEST:  ERNIE LEE MAGAHA, 
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
 

                   Deputy Clerk 
 
 
Adopted: June 28, 2012  



PROCLAMATION 
 
WHEREAS, Lawrence G. McCurry worked as a County employee very faithfully for 15 

 
years, retiring as a Relief Emergency Medical Specialist with the Public Safety Department,  
 
Emergency Medical Services 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  
 
Lawrence G. McCurry on his retirement. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER PROCLAIMED that the Board of County Commissioners of  
 
Escambia County expresses its appreciation to Lawrence G. McCurry for 15 years of faithful  
 
and dedicated service as a County employee. 
 

 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 
                                                            _________________________________________ 

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman, District One 
 
Gene M. Valentino, Vice Chairman, District Two 

 
Marie Young, District Three 
 
Grover C. Robinson, IV, District Four 
 
Kevin W. White, District Five 
 

 
ATTEST:  ERNIE LEE MAGAHA, 
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
 

                   Deputy Clerk 
 
 
Adopted: June 28, 2012  



   

AI-2840     Proclamations      8. B.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Adoption of Proclamation
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation:  That the Board adopt the Proclamation commending and congratulating
Shirley L. Gafford, Program Coordinator, County Administrator's Office, on her retirement after
37 years of exemplary service and dedication to the citizens of Escambia County.
 
(PROCLAMATION TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER).

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



   

AI-2717     Written Communication      9. A.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Environmental (Code) Enforcement Lien Relief – 417 N Old Corry Field Road A,
1002 W Hatton Street and 1713 Dauphine Street

From: Gordon Pike, Department Head
Organization: Corrections
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
May 28, 2012- Email communication from Dick Baker, Pensacola Habitat for Humanity,
requesting that the Board provide relief of the "non-hard costs" relative to a Code Enforcement
Lien against properties located at 417 North Old Corry Field Road A, 1002 West Hatton Street,
and 1713 Dauphine Street.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made by Dick Baker
against properties located at 417 N Old Corry Field Road A, 1002 W Hatton Street and 1713
Dauphine Street.

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H 2. Staff was instructed to review all
request for forgiveness of Environmental (Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request
met the criteria for forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the determination that the
request does not fall within any of the criteria that would allow the County Administrator to deny
relief, in accordance with the Board’s Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Dick Baker has no other recourse but to appeal before the Board under Written Communication. 

Alumni Partners II, LLC owns 19 properties in Escambia County.

BACKGROUND:
Received e-mail from Dick Baker, Pensacola Habitat for Humanity, requesting lien relief for
ten (10) properties currently owned by Alumni Partners II, LLC. Mr. Baker is working with 
Alumni Partners II, LLC to obtain 10 properties many of which have code enforcement liens 
attached and several have open cases/code violations.

417 N Old Corry Field Road A, 1002 W Hatton Street and 1713 Dauphine Street do not have 
liens attached to them except through code enforcement liens placed on other properties 
owned by Alumni Partners II, LLC.



Dick Baker is requesting lien forgiveness request for these three properties and is 
willing to pay all hard costs.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
If approved by the Board, the County Attorney’s Office will prepare the release.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
417 N Old Corry Field Road A, 1002 W Hatton Street and 1713 Dauphine Street











   

AI-2695     Written Communication      9. B.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Environmental (Code) Enforcement Lien Relief – 208 Alton Road
From: Gordon Pike, Department Head
Organization: Corrections
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
May 29, 2012 (second request) - Email communication from Heidi Rogers, American
Homeowner Preservation, LLC, on behalf of American Homeowner Preservation Fund, L.P.,
requesting that the Board provide relief of the one-time fine, in the amount of $5,000, relative to
a Code Enforcement Lien against property located at 208 Alton Road.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made by Heidi Rogers
against property located at 208 Alton Road. 

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H 2. Staff was instructed to review all
request for forgiveness of Environmental (Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request
met the criteria for forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the determination that the
request does not fall within any of the criteria that would allow the County Administrator to deny
relief, in accordance with the Board’s Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Heidi Rogers, on behalf of American Homeowner Preservation Fund, L.P., has no other
recourse but to appeal before the Board under Written Communication. American Homeowners
Preservation Fund, L.P., has offered to pay all hard cost associated with the lien.

BACKGROUND:
August 13, 2010 The Office of Environmental Enforcement received complaint for
overgrowth, trash and debris and unsecure structure. Officer investigated the complaint and 
posted a notice of violation. Notice of violation was sent both regular and certified mail. 

Notice of violation received and signed for by owner Michelle Neely on August 18, 2010

August 31, 2010 Officer reinspected property. Violations remained. Photos taken. Citation 
issued via certified mail. Mail returned marked “Refused”.

Violations remain. Photos taken.



October 21. 2010 Title search was requested and reveals title vested in Michelle Neely.

Violations remain. Photos taken on November 11, 2010.

December 3, 2010 A Notice of Hearing sent both regular and certified mail. Notice received 
by Jenny Caro. Copy of hearing posted on property and photos taken.

December 14, 2010 Hearing was held. $1,100 court cost awarded to Escambia County and 
one time fine of $5,000.00.

Copy of Order mailed to owner both regular and certified mail on December 15, 2010. Both 
orders returned marked “Refused”.

January 31, 2010 A Letter of Non-compliance sent to owner. Both letters returned marked 
“Unclaimed”.

Property abated by Escambia County on July 11, 2010. Affidavit of compliance signed by 
Abatement Officer. 

Letter sent to owner stating abatement completed by county. Letter returned marked 
“Unclaimed” on July 18, 2010.

December 2, 2010 A Certification of Cost signed by Special Magistrate and recorded in 
Official Records.

First request was presented before the Board on May 17, 2012. Board voted to not take any
action.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Lien amount Cost 

Court Cost $1,100.00

Abatement Cost $400.00

Fines(one time fine) $5.000.00

TOTAL $6,500.00

This amount does not include the Clerk’s recording fees or interest.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
If approved by the Board, the County Attorney’s Office will prepare the release.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
208 Alton Road



















   

AI-2774     Written Communication      9. C.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Environmental (Code) Enforcement Lien Relief – 920 N 63rd Avenue and 6340
Louisville Avenue

From: Gordon Pike, Department Head
Organization: Corrections
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
June 12, 2012 - Email communication from Fred Gunther, Gunther Properties, LLC, requesting
that the Board provide relief of Code Enforcement Liens against properties located at 920 North
63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue, owned by Mary Pearson, in exchange for Ms.
Pearson deeding the property located at 920 North 63rd Avenue to Escambia County and
paying the hard costs, in the amount of $3,300.

Recommendation: That the Board review and consider lien relief request made by Fred Gunther
against properties located at 920 North 63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue.

On June 18, 2009, the Board amended the “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H 2. Staff was instructed to review all
request for forgiveness of Environmental (Code) Enforcement Liens to determine if the request
met the criteria for forgiveness, in accordance with the Board’s policy.

After reviewing the request for forgiveness of Liens, staff made the determination that the
request does not fall within any of the criteria that would allow the County Administrator to deny
relief, in accordance with the Board’s Policy, “Guidelines for Relief from Environmental (Code)
Enforcement Special Magistrate Liens” Policy, Section III, H2. 

Fred Gunther, Gunther Properties, LLC, has no other recourse but to appeal before the Board
under Written Communication. Fred Gunther has offered to pay all hard cost associated with the
liens.

BACKGROUND:
Fred Gunther is assisting the owner in selling property separate from the two being considered
by the Board for lien forgiveness.

Mr. Gunther would like to pay all hard cost associated with the three liens and donate the
property located at 920 N 63rd Avenue to Escambia County. 

The Office of Environmental Enforcement currently has an open and active Order against 920 N.
63rd Avenue.



Attached are histories for each lien in question.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
920 N 63rd Avenue (1st lien)

Lien amount Cost 
Court Cost $1,100.00
Fines $156,800.00

TOTAL $157,900.00

920 N 63rd Avenue (2nd lien)

Lien amount Cost 
Court Cost $1,100.00
Fines (pending) ?

TOTAL ?

6340 Louisville Avenue

Lien amount Cost 
Court Cost $1,100.00

TOTAL $1,100.00

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
If approved by the Board, the County Attorney’s Office will prepare the release.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
920 N 63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue
920 N 63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue
920 N 63rd Avenue and 6340 Louisville Avenue









































































   

AI-2811     Written Communication      10.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Written Communication - Jennifer Ponson, Coordinator , Student and Program
Outreach, Pensacola State College

From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Written Communication - Request for Funding.

June 14, 2012- Email communication from Jennifer Ponson, Coordinator, Student and Program
Outreach, Pensacola State College, seeking support from the Board for the 2013 Skills USA
State Conference and Worlds of Possibilities Career Expo through Bed Tax dollars to assist with
cost of the Pensacola Civic Center and production of the event.

BACKGROUND:
N/A

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
Written Communication Request - Jennifer Ponson







   

AI-2740     Public Hearings      12.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Public Hearing to Consider an Ordinance Establishing an Economic Development
Ad Valorem Tax Exemption (EDATE) for Ascend Performance Material, LLC

From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
5:32 p.m. Public Hearing for consideration of adopting an Ordinance establishing an EDATE
for Ascend Performance Materials, LLC.

Recommendation:  That the Board adopt an Ordinance establishing an Economic Development
Ad Valorem Tax Exemption (EDATE) for Ascend Performance Materials, LLC, for 62% of their
business expansion for up to 10 years.

BACKGROUND:
October 21, 2010 the Board adopted a Resolution (R2010-199) establishing the Board's intent
to adopt an Ordinance for an Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemption (EDATE) for
Ascend Performance Material, LLC for up to 10 years for a business expansion.

The business expansion will include an investment over $50,000,000 to expand and equip the
existing production facility.  The business expansion will increase the company's local
production by more than 10%.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The Property Appraiser's Office estimates loss of revenue for the current Fiscal Year for this
specific EDATE to be $356,305.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Ordinance was approved by the County Attorney's Office as to form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
A copy of the Ordinance will be filed with the Escambia County Property Appraiser's Office.  The



A copy of the Ordinance will be filed with the Escambia County Property Appraiser's Office.  The
original will be filed with the Department of State.

Attachments
Ascend Perf. Materials Backup





















   

AI-2772     Public Hearings      13.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: 5:33 p.m. Public Hearing - Repealing Certain Septic Tank Regulations Pursuant to
HB 1263 (2012)

From: Ryan E. Ross, Assistant County Attorney
Organization: County Attorney's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
5:33 p.m. Public Hearing for consideration of adopting an Ordinance repealing certain septic
tank regulations pursuant to HB 1263 (2012).

Recommendation: That the Board adopt an Ordinance repealing certain septic tank regulations
pursuant to House Bill (HB) 1263 (2012).

BACKGROUND:
During its 2012 session, the Florida Legislature approved, and the Governor signed, House Bill
1263.  House Bill 1263 prohibits counties from requiring septic tank and onsite sewage
treatment system inspections at the time of a real estate sale.  Escambia County had previously
adopted a time-of-sale inspection requirement.  This ordinance eliminates this requirement in
conformance with House Bill 1263.  The ordinance additionally repeals certain regulations
governing aerobic treatment units that are inconsistent or redundant with state regulations.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The Escambia County Health Department will reimburse the County Attorney's Office for the
legal advertisement.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The revisions to the Ordinance were prepared by Ryan E. Ross, Assistant County Attorney, after
coordination with the Escambia County Health Department.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The revisions to the Ordinance were prepared by Ryan E. Ross, Assistant County Attorney, after
coordination with the Escambia County Health Department.



Attachments
Septic Tank Ordinance Amendments
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 98, ARTICLE

III, SECTIONS 98-64 AND 98-65 OF THE ESCAMBIA COUNTY CODE

OF ORDINANCES BY REPEALING THE INSPECTION REQUIREMENT

FOR SEPTIC TANKS AND ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT AND

DISPOSAL SYSTEMS AT THE TIME OF A REAL PROPERTY SALE OR

TRANSFER; DELETING REGULATIONS RELATfATO AEROBIC
TREATMENT UNITS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERAJWTY; PROVIDING
FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; PROVIDING^!! AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, pursuant to state law, the,

Commissioners has adopted regulations gov

tanks and on-site sewage treatment and

WHEREAS, Escambia County works

of Health to enforce these regulations and

administrative codes; and

WHEREAS, during the 2012 II

and the Governor approved. House

requiring inspections^^^ge tanks'
systems at the point flllfle in amal estaf

mbia Cou

installation

oard of County

sage of septic

with the Florida Department

applicable state laws and

ion, tn^Jprida Legislature adopted,
$y prohibits counties from

ige treatment and disposal

saction; and

WHEREASfccambia

Code of Ordinances?

trea

necessa

NOW, THE

COMMISSION

mty curre^^ requires such inspections through its

sum '
County also lias adopted regulations governing aerobic

nt or redundant with state regulations; and

aard olpCounty Commissioners therefore finds that it is

its regulations to ensure consistency with state law.

IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

SCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. Chapter 98, Article III, Section 98-64 of the Escambia County Code of

Ordinances is hereby amended as follows (words underlined are additions and words

stricken are deletions):

42 Sec. 98-64. - Definitions.

43 The following words, phrases, or terms used in this article, unless the context

44 indicates otherwise, shall have the following meanings:
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Aerobic treatment unit. A oowage treatment unit which introduoos air into sewage

to provide aerobic biochemical stabilization within a treatment rocoptaclo.

Available. As applied to an Escambia County Utilities Authority (ECUA)

wastewater collection main, means that the wastewater collection main exists in a public

easement or right-of-way abutting the property line of the establishment or residence to

be served; is not under a department of environmental protection moratorium; has

adequate permitted capacity to accept the sewage to be generated by the

establishment or residence; and the plumbing system of the ejpflishment or residence

can be connected to the collection main.

1
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7
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9
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19 Mean high

20 water with the sh

EC

ECUA retrofit prioritized areas. Those areas scf

pressure wastewater system installation in the

identified and updated periodically by the ECUj

into this division.

Enforcement agency. The Florida Healt

of this article.

Lot. That portion of a parcel

whether such parcel is described by ri

method.

fled f^ravity or low

ervice arelP|||wDse priority is
and incorporsralyjy reference

shall enforce all provisions

oundaries of such parcel

ounds or any other legal

syste

ins

legal n

Pe

partnership, tn

itersectWof the tidal or nontidal plane of mean high

fj/stem (OSTDS). Any domestic sewage
including sf§ffl3arcJ subsurface systems, graywater

, alternative systems or experimental systems,

other land to which the owner or owners have the

t

'ords owner, agent of an owner, firm, association,

f corporation, as well as individual.

Plat. A map dtpffawing depicting the division of lands and blocks, parcels, tracts

or sites being a complete exact representation of the subdivision; and other information

in compliance with all applicable sections of the state plat act and this article.

Solo or tranefor. Transmission of real proporty from one peroon to anothor by

voluntary act and agreement between tho sollor and buyer founded on a valuable

consideration. The following transfers shall bo oxempt from thio definition:
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(1) Transfers pursuant to oourt ordor, including, but not limited to, transfers

ordered by a probate oourt in tho administration of an ostato, transfers pursuant

to a writ of oxecution, transfers by any foroolosure sale, transfers by a trustee in

bankruptcy, transfers by eminent domain and transfers resulting from a decree

for specific performance.

(2) Transfers to a mortgagee by a mortgagor or successor in interest who is in

default; transfers to a beneficiary of a deed of trust by ajIMptor or successor in

interest who is in default; transfers by any foroolosure^^yaftor dofault, in an
dor a power of sale or

ault in an obligation

obligation socurod by a mortgage; transfers by a s

any foreclosure 6ale under a decree of foreclose

secured by a doed of trust or secured by

of sale; or transfers by a mortgagee or

has acquired the real property at a sat

under a mortgage or deed of trust or

has acquired the real property by a de

ciary under a

r instrument containing a power

of trust who

ucted pursuant to

purouanMo a decree

(3) Transfer by a bank,

Federal National Mortgage

Association, Federal

londer who has a

foroclosuro.

^closure.

/er of sale

closure or

iation, mortgago banker, the

National Mortgage

or othor institutional

re or deed in lieu of

F.S. (1993) oh. 718, or as

ofined in F.S. (1093) oh. 719, or as

lans, as defined in F.S. (1093) oh. 21,

in tho oourso of the administration of a docodent's

consofvationship, or trust.

ofcrs fagff one co owner to ono or more other co owners.

Transrafrnade to a spouso or to a person or persons related by
consanguinity to one or more of the transferors.

(8) Transfers between spouses resulting from a dooroo of dissolution of

marriago or a dooree of legal separation or from a property cottlomont agreement

incidental to such a decree.



(9) Transfers under F.S. (1003) ch. 197, or as subsequently amended, as a

rooult of failure to pay property taxes.
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8 Written corrective action. A written statement issued

9 provision of this article, or his agent, identifying and speci

10 time of issuance, corrective measure to be taken and

11 completed.

Transfers or oxchanges to or from any govornmontal entity.

Sollor. Owner or title holder of real property or person or entity who has authority

to enter into a contract for sale of the property.

A
violator of any

he violation, date and

e correction is to be

SECTION 2. Chapter 98, Article III, Section

Ordinances is hereby amended as follows

stricken are deletions):

Sec. 98-65. - Standards for on-sji&&ewage trea

(a) No septic tank or othef^-s^^wage tr<
may be installed until a permit is obta

81-10 (chapter 54,

Issuance of the permi;

the following provi

of the Escambia tpty Code of

underlined are additicwand words

(1)
county sh

(MHW

All on-:

The maxi

ilized shall b

F

t and disposal systems.

nt and disposal system

j|mbia County Ordinance

epartment of Health,

epartment of Health and

ite

jjs in the unincorporated areas of the

TO feet from the mean high water line

|ls or any other tidal or nontidal surface waters.

allot^bje density where an on-site sewage disposal

Iculatea on a basis of lot size alone.system

(3) 1?|yFloridj|pgpartrnent of Health will not approve the usage of an on-site

sewage disposaf||||gpm an area that appears to be a wetland as defined by F.S. §
403.817, or where trlpistimated wet season high water table is determined by soil
conditions (such as mottling) to be at the ground surface. The applicant will be directed

to contact the Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers for wetland jurisdiction determination.

Persons using aerobic treatment units, regardlocc of date installed, shall

obtain an annual operating permit from tho Florida Department of Health. The fee

collected for this permit shall be used to porform periodic monitoring and effluent



1 sampling of tho unit. Persons operating an aerobic treatment unit shall permit

2 dopartmont porsonnol right of ontry to the property during normal working hours for

3 monitoring and sampling.

4

5 (§) a. Existing septic tanks or other on site sowage treatment and disposal

6 systems in both the incorporated and unincorporated aroas of Escambia County, Florida

7 couth of Well Line Road and Bocks Lako Road shall be inspected upon transfer or sale

8 in compliance with an onvironmontal analysis program tev-the

Florida Dopartmont of Health.

b. Proof of complianco with the inspection requj

9

10

11

12 furnished by the seller or the transferor to

13 transfer of the property on a form prepared and

14 Health. Failure to provide such proof as roqui^

15 articlo by tho sollor or transferor. The compfr

16 other instrument of conveyance and shall be

forth herein shall be

)roin constitutes a

form ohalbfae attached toraodood or

public records ofEsoambia
17 County, Florida. Failure to comply with tho roquir'6^et forth in this section shall

18 not affoct tho validity of any transfe^^djed nor tho^po of filing of the deed or other

instrument be deemed an acknowled

19 instrument of conveyance
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42

for filir my dood or other

ianceiith tho requirements of this

section.

Florida Departm

program will be administered by the

Health Department. Fees for this

program shall inclu

system in

its'H&onsite sewage treatment and disposal

poctions made upon transfer or sale of

treatment and disposal system, set annually by

resources

financial

defined

ommissioners.

p. ^ eVFees Ipected under this program and other allocated program

exclusigijy for an environmental analysis program and a citizen's
and to administer Section 98-69 of this ordinance to be as

of county commissioners in the county's annual budget.

e. The results of the environmental analysis program will bo used to

define new ECUA retrofit prioritized areas and refine the prioritizod areas annually.

SECTION 3. SEVERABILITY.

If any section, paragraph, sentence or clause of this Ordinance or the application

thereof to any person or circumstance is held void, invalid, unlawful or unconstitutional

by a court of competent jurisdiction, it is the intent of the Board that such section,
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invalidity, paragraph, sentence or clause shall be deemed separate, distinct,

independent and severable and shall not otherwise affect application of this Ordinance

that can be given effect without the invalid provision or application.

SECTION 4. INCLUSION IN THE ESCAMBIA COUNTY CODE.

The provisions of this Ordinance shall become and be made part of the

Escambia County Code and the word Ordinance may be changed to section, article, or

other appropriate word or phrase, and the sections of this Ordinjpce may be

renumbered to accomplish such intention.

SECTION 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance shall become effective

DONE AND ENACTED THIS DAY

upon

ATTEST:

COMMIS*
, FLORIDA

RdtJertson, Chairman

Enactec

Filed with'

Effective:

)artment of State



   

AI-2782     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Acceptance of Reports
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Acceptance of Reports Prepared by the Clerk of the Circuit
Court & Comptroller's Finance Department

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

A. The following two Payroll Expenditures:

(1) Pay Date June 8, 2012, in the amount of $2,089,709.34; and

(2) Pay Date June 22, 2012, in the amount of $2,165,611.07;

B. The following three Disbursement of Funds:

(1) May 31, 2012, to June 6, 2012, in the amount of $11,533,864.22;

(2) June 7, 2012, to June 13, 2012, in the amount of $3,368,120.36; and

(3) June 14, 2012, to June 20, 2012, in the amount of $4,809,888.47; 

C. Budget Comparison Reports for eight (8) months, or 66.67%, of Fiscal Year 2012, as follows:

(1) Summarized, by fund, Budget to Actual Comparison as of May 31, 2012;

(2) Actual Revenue and Expenditure Comparison to the prior Fiscal Year as of May 31, 2012;
and

(3) General Fund graph of two-year comparison of actual revenues vs. actual expenditures as of
May 31, 2012; and

D. The Investment Report for the month ended May 31, 2012.

Background:
Regarding the May 2012 Investment Report:



Regarding the May 2012 Investment Report:

The total portfolio earnings for the month of May equaled $110,445. The short term portfolio
achieved an average yield of .24%. This yield should be compared to the benchmark of the
Standard & Poor's Government Investment Pool 30 Day index yielding .06%. The core portfolio
achieved an average Yield to Maturity at Cost of 1.24% and should be compared to the
benchmark of the Merrill Lynch 1-5 Yr. Treasury Index yielding .19%.

All investments included in the County's portfolio are in compliance with the County's
Investment Policy.

Attachments
CR I-1
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 ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 
COUNTY CRIMINAL 


COURT DIVISION 


CIRCUIT CIVIL 

·;·AUDfTOR·:· ACCOUNTANT·:·Ex-OFFTCIO CL£RK TO THE BOARO·:·CUSTO DIAN OF COUNTY FUNDS':' 

CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 


DOMESTIC RELATIONS 


FAMILY LAw 


Escambia County, Florida 
Payroll Expenditures of the 
Board of County Commissioners 

Pay Date: June 8, 2012 

Check No: $0.00 

Direct Deposits: $1,105,805.08 

Total Deductions and Matching Costs: $983,904 .26 

Total Expenditures: $2,089,709.34 
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ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
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CHILO SUPPORT 


CLERK TO THE BOARD 


COUNTY CIVIL 


COUNTY CRIMINAL 
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CIRC UIT CIVIL 


CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 


DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

FAMILY LAw 


ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT & COMPTROLLER 


ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 


·:·AUDITOR·:· ACCOUNTANT·:·Ex..()FFlCIO CLERK TOTHE B O ARO':' CUSTODIAN OF COUNTY FUNDS':' 

Escambia County, Florida 
Payroll Expenditures of the 
Board of County Commissioners 

Pay Date: June 22, 2012 

Check No: $0.00 

Direct Deposits: 

Total Deductions and Matching Costs: 

Total Expenditures: 

$1,144,428.78 

$1,021,182.29 

$2,165,611 .07 

FINANCE 

JURY ASSEMBLY 


GUARDIANSHIP 


HUMAN RESOURCES 


JUVENILE DIVISION 


MARRIA G E 


MENTAL HEALTH 

MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS 


OFFICIAL RECORDS 


OPERATIONAL SERVICES 


PROBATE DIVISION 


TRAFFIC DIVISION 


_.." 
.,'o_ 
- >;: : ~ 
-- r 1 

:-:; ~ 
J-

f:J
.. 7 l 

ri d 
::ti c) 
(J) 

= ......., 

C,,_ 

= :z: 
N 
a 

1] 

r;y 
U1 
. 0 

TREASURY 

-!.:r .-

~n 
(J -j _ 
l'1 t' \ 
( -

= r.• 
-i-' •;< n :::: 
..., ~ " 

~ 

221 PALAFOX PLACE. PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 32502-5843 
(850) 595-4830. FAX (850) 595-4823. WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM 

http:WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM


EXECUTIVE ADMINISTRATlON/LEGAL DIVISION 


ACCOUNTING DIVISION 


APPEALS DIVISION 


ARCHIVES AND RECOROS 


CENTURY DIVISION 


CHILD SUPPORT 


CLERK TO THE BOARD 


COUNTY CIVIL 


COUNTY CRIMINAL 


COURT DIVISION 


CIRCUIT CIVIL 


CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 


DOME:5TIC RELATIONS 


FAMILY LAw 


Escambia County, Florida 

Disbursement of Funds From: 


DISBURSEMENTS 

Computer check run of: 

F1NANCE 


JURY ASSEMBLY 


GUARDIANSHIP
ERNIE LEE MAGAHA HUMAN RESOURCES 

JUVENILE DIVISION
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COlTRT & COMPTROLLER MARRIAGE 

MENTAL HEALTH 

MANAGEMENT INFORMATJON SYSTEMS 

OFFICIAL RECORDS 

OPERATIONAL SERVICES 

PROBATE DIVISION 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

':'A UOITOR':' AcCOUNTANT':'Ex-oFFlCIO CLERK TO THE BOARO ':'CUSTOOIAN OF COUNTY FUNDS':' 
TRAFFIC DIVISION 

TREASURY 

05/31/12 to 06/06/12 

06/06/12 $ ___4.:.;,5_4..:1,~74_7_.0.;.,;6_ 

L-Vendor $ _____0::.;...;:..00::.... 

Hand-Typed Checks 

Disbursement By Wire : 

Elected Official $ __6,--,9-,-60--"_04_5,.2_5_ 

Preferred Governmental Claims $ __---=.29::..:.,.=:52::.:5o,,-.5::..::8=

Credit Card Purchases $ ___2::.!'.;:..54.;..;6O".3::..::3=

Total Disbursement by Wire 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS 

The detailed backup to th is Report is available for review in the Clerk's Finance Department. If 
you have any questions, please call Cheryl Maher, Clerk's Finance Division at (850) 595-4841. 

Pursuant to Chapter 13606 (1), Florida Statutes, the Disbursement Report will be filed with the 
Board's Minutes. 
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ExEC UTIVE ADM I NISTRATION / LEGAL DIVI SIO N FINANC E 
ACCOUNTING DIVISION JURY ASSEMBLY 

ApPE A LS DIVISION GUARDIANSHI P 
ARC HIVES AND RECORDS ERNIE LEE MAGAHA HUMAN RESO U RC ES 

CENTURY DIV ISION JUVENILE DIVISION 
CHILD SUPPORT CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT & COMPTROLLER MARRIAG E 

CLERK TO TH E BOARD MENT AL HEA LTH 
COUNTY CIVIL MANAGEMENT INFO RMATION SYSTE M S 

C O UNTY CRIMINAL 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

OFFI CIA L REC ORDS 
COURT DIVISIO N OPERATIONAL S E RVI CES 

CIRC U IT C IVIL PROBATE DIVIS ION
':' A UDIT OR':' A CCOUNTANT':' Ex-Q F FlC IO CLERK T O T H E B OAR O·:·CUSTOOt A.N OF COUNTY Fu N DS ':'

CIRC UIT CRIMINAL TRAFFI C DIVIS ION 
DOMESTIC RELAT IONS TREASURY 

FAMILY LAw 

Escambia County, Florida 

Disbursement of Funds From: 06/07/12 to 06/13/12 


DISBURSEMENTS 

Computer check run of: 

06/13/12 $ ___ ,9_16...;,_47_6_
2,;.,. .6_5_ 

L-Vendor $ ____---.:0:.:,:.0::;0:...

Hand-Typed Checks: $ ___...:.15=.",.=.00::;0:.:,:.0::;0:...

Disbursement By Wire: 

Preferred Governmental Claims $ __-::-::-1::-,5,-:-96-:-::1:-.1::-::3,-
Other First Transit Transportation $ __-=3~3~574::-:17:-' . 0::-:0:
Civic Center $ __--=.8""'5,e;;,26.;;..;5;.;,..5.;;..;8,

Total Disbursement by Wire $ __---...:4~3::.!6,~64:.:..:3::.:...7:...-1:..

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $ ==,,;3,;;;,3,,;6,;;8':;,12;,;0;;,.3=6~ 

The detailed backup to th is Report is available for review in the Clerk's Finance Department. If 

you have any questions, please call Cheryl Maher, Clerk's Finance Division at (850) 595-4841 . 


Pursuant to Chapter 136.06 (1 ), Florida Statutes, the Disbursement Report will be filed with the 

Board's Minutes. 


= "--> 

,..., (, .~ . 
C }:-o ' 

<
-<. c=: ~> A '~ 

z - ~ r " 
n~ ~ ;.,- . 
~--{ >~~ -; r'i r n 

o \ J::r rnro c: - ).
(,..10 po :.:: ~ c;- -,. -i-h 
2~ q> ;-<n:r: 
~o .::: g).>.
::0 0 r....> 
(.rl ., --D 

~ 

221 PALAFOX PLACE. PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 32502-5843 
(850) 595-4830. FAX (850) 595-4823. WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM 

http:WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM


ExECUTIVE ADMINISTRATION/LEGAL DIVISION 

ACCOUNTING DIVISION 


ApPEALS DIVISION 


ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 


CENTURY DIVISION 


CHILD SUPPORT 


CLERK TO THE BOARD 


COUNTY CIVIL 


COUNTY CRIMINAL 


COURT DIVISION 


CIRCUIT CIV1L 


CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 


DOMESTIC RELATIONS 


FAMILY LAw 


Escambia County, Florida 

Disbursement of Funds From: 


DISBURSEMENTS 

Computer check run of: 

FINANCE 


JURY ASSEMBLY 


GUARDIANSHIP
ERNIE LEE MAGAHA HUMAN RESOURCES 

JUVENILE DIVISION
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT & COMPTROLLER MARRIAGE 

MENTAL HEALTH 

MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

OFFICIAL RECORDS 

OPERATION.AL SERVICES 

PROBATE DIVISION 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

·;·AUorrOR·:·AcCOUN'TA.NT·:·Ex.<)FACIO CLERK TO THE BOA.RD·:·CUSTOOtAN OF COUNTY FUNDS ':' 
TRAFFIC DIVISION 

TREASURY 

06/14/12 to 06/20/12 

06/20/12 $ ___4~,4_6_S';...3_SS_.6_8_ 

L-Vendor $ _____0:..;..0.:...;0'

Hand-Typed Checks: 

Disbursement By Wire ' 

Preferred Governmental Claims $ __---=.3-"-'8,,,,-87-'.-50.;.'7;.,..;8,

Credit Card Purchases $ __----=2-'1,;...16-,-6,-.5_2_ 

Other Veolia Transportation Services $ __....;;2:..;;.8.;;..;3,'"::-9-::-70::-.2::-:1::
Kevin Wayne White $ ___--=.S2::.;0::..c.2::.;8'

Total Disbursement by Wire 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS 

The detailed backup to this Report is available for review in the Clerk's Finance Department. If 
you have any questions, please call Cheryl Maher, Clerk's Finance Division at (850) 595-4841 . 

Pursuant to Chapter 13606 (1), Florida Statutes, the Disbursement Report will be filed with the 
Board's Minutes. 
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EXECunVE AOMINISTRATION/LEGAL DIVISION FINANCE 
ACCOUNTING DIVISION ,JUR'f MANAGEMENT 

ApPEALS DIVISION GUARDIANSHIP 
ARCHIVES AND RECORDS HUMAN RESOURCESERNIE LEE MAGAHACENTUR'f DMSIQN ,JUV'ENILL DIVISION 

CHILD SUPPORT MARRIAGE 
CLERK TO THE BOARD MENTAL HEALTHCLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT AND COMPTROLLER 

COUNTY CIVIL 	 MAHAG04DlT IN~ORMATlON SYsTEMS

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDACOUNTY CRIMINAL 	 OFTICIAL RECORDS 

COURT DIVISION ONE STOP 

CIRCUIT" CIVIL OPERATIONAL SERVICES 
• ALCITOR • ACCOlHTANT • Ex-omCIO CLEAM TO THE BOAAO • CUST'OOIAH Of" COl»lTY FIA'IOS • 

CIRCurr CRIMINAL PROBATE DIVISION 

DoMEsne RELATIONS TRAme DIYSION 

FAMILY LAw TREASUR'f 

MEMORANDUM 

- .J 

,....., 

TO: Honorable Board of County Commissioners , 


- I = -
C2~\ N .. .:=-:r'FROM: Ernie Lee Magaha 	 <.1 ,, ' .-

Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller 	 " J ., 1) 
--< 

J ;<"...:.:r-:~ ,...r'1 1...J 
C) 

.n- ......-;-. 
~o 

By: 
Patricia L. Sheldon, CPA, CGFO, CPFO, CPFIM 
Administrator for Financial Services 
Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller 

DATE: June 21, 2012 

SUBJECT: Budget Comparison Reports October 1, 2011 through May 31, 2012 

RECOIVIMENDATION: 

That the Board accepts, for filing with the Board's Minutes, Budget Comparison Reports for eight 
(8) months, or 66.67%, of Fiscal Year 2012 as follows: 

1. 	 Summarized, by fund, Budget to Actual Comparison as of May 31,2012. 
2. 	 Actual Revenue and Expenditure Comparison to the prior fiscal year as of May 31, 2012 
3. 	 General Fund, graph of two-year comparison of actual revenues vs. actual expenditures, 

as of May 31, 2012. 

PLS/nac 
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Budget to Actual Summary Report 

For the fiscal year 2012 


as of May 31,2012 

8 months or 66.67% of Fiscal Year 


BUDGET as 
originally 

Fund iI Fund Name published 

001 General Fund $ 173,665,332 

101 Esc, County Restricted 293,382 

102 Economic Development 2,765,000 

103 Code Enforcement 2,188,239 

104 Mass Transit 9,030,374 

106 Mosquito Control 18,396 

108 Tourist Promotion 5,758,178 

110 Grants Fund 8,728,639 

112 Disaster Recovery 0 

114 Misdemeanor Probation 2,330,518 

115 Article V 3,322,595 

116 Development Review Fees 255,250 

117 Perdido Key Beach Mouse 0 

120 SHIP 160,000 

121 Law Enforcement Trust 0 

124 Affordable Housing Grant 1,732,212 

129 CDBGfHUD 5,580,335 

130 Handicapped Parking 19,000 

131 FamilY Mediation 100,000 

143 Fire Protection Fund 11,186,061 

145 E-911 1,448,750 

146 HUD-CDBG Housing Rehab 50,000 

147 HUD-Home Fund 4,416,006 

151 Community.Redevelopment 1,767,073 

152 Southwest Sector 0 

167 Bob Sikes Toll 2,707,500 

175 TranSj:>ortation Trust 19,870,212 

177 StreetLighting and Road MSBU 748,553 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 

Re-Budgets of Budget Amended 
Prior Yr. Projects Amendments Budget 

Total Revenue 
Percent 

2012 Actual Realized 
Revenue To Date 

$ 730,021 $ 1,457,361 $ 175,852,714 $ 115,482,134 66% 

21,080 1,272,266 1,586,728 205,679 13% 

131,438 1,626,128 4,522,566 437,943 10% 

0 972,453 3,160,692 1,110,439 35% 

0 1,490,808 10,521,182 4,517,038 43% 

0 45,163 63,559 9,298 15% 

2,597,408 1,861,847 10,217,433 4,811,733 47% 

2,115,213 6,942,496 17,786,348 5,820,959 33% 

0 0 0 11,495,560 nfa 

0 257,628 2,588,146 1,641,296 63% 

89,951 3,454,597 6,867,143 1,810,633 26% 

0 110,967 366,217 158,907 43% 

0 130,196 130,196 6,943 nfa 

0 476,864 636,864 228,475 36% 

0 598,378 598,378 417,734 nfa 

857,931 1,629,377 4,219,520 1,333,960 32% 

577,605 190,466 6,348,406 2,198,779 35% 

0 195,945 214,945 29,840 14% 

0 17,622 117,622 755 1% 

0 462,404 11,648,465 10,452,716 90% 

17,500 1,701,635 3,167,885 608,025 19% 

0 39,981 89,981 705 1% 

10,000 46,660 4,472,666 951,690 21% 

296,449 3,840,692 5,904,214 905,437 15% 

3,336,781 1,028,164 4,364,945 29,689 1% 

0 1,274,855 3,982,355 2,107,087 53% 

909,488 2,594,793 23,374,493 13,818,824 59% 

0 373,275 1,121,828 733,063 65% 

Total Expenditures Difference 

Percent 
Gain/(Use) of Fund2012 Actual Expended 

Expenditures To Date Balance 1 

$ 101,886,380 58% $13,595,754 

192,671 12% 13,008 

649,881 14% (2 11 ,938) 

1,547,377 49% (436,938) 

4,214,222 40% 302,816 

9,696 15% (398) 

5,138,536 50% (326,803) 

6,386,565 36% (565,606) 

0 nfa 11,495,560 

1,367,916 53% 273,380 

2,297,624 33% (486,991) 

148,449 41% 10,458 

0 nfa 6,943 

218,995 34% 9,480 

194,797 nfa 222,937 

1,453,507 34% (1 19,547) 

2,100,528 33% 98,251 

9,619 4% 20,221 

3,793 3% (3,038\ 

6,670,843 57% 3,781,873 

1,159,225 37% (551,200} 

(740) -1% 1,445 

931,833 21% 19,857 

813,163 14% 92,274 

132,546 3% (102,857) 

1,503,642 38% 603,445 

12,801,452 55% 1,017,372 

407,746 36% 325,317 

Prepared by : Clerk and Complroller's Finance Dept. 
6/21/2012 Page 1 of 2 



Budget to Actual Summary Report 

For the fiscal year 2012 


as of May 31,2012 

8 months or 66.67% of Fiscal Year 


BUDGET as 
originally 

Fund tI Fund Name published 

181 Master Drainage 58,829 

203 Debt Service 9,961,141 

320 FTA Grants 0 

333 New Road Construction 0 

351 LOST II 0 

352 LOST III 34,420,900 

401 Solid Waste 19,342,566 

406 Inspections 2,639,118 

408 EMS 13,719,127 

409 Civic Center 6,934,743 

501 Internal Service Fund 26,131,936 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 

Re-Budgets of Budget Amended 
Prior Yr. Projects Amendments Budget 

117,852 876,301 1,052,982 

0 0 9,961,141 

0 2,779,444 2,779,444 

0 256,447 256,447 

4,765,306 10,601 ,136 15,366,442 

18,288,019 59,721,569 112,430,488 

0 4,390,880 23,733,446 

0 1,767,149 4,406,267 

0 11,221,769 24,940,896 

0 587,018 7,521,761 

0 5,820 26,137,756 

Total Revenue 
Percent 

2012 Actual Realized 
Revenue To Date 

52,427 5% 

53,924,196 541% 

317,653 11% 

1,150 0% 

20 0% 

37,735,142 34% 

7,579,744 32% 

1,273,555 29% 

9,845,387 39% 

4,617,209 61% 

9,533,730 36% 

TOTALS $ 371,349,965 $ 34,862,042 $ 126,300,554 $ 532,512,561 $ 306,205,554 58% 

Total Expenditures Difference 
Percent 

Gain/(Use) of Fund2012 Actual Expended 
Expenditures To Date Balance 1 

140,344 13% (R7,917) 

51 ,583,874 518% 2,340,322 

315,836 11% 1,817 

221,379 86% (220,229 

16,246,371 106% (16,246,351 ) 

29,879,768 27% 7,855,374 

8,863,513 37% (1,283,769 

1,615,499 37% (341,944) 

6,773,803 27% 3,071 ,584 

5,607,462 75% (990,253) 

6,751,163 26% 2,782,567 

$ 280,239,278 53% 

This amount represents the affect on overall fund balance for each particular fund. If the amount 

is positive, it is adding to accumulated fund balance. If the amount is negative it indicates that current year 

revenue was not sufficient to meet current year expenditures and therefore fund balance is used. 

I 

Prepared by : Clerk and Comptroller's Finance Dept. 

6/21/2012 Page 2 of 2 




Comparison of Actual Revenues & Expenditures to Prior Fiscal Year 


For the fiscal year 2012 

as of May 31,2012 


8 months or 66.67% of Fiscal Year 


Fund # Fund Name 

Actual Revenue 
Oct - May 

Fiscal 2012 

Actual Revenue 
Oct - May 

Fiscal 2011 

Incr/ -Dec 
from 

Fiscal 2011 

Actual 
Expenditures 

Oct - May 
Fiscal 2012 

Actual 
Expenditures Oct 

- May Fiscal 
2011 

Incr/ ~Dec 
from 

Fiscal 2011 

001 General Fund $ 115,482,134 $ 123,891,235 -7% $ 101,886,380 $ 111,456,419 -9% 

101 Esc. County Restricted 205,679 216,301 -5% 192,671 236,113 -18% 

102 Economic Development 437,943 2,424,383 -82% 649,881 1,220,524 -47% 

103 Code Enforcement 1,110,439 1,636,367 -32% 1,547,377 1,274,031 21 % 

104 Mass Transit 4,517,038 6,683,250 -32% 4,214,222 5,335,483 -21% 

106 Mosquito Control 9,298 18,784 -51% 9,696 20,626 -53% 

108 Tourist Promotion 4,811,733 4,742,796 1% 5,138,536 3,063,578 68% 

110 Grants Fund 5,820,959 2,215,712 163% 6,386,565 3,580,752 78% 

112 Disaster Recovery 11,495,560 597,621 1824% - 5,041,214 -100% 

114 Misdemeanor Probation 1,641,296 1,676,211 -2% 1,367,916 1,467,716 -7% 

115 Article V 1,810,633 1,921,214 -6% 2,297,624 1,662,724 38% 

116 Development Review Fees 158,907 201,100 -21% 148,449 144,947 2% 

117 Perdido Key Beach Mouse 6,943 709 879% - - n/a 

120 SHIP 228,475 53,286 329% 218,995 581,509 -62% 

121 Law Enforcement Trust 417,734 281,365 48% 194,797 214,302 -9% 

124 Affordable Housing Grant 1,333,960 25,371 5158% 1,453,507 243,328 497% 

129 CDBG/HUD 2,198,779 2,737,315 -20% 2,100,528 2,830,790 -26% 

130 Handicapped Parking 29,840 18,845 58% 9,619 53,632 -82% 

131 Family Mediation 755 664 14% 3,793 3,128 21% 

143 Fire Protection Fund 10,452,716 9,778,502 7% 6,670,843 7,700,218 -13% 

~145 E-911 608,025 488,591 -24% 1,159,225 949,729 22% 

6/21/2012 Prepared by: Clerk and Comptroller's Finance Department Page 1 of 2 



Comparison of Actual Revenues & Expenditures to Prior Fiscal Year 
For the fiscal year 2012 


as of May 31, 2012 


8 months or 66.67% of Fiscal Year 


Fund # Fund Name 

Actual Revenue 
Oct - May 

Fiscal 2012 

Actual Revenue 
Oct - May 

Fiscal 2011 

Actual 
Incr/ -Dec Expenditures 

from Oct - May 
Fiscal 2011 Fiscal 2012 

Actual 
Expenditures Oct Incr/ -Dec 

- May Fiscal from 
2011 Fiscal 2011 

146 HUD-CDBG Housing Rehab 705 223 216% (740) - n/a 

147 HUD-Home Fund 951,690 1,028,872 -8% 931,833 1,021,264 -9% 

151 Community Redevelopment 905,437 953,729 -5% 813,163 1,644,858 -51% 

152 Southwest Sector 29,689 116,265 -74% 132,546 210,809 -37% 

167 Bob Sikes Toll 2,107,087 2,234,134 -6% 1,503,642 1,624,750 -7% 

175 Transportation Trust 13,818,824 14,798,844 -7% 12,801,452 13,926,995 -8% 

177 StreetLighting and Road MSBU 733,063 747,744 -2% 407,746 363,102 12% 

181 Master Drainage 52,427 47,911 9% 140,344 385,310 -64% 

203 Debt Service 53,924,196 5,355,719 907% 51,583,874 3,454,989 1393% 

320 FTA Grants 

333 New Road Construction 

317,653 

1,150 

474,800 

1,995 

-33% 315,836 

-42% 221,379 

488,461 -35% 

209,256 6% 

350 LOST I - 153 n/a - 80,105 n/a 

351 LOST II 20 234,373 -100% 16,246,371 5,228,390 211 % 

352 LOST III 37,735,142 22,828,749 65% 29,879,768 21,382,854 40% 

401 Solid Waste 7,579,744 10,525,385 -28% 8,863,513 11,753,371 -25% 

406 Inspections 1,273,555 1,228,262 4% 1,615,499 1,729,938 -7% 

408 EMS 9,845,387 9,772,677 1% 6,773,803 6,492,688 4% 

409 Civic Center 4,617,209 4,468,004 3% 5,607,462 5,213,639 100% 

501 Internal Service Fund 9,533,730 13,992,584 -32Q/o 6,751,163 8,303,657 -19% 

TOTALS $ 306,205,554 $ 248,420,045 23% $ 280,239,278 230,595,199 22% 

6/21/2012 Prepared by: Clerk and Comptroller's Finance Department Page 2 of 2 
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General Fund Only 
Actual Revenues vs. Actual Expenditures 

October through May 

Two Year Comparison 
FY 2012 and FY 2011 

--- --_._--- ----------_...--------------- .. .-.---- .. - . - -.-. ~--,--

$111,456,419 

101,886,380 I ---- I 

---~ 

FY 2012 FY 2011 

o Revenues 

o Expenditures 

-

Note: General Fund Revenues decreased by about $8 million, while General Fund expenditures decreased by about $9.6 million. 
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ApPEALS DIVISION GUARDIANSHIP 
ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 	 HUMAN RESOURCESERNIE LEE MAGAHACENTURY DM~ON .JUVENILE DIVISION 

CHILD SUPPORT MARRIAGE 
CLERK TO THE BOARD MENTAL HEALTH CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT AND COMPTROLLER 

COUNTY CIVIL 	 MANAG£MDlT INf'ORMATlOH SYSTEM!>

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDACOUNTY CRlMINAL 	 OmCIAL RECORDS 

COURT DIVISION ONE STOP 

CrRCurr CIVIL OPERATIONAL SERVICES 

CIRCurr CRIMINAL 	 PROBATE DIVISION 

DOMEsnC RELATIONS 	 TRAme DIVSION 

FAMILY LAw 	 TREASURY 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 	 Honorable Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: 	 Ernie Lee Magaha 

Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller 


- -.> 

= r' 
r->By: --P~ ,,-~ 
c-

~Patricia L. Sheldon, CPA, CGFO, CPFO, CPFIM 	 c: 
- -.

n 
N -r,..,rAdministrator for Financial Services 	 G_, 

n=J'
Clerk of the Circuit Court & Comptroller 	 _T ; , 

- .-, ' 1 - - r. , , w -0 -;-1 
~~ . ,- ' , _ 1 .. (..I ... .DATE: June 21, 2012 	 -F. 

~, 
I ,CJ - ~1'...) ' ,
,,", 0 
.fl- , 

SUBJECT: May 2012 Investment Report 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Board accepts, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Investment Report for the 
month ended May 31, 2012 as required by Ordinance 95-13. 

The total portfolio earnings for the month of May equaled $110,445. The short term portfolio 
achieved an average yield of .24%. This yield should be compared to the benchmark of the 
Standard & Poor's Government Investment Pool 30 Day index yielding .06%. The core portfolio 
achieved an average Yield to Maturity at Cost of 1.24% and should be compared to the 
benchmark of the Merrill Lynch 1- 5 Yr. Treasury Index yielding .19%. 

All investments included in the County's portfolio are in compliance with the County's 

Investment Policy. 


If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to call me at 595-4825. 

PLSjCMjnac 

22 I PAL6.FOX PL6.CE • SUITE 140 • PENSACOL6.. FL 32502-5843 
(850) 595-4830 • FAX (850) 595-4823 • WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM 

http:WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM
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•
ESCAMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

... ~'~ . ' . INVESTMENT PORTFOLIO SUMMARY REPORT 

' ' '; . FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 

May 31, 2012 
,. , ~ 

PORTFOLIO COMPOSITION 

Short Term Portfolio Sector Allocat ion 

CDs Bank AccounlS 
14%14% 

Fedl Agency Disc 
Notes 
27% 

US Treasuries 27%
SBA

0% 
18% 

Long Term Core Portfolio Sector Allocation 

0% Comm Paper 

0% U S TBili 

30% US Treas 
Bond/Note 

53% Fed Agency 

BondfNote 
 0% Fed Agency 

Discos 

SHORT TERM PORTFOLIO (Maturities < or =to 1 Year): Par Value Market Value Percent 

Bank Accounts $ 15,141,962 $ 15,141,962 14% 
Money Market Accounts 29,856,002 29,856,002 27% 
State Board of Administration 19,061,151 19,061,151 18% 
U S Treasuries - - 0% 
Federal AgencyDiscount Notes 30,000,000 29,991,585 27% 
Certificates of Deposit 16,000,000 16,000,000 14% 

Total Short Term Portfolio Assets: $ 110,059,116 $ 110,050,701 100% 

lI ~hort Tenn Portfolio Yield: 0.24%]" YTD Earnings: $137,741 

Benchmark S&P GIP Index 30 Da)': 0.06%11 

LONG TERM CORE PORTFOLIO (Maturities> 1 Year) : Par Value Market Value Percent 
US Treasury Bond/Notes $ 

US Treasury Bill 
Federal Agency Discount Notes 
Federal Agency Bond/Note 
Corporate Notes/Muni Bonds 

Commercial Paper 
Federated Govt Money Market Fund 

30,730,000 

-
-

52,875,000 
17,275.000 

-
30.325 

$ 31,509,498 

-
-

54,917,626 
17.654.092 

-
30.325 

30% 

0% 
0% 

53% 
17% 

0% 
0% 

Total Managed CORE Assets: $100.910.325 $104.111 .542 100% 

CORE Portfolio Yield to Maturity at Cost : 


CORE Portfolio Yield to Maturity at Market: 

Benchmark Merrill Lynch 1-3 Yr Treasury Index: 

Benchmark Merrill Lynch 1-5 Yr Treasury Index: 


1.24% IYTD Earnings: $1 ,140,293 1 

0.56% 
0.04% 
0.19% 

Total Portfolio: $ 210,969,441 $ 214,162,243 

Current Month Earnings: $ 110,445 

Year to Date Earnings: $ 1,278,034 



INVESTMENTS PORTFOLIO COMPOSITION 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

May 31, 2012 

Security Description 
BANK ACCOUNTS: 

BANK OF AMERICA (DEPOSITORy) 
BANK OF AMERICA (SHIP) 
BANK OF AMERICA (DDA) 

Purchase 
Date 

Maturity 
Date 

Interest 
or Coupon 

Rate 

0.30% 
0.30% 
0.30% 

Yield to 
Maturity 

NA 
NA 
NA 

Face 
Value 

14,333,813 
728,816 

79,333 

Markel 
Value 

513112012 

14,333,813 
728,816 

79,333 

Book 
Value 

513 112012 

14,333,813 
728,816 

79,333 

Actual 
Percentage 

Portfolio 
limit 

Issuer 
Percentage 

Issuer 
limit 

TOTAL BANK ACCOUNT 15,141,962 15,141,962 15, 141 ,962 13.76% 

BRANCH BANKING AND TRUST (MONEY MKT) ACCOUNT 
SUNTRUST NOW (MONEY MKT) ACCOUNT 
SERVISFIRST (MONEY MKT) ACCOUNT 

TOTAL MONEY MARKET ACCOUNT 

0.25% 
0.13% 
0.30% 

NA 
NA 
NA 

24,747,204 
102,493 

5,006,304 
29,856,002 

24,747,204 
102,493 

5,006,304 
29,856,002 

24,747,204 
102,493 

5,006,304 
29,856,002 27.13% 20.00% 

22.49% 
0.09% 
4 .55% 

10.00% 
10.00% 
10.00% 

STATE BOARD OF ADMINISTRATION Acct #141071 
TOTAL STATE BOARD OF ADMINISTRATION 

0.33% NA 19,061,151 
19,061,151 

19,061,151 
19,061,151 

19,06 1,151 
19,061,151 17.32% 50.00% 

FEDERAL INSTRUMENTALITIES: 

MSSB-FHLB 
MSSB-FHLMC 
TOTAL MSSB 

12/1412011 
1211412011 

10/1512012 
8/16/20 12 

0.08% 
0.08% 

0.08% 
0.08% 

5,000,000 
5,000,000 

10,000,000 

4,997,735 
4,999,260 
9,996,995 

4,998,500 
4,999,166 
9,997,666 9.08% 25.00% 

CANTOR-FNMA 
CANTOR-FNMA 

TOTAL CANTOR 

12114/2011 
12/1412011 

7/1612012 
911 4/20 12 

0.07% 
007% 

0.07% 
0.07% 

5,000,000 
5,000,000 

10,000,000 

4,999,750 
4,998,540 
9,998,290 

4,999,572 
4,999,000 
9,998,572 9.09% 25.00% 

RBC-FNMA 
TOTAL RBC 

1/5/2012 9/28/2012 0.08% 0.08% 5,000,000 
5,000,000 

4,998,350 
4,998,350 

4,998,678 
4,998,678 4.54% 25.00% 

UBSPW-FHLMC 1/5/2012 1012/2012 0.10% 0.10% 5,000,000 
5,000,000 

4,997,950 
4,997,950 

4,998,292 
4,998,292 4.54% 25.00% 

TOTAL FEDERAL INSTRUMENTALITIES 30,000,000 29,991 ,585 29,993,208 27.25% 100.00% 

CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSITS: 

COMPASS BANK 
COMPASS BANK 

TOTAL COMPASS BANK 

07120111 
9/16/2011 

07/20/12 
6/15/20 12 

0.35% 
0.35% 

0.35% 
0.35% 

5,000,000 
6,000,000 

11 ,000,000 

5,000,000 
6000,000 

11 ,000,000 

5,000,000 
6,000,000 

11 ,000,000 See Above 10.00% 10.00% 

SERVISFIRST 
TOTAL SERVIS FIRST BANK 

812512011 812412012 0.45% 0.45% 5,000,000 
5,000,000 

5,000,000 
5,000,000 

5,000,000 
5,000,000 4.54% 10.00% 

TOTAL CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSITS 16,000,000 16,000,000 16,000,000 14.54% 20.00% 

TOTAL INVESTMENTS 110,059,116 110,050,701 110,052,324 100.00% 

INTEREST RECEIVABLE AS OF: 5131/2012 47,421 

TOTAL EQUITY IN INVESTMENTS AS OF: 5/3112012 110,099,745 

TOTAL LONG TERM CORE PORTFOLIO ASSETS AS OF: 5/3112012 102,888,810 

TOTAL EQUITY IN INVESTMENTS AS OF : 513112012 212,988,555 



~ 

---: 
~- For the Month Ending May 31, 2012Managed Account Issuer Summary 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY LONG TERM PORTFOLIO - 25000100 
==========~--~~==~~==~===== 

Issuer Summary Credit Quality (S8tP Ratings) 

Market Value 
Issuer of Holdin2s Percent 
BANK OF NEW YORK 2,007,174.00 1.93 AA- 3.48%:J...:J.. _ 

A 

3.92% A+DEERE & COMPANY 2,515,244.94 2.42 
FANNIE MAE 22,651,586.29 21.76 
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANKS 3,536,185.84 3.40 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANKS 6,730,413.68 6.47 
FREDDIE MAC 21,999,440.60 21.14 
GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 3,951,187.50 3.80 
MCDONALD'S CORPORATION 1,101,588.40 1.06 
PROCTER & GAMBLE CO 3,011,370.00 2.89 
STATE OF MICHIGAN 1,071,096.00 1.03 
UNITED STATES TREASURY 31,509,498.21 30.26 
WAL-MART STORES INC 3,996,431.25 3.84 

Total $104,081,216.71 100.00% AA+ 
86.83% 

-==PF~r 

=
~ PFl\1 Asset Managenlent lle 

Account 25000100 Page 3 
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AI-2753     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 2.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Proclamation Declaring State of Local Emergency (by Chairman of BCC)
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Proclamation Declaring State of Local Emergency (by Chairman
of BCC) 

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Proclamation Declaring State of
Local Emergency (by Chairman of BCC) due to the imminent threat of severe flooding resulting
from the rain event of June 9, 2012, effective for seven (7) days beginning at 2:46 p.m., Central
Time, June 9, 2012, as enacted by the Chairman and provided to the Clerk to the Board during
the Level 1 Activation of the Escambia County Emergency Operations Center of the same date,
and transmitted to the Florida Department of State, via Federal Express, on June 11, 2012.

Attachments
CR I-2













   

AI-2831     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 3.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Public Official Bonds for Santa Rosa Island Authority Board Members
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Approval of Public Official Bonds for Santa Rosa Island Authority
Board Members

That the Board approve the Public Official Bonds, through McMahon-Hadder Insurance, Inc., as
Bonding Company, to be executed by all Commissioners and filed with the SRIA, for the
following two appointees to the Santa Rosa Island Authority (SRIA) Board:

A.  Western Surety Company Bond No. 61379133, in the amount of $10,000, for Elwyn D.
Guernsey, effective July 12, 2012, for an indefinite term; and

B.  Western Surety Company Bond No. 61379137, in the amount of $10,000, for David Pavlock, 
effective July 12, 2012, for an indefinite term.

Background:
The SRIA has $10,000 Public Official Bonds issued for all Board Members upon
commencement of their terms and continuously renewed until the Board Members leave their
appointments.  In the past year, the SRIA changed insurance carriers from Moulton Allen to
McMahon-Hadder.  Consequently, Moulton Allen advised that the Bonds would not be renewed
in July 2012 and McMahon-Hadder issued new Bonds, effective July 12, 2012.  No other Public
Official Bonds have required sign-off by the Board of County Commissioners; however, the
insurance agency has advised that the signatures are necessary for complete execution.  The
original Bonds will be retained by the SRIA.

Attachments
CR I-3















   

AI-2783     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 4.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Acceptance of Documents
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Acceptance of Documents Provided to the Clerk to the Board's
Office

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the following documents provided to
the Clerk to the Board's Office:

A. Closing documents related to the sale of surplus property, located at 811 Grandview Street,
to Pensacola Habitat for Humanity, Inc., as approved by the Board on July 21, 2011, and
received in the Clerk to the Board's Office on May 30, 2012;

B. Modification #03 to Escambia County DCA CDBG Contract #10DB-D4-01-27-01-K08
between the State of Florida, Department of Economic Opportunity, and Escambia County, as
executed by the Chairman on April 17, 2012, based on the Board's January 7, 2010, approval to
submit the application and the June 17, 2010, acceptance of the Grant Contract, and received in
the Clerk to the Board's Office on June 8, 2012; and

C. DEP Contract No. WM920 Amendment No. 2, as executed by the Chairman on March 29,
2012, based on the Board's action of December 7, 2006, approving a Grant Agreement with the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) for a Green Roof for the County's new
One Stop Building, and received in the Clerk to the Board's Office on June 20, 2012.

Attachments
CR I-4



ESCAMBIA 

COUNTY 


INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Doris Harris, Deputy Clerk ~ 

FROM: Brenda J. Spencer, Assistant to 
Stephen G. West, Assistant Count Attorney 

DATE: May 30,2012 

RE: Surplus Property Sale - 811 Grandview Street 
(7/2112011 BCC Meetings) 

The closing concerning the above-referenced property has been completed. I am providing the 
attached documents to you as the custodian of records as follows: 

1. 	 Copy of the recorded deed recorded in OR Book 6863 at page 42. 
2. 	 Original Settlement Statement. 
3. 	 Original Agreement for Sale and Purchase. 
4. 	 Original Satisfaction of Conditions Precedent to Closing. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

:bjs 
Attachments 

cc: 	 Patty Sheldon, Financial Services (w/o attach) 
Dianne Taylor, Management & Budget (w/o attach) 
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES - Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT - Continued 

II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA - Continued 

1-23. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items - Continued 

7. 	 Continued ... 

G. 	 Authorizing the County Administrator, or his designee, to address pay disparities and 
reclassifications according to revised Human Resources policies, with an effective 
date of October 1, 2011, as long as the maximum financial impact does not exceed 
$220,000 across all funds. 

8. 	 Taking the following action concerning the conveyance of real property to Pensacola 
Habitat for Humanity, Inc., a not-for-profit corporation, using Escambia County's Surplus 
Property Disposition for Affordable Housing Development Program: 

A. 	 Declaring surplus the Board's real property located at 811 Grandview Street, 
Account Number 06-4000-000, Reference Number 33-2S-30-3300-060-265; 

B. 	 Adopting the Resolution (R2011-110) authorizing the conveyance of this property to 
Pensacola Habitat for Humanity, Inc.; 

C. 	 Approving the sale price of $6,430.61 for the 811 Grandview Street property; 

D. 	 Acknowledging that Habitat for Humanity, Inc.'s, design/structure shall be subject to 
architectural review and approval by Escambia County; 

E. 	 Approving to allow Pensacola Habitat for Humanity, Inc., up to a maximum of 
120 days to close because of HUD (U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development) approval requirements; and 

F. 	 Authorizing the Chairman to execute the Resolution and all documents related to the 
sale. 

Page 19 of 31 	 dch7/21/2011 
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ESCAMBIA COUNTY ADMINISTRATION 
TRANSMITTAL MESSAGE 

Date: 06-06-2012 

TO: 	 Doris Harris, Deputy Clerk 

BCC: 	 01-07-2010-06/17/2010 

CAR 11-10/CAR 11-3 	 Modification #03 to Escambia County DCA CDBG Contract #1 ODB
D4-01-27-01-K08 

Please Initial and Date 
\''1; 
~. ,,, ," ·"1Below on Line Provided 	 ("") ... :

i-= ~~~. ,,'
Z n 

", I ::> ,r 
Shirley Gafford, Program Coordinator, County Adrmnisf?ationg~; 

,-. '.':l '" s':c::>
'- •.:::) .Y' "::::'-C"~ 

Attached is the Clerk's Original of Modification #O~or fiJing ~~~ 
with the Board's Minutes as provided by NEFI. C~ .. :::~> 

(';-., N -< 

Thank you. 

Doris Harris, Deputy Clerk 

Return This Cover Page & Documents (as applicable) to Shirley Gafford 



2010-000005 BCC 
Jan. 87, 2818 Page 38 

PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES - Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT - Continued 

II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA - Continued 

2-16. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items - Continued 

8. 	 Continued". 

C. 	 Approving that these terms are offered under threat of condemnation, and in the 
event the seller rejects this offer, authorizing the County Attorney's Office to file 
condemnation proceedings to acquire this property; and 

D. 	 Authorizing the Chairman to sign all documents needed to complete the purchase. 

9. 	 Taking the following action concerning the (State of) Florida Division of Emergency 
Management (FDEM) Domestic Security Grant award letter, dated October 30, 2009, 
identifying Grant funding being awarded to Escambia County, in the amount of $72,000, 
with a Grant period of October 1, 2009, through April 30, 2012: 

A. 	 Approving the FDEM award letter identifying funding from the Homeland Security 
Grant Program that will be identified in Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost 
Center 330459; 

B. 	 Authorizing the Chairman to execute the Grant award letter; and 

C. 	 Authorizing the County Administrator to execute the subsequent Grant Contract as 
referenced in the award letter. 

Taking the following action concerning the State of Florida Department of Community 
Affairs (DCA) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant 
(2008 Storms) (Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, if awarded): 

A. 	 Adopting the Resolution (R2010-7) authorizing submission of the Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) 
Application to the Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA), in the maximum 
amount of $7,067,397, for the benefit of the citizens of Escambia County, the City of 
Pensacola, and the Town of Century; 

(Continued on Page 39) 
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES - Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT - Continued 

II. 	 BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA - Continued 

2-16. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items - Continued 

10. 	 Continued ... 

B. 	 Approving the Interlocal Agreement with the City of Pensacola for joint 
implementation of affordable housing activities, estimated at $3,000,000 in CDBG 
Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) funds; 

C. 	 Approving the Interlocal Agreement with the Town of Century, subject to legal 
signoff, for implementation of an estimated $600,000 in CDBG Disaster Recovery 
Grant (2008 Storms) funds; and 

D. Authorizing the County Administrator and/or Chairman, as appropriate, to execute all

* Application and Grant award documents, Agreements, related forms, and any other 
documents as may be required to submit, receive, and fully implement the Disaster 
Recovery Grant. 

11. 	 Accepting the funding recommendations from the United Way Human Services 
Appropriations Committee for Fiscal Year 2009-2010, in the amount of $95,500, in the 
adopted Fiscal Year 2009-2010 Budget, Public Social Services, General Fund 001, Cost 
Center 220202. 

12. 	 Approving a Purchase Order, in the amount of $167,991.19, to SMG for management 
fees for The Pensacola Civic Center for Fiscal Year 2009-2010, to be paid from 
Fund 409 (Civic Center Fund), Cost Center 221301 (Civic Center Admin.), Object 
Code 53401. 
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES - Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT - Continued 

II. 	 BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA - Continued 

1-17. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items - Continued 

2. 	 Approving, and authorizing the Interim County Administrator to execute, the following 
Change Order (Funding Source: Fund 115. Professional Training, Cost Center 290206, 
Opject Code 56401): 

Bureau: Corrections 
D!vision: Escambia County Road Prison 
Type: Addition 
Amount: $37,694 
Vendor: Hub City Ford, Inc. 
Project Name: K-9 Training Units 
Contract: Piggyback Florid a Sheriffs Association Contract #09-17

0908 

Purchase Order Number: 101383 

Change Order Number: 1 

Original Award Amount: $34,604 

This Change Order Amount: $37,694 

New Contract Total: $72,298 


Accepting the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery (2008 
Storms) Grant #10DB-D4-01-27-01-K08, which was approved by the State of Florida 
Department of Community Affairs, awarding a total of $7,067,397 for approved, 
CDBG-eligible projects jointly benefiting the citizens of Escambia County, the City of 
Pensacola, and the Town of Century. 

4. 	 See Page 31. 
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES - Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT - Continued 

II. 	 BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA - Continued 

1-28. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items - Continued 

27. 	 Awarding a Construction Contract, PO 06-07.004, Perdido Class' Landfill Section 41 1
859 1 

Expansion, to T & K Construction, LLC, in the amount of $4,919,000 (Fund 401, Solid 
Waste Fund, Cost Center 230315). 

28. 	 Approving, and authorizing the Chairman to execute, an Interlocal Agreement and ~ 
Addendum #1 to Inter/ocal Agreement, that would provide for the transfer of $10.5 million ~ 
of Local Option Sales Tax funds, and $500,000 of general revenue funds, to the 
Pensacola Junior College Foundation, in order for the Foundation to request matching 
funds from the State for construction of a regional training facility. 

2. 	 Green Roof Project 

Motion made by Commissioner Whitehead, seconded by Commissioner Robinson, and f1901l 
carried unanimously, taking the following action regarding DEP Agreement No. S0311, ~ 
Grant Assistance, Pursuant to Line Item 1718 of the 2005-2006 General Appropriations 
Act, for up to $1,000,000, from the Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
(FDEP) for a Green Roof for the County's new One Stop Building: 

A. 	 Accepting the Grant award and approving the Agreement from FDEP; 

B. 	 Authorizing the Chairman's signature executing the Grant Agreement with FDEP, 
effective December 18, 2006; and 

C. 	 Authorizing the Chairman to sign any subsequent Grant-related documents. 

Speaker(s): 

Steve Jernigan 
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AI-2845     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 5.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Pensacola Chamber of Commerce Performance Audit
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Pensacola Chamber of Commerce Performance Audit

That the Board accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the performance audit review entitled 
Assistance in Evaluation of the Cost-Effectiveness of County, as prepared by Kaye Kendrick,
CPA; the audit was conducted to assist the County in evaluating the use of Economic
Development Funds and Tourist Development Taxes in the County; no written response was
received from the Chamber; the report outlines several points, as follows, which the County
should consider:

Better accountability and demonstration of results could be achieved with consistency and
validation in performance reporting
Data collected indicates economic results in excess of County funds expended have been
realized for business retention; however, results based upon existing data are inconclusive
for tourism promotion
More economic opportunities may be realized with further analysis and study of data trends
Desired results and accountability over contracted vendors could be ensured with
performance-based contracting methodology
Continued enhancements of the effectiveness and efficiency of the Chamber accounting
system and controls is needed

Attachments
CR I-5
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SUBJECT: Pensacola Chamber of Commerce Performance Audit 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Board accepts, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the performance audit review 
entitled "Assistance in Evaluation of the Cost-Effectiveness of County", as prepared by Kaye 

Kendrick, CPA. The audit was conducted to assist the County in evaluating the use of economic 

development funds and tourist development taxes in the County. No written response was 

received from the Chamber. 

The report outlines several points which the County should consider: 

~ 	 Better accountability and demonstration of results could be achieved with consistency 

and validation in performance reporting. 

~ 	 Data collected indicates economic results in excess of County funds expended have 

been realized for business retention, however, results based upon existing data are 

inconclusive for tourism promotion. 

~ More economic opportunities may be realized with further analysis and study of data 
trends. 

~ Desired results and accountability over contracted vendors could be ensured with 

performance-based contracting methodology. 
~ Continued enhancement of the effectiveness and efficiency of the Chamber accounting 

system and controls is needed. 

Should you have any questions, or desire to discuss further, please do not hesitate to call 
me at 595-4825. 

221 PALAFOX Pu\CE· SUITE 140 • PENSACOU\. FL 32502-5843 
(850) 595-4830 • FAX (850) 595-4823 • WWW.ESCAMBIACLERK.COM 
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Jim Hizer, Chief Executive Officer 
Pensacola Chamber of Commerce 

117 West Garden Street 

Pensacola, FL 32502 

Dear Mr. Hizer, 

The Pensacola Chamber of Commerce was se lected for an audit of all County funding received for the time 
period of October 1, 2009 to September 30, 2011. The audit encompassed all County payments via contract 

and/or Miscellaneous Appropriations Agreements, regardless of funding type/source in effect during that stated 
timeframe . Such funds demand a high degree of public interest and the review of ta xpayer dollars serves an 
important public purpose. Attached is a copy of the audit report. 

Briefing points presented in the audit are as follows: 

;;. 	 Several major points presented by the audit are as follows: Better accountability and demonstration of 
results could be achieved with consistency and validation in performance reporting. 

-" 	 Economic results in excess of County funds expended have been realized for business retention and 
recruitment activities, including armed services and entrepreneurial support. Due to external variables, 
results are inconclusive for touri sm promotion . 

>-	 More economic opportunities may be realized with further analysis and study of data trends. 

>- Desired results and accountability over contracted vendors could be ensured with performance-based 
contracting methodology. 

> 	 Continued enhancement of the effectiveness and efficiency of the Chamber accounting system and 
controls is needed. 

If you would like to meet to discuss the report, please contact my office at the number listed below. The audit 

report will be presented to the Board of County Commissioners at the June 14, 2012 Committee of the Whole 
Meeting. Any written response you would like to be included in the record should be received by this office no 

later than June 11, 2012 . 

Plea se do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

c: . . ....s.~ vI. . !l /
( / If\U_,C v :l:... .,. 1 1\t}...{~ (~ijJ,t<!)J 
Ernie Lee Magaha, Clerk of-the Court and Comptroller 

, ~ 

cc: 	 Randy Oliver, County Administrator 

Lisa Bernau, Chief Deputy Clerk 

Brian McBroom, COO, Pensacola Chamber 
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       April 30, 2012 

 

Honorable Ernie Lee Magaha 
Escambia Clerk of the Circuit Court and Comptroller 
221 Palafox Place, Suite 130 
Pensacola, Florida 32502-5843 

Dear Honorable Ernie Lee Magaha,  

We have performed the procedures described in our letter dated January 22, 2012, which we agreed to perform 
and with which you concurred, solely to assist you in evaluating the cost-effectiveness of county-funded 
programs being conducted by the Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of Commerce (Chamber) for the fiscal years 
ended September 30, 2009, 2010, and 2011. 

We conducted our work in accordance with attestation standards established by the American Institute of 
Certified Public Accountants. These standards also provide guidance for performing and reporting the results of 
the agreed-upon procedures. Consequently, we make no representation regarding the sufficiency of the 
procedures described below either for the purpose for which this report has been requested or for any other 
purpose. 

The procedures and the associated findings are as follows: 

1. For the results reported in the Chamber’s annual performance report, determine if there is substantiation 

for the reported results (i.e., number of jobs created; amount of capital investments for companies 

facilitated; increase in tourism based on hotel stays or other data). Validate, on a sample basis. 

2. For Tech Park Grant & Project - Obtain budget for the project, along with the repayment plan (to help the 

County assess whether the project will be completed at the budgeted amount and repayment made).

3. For events, such as the DeLuna Fest, obtain any available documentation to evidence the economic return 

to the County. 

4. Determine if there are similar programs and documented results being attained by counties similar to 

Escambia (e.g., Alachua, Lake County, Leon County, Manatee, Osceola, St. Lucie). 

5. Provide the following financial information, based upon audited financial statements: a) the extent 

revenues exceed expenditures; b) the percentage of revenue from government grants and private 

memberships; c) notable trends for the past three years, and; d) the financial results without County/City 

funding.  

6. Determine the extent of variance in budget-to-actual expenditure reports to help the County assess 

adequacy and fiscal responsibility of the budgeting process. 

7. Ensure the Chamber is providing the County all quarterly and annual reports as required by the 

appropriation agreements. Document Chamber explanations for non-compliance with the agreements. 
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8. Based upon interviews and financial audit reports, determine if the Chamber procedures provide for 

internal control (including segregation of duties) for cash receipts, fixed assets, and payroll.  

9. Provide a schedule of the allocation of overhead costs to the County, along with a historical comparison of 

that allocation, over the past three years. 

10. If competitive procurement processes are used by the Chamber, for a sample of such expenditures, review 

documentation developed during the procurement process. 

11. Review minutes of Chamber Board meetings. Determine if there is evidence other municipalities are 

obtaining Chamber benefits without contribution. If so, recommend the Chamber develop a basis for public 

funding which will result in a more equitable funding structure. 

12. As it relates to the Foundations for Future funding, review the contract for the matching dollars coming from 

private sources. Determine how much is received in cash and how much is received as “in-kind” services. 

This report is intended solely for the use of the management of the County of Escambia and should not be used 
by those who have not agreed to the procedures or have not taken responsibility for the sufficiency of the 
procedures for their purposes. However, the report is a matter of public record and its distribution is not limited. 

We were not engaged and did not conduct an audit, the objective of which would be the expression of an 
opinion on the specified elements, accounts or items. Accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. Had we 
performed additional procedures, other matters might have come to our attention that would have been 
reported to you. 

The results of our work are contained in this report.  

Respectfully Submitted,  

 
Kaye Kendrick Enterprises, LLC 
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Executive Summary 

Purpose 

This is a report of the results of our work, conducted to assist 

the County of Escambia (County) in evaluating the use of 

economic development funds in the County. We have 

presented a substantial amount of data in this report. 

However, it should not be construed as a complete analysis of 

the County economy. A summary of our work is presented in 

five topics: Resources and Management, Return on 

Investment, Opportunities for Economic Enhancement, 

Building a Performance Management Framework, and 

Chamber Operations. 

Resources & Management 

There were several sources and uses of funds for County 

economic development during the fiscal years ended 

September 30, 2009, 2010, and 2011.  These were the Tourist 

Development Tax monies, Deepwater Horizon oil spill monies, general funds appropriated for economic 

development, and incentives provided by the State of Florida. 

 The Tourist Development Tax is authorized to be levied by counties, pursuant to Section 125.0104, F.S. 

These monies are used for retention and expansion of the tourism industry, providing for promotion, 

marketing and operation of the County visitor center.  

 Monies for marketing and promotion of tourism in the County have also been provided by the oil and gas 
company, BP plc, to compensate for oil spill damage and publicity, which deterred visitors from the County.  

 The County provides some general fund monies to support retention and expansion of existing business, as 
well as the federal presence of armed services.  

 Incentive funds are made available from the State of Florida for recruitment of new businesses and 
expansion of existing business. 

The Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of Commerce (Chamber) manages and operates most of the County 

economic development activities. The Chamber has a stable membership base and is able to maintain its own 

overhead costs. The current Executive Director, hired effective August 15, 2010, fostered creation of the Vision 

Briefing Points 

1. Better accountability and demonstration of 
results could be achieved with consistency 
and validation in performance reporting. 

2. Data collected indicates economic results in 
excess of County funds expended have been 
realized for business retention and 
recruitment activities, including armed 
services and entrepreneurial support. Due to 
external variables, results based upon existing 
data are inconclusive for tourism promotion. 

3. More economic opportunities may be realized 
with further analysis and study of data 
trends. 

4. Desired results and accountability over 
contracted vendors could be ensured with 
performance-based contracting methodology. 

5.  Continued enhancement of the effectiveness 
and efficiency of the Chamber accounting 
system and controls is needed. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

County of Escambia 

 

 

6 

2015 plan for enhancing the County economy. The current Chamber strategy cites targeting wealth-creating 

industry clusters, and envisions growth of minority business enterprises.  

Return on Investment 

The County requires periodic performance and fiscal reports be provided to them by the Chamber. The County 

Clerk’s office thoroughly reviews expenditures that are claimed for reimbursement by the Chamber. The 

County has not prescribed specific goals and performance measures for Chamber performance reporting, and 

there was inconsistency in the performance measures used by the Chamber to report its performance results. In 

addition, documentation to support all reported performance was not available. We used third-party data 

sources to attempt to validate the reported returns on investment of the economic development funds used.  

Our work indicated the County has realized economic results in excess of the County amounts expended in its 

business recruitment and expansion activities, including Armed Services and entrepreneurial support, though 

we were not able to validate all the Chamber-reported results. There are two long-term strategies being 

deployed: a technology park and a new business incubator program. Numerous research studies cite these to 

be long-term economic development strategies, not expected to yield a short-term return on investment. Both 

the County and City have invested in the Technology Park. In addition, federal grant funds have been attained 

for additional funding needed for the Technology Park construction. It would be prudent for the County to work 

with the Chamber to provide clearly articulated goals and objectives for these programs. There should also be 

agreement on a strategy for selling the Tech Park lots, fulfilling goal expectations and returning investment to 

the County. Establishing milestones for strategy implementation and monitoring them will ensure 

accountability is demonstrated to County citizens. 

In spite of Tourism marketing and promotion efforts, the sales for the Leisure and Hospitality industry have not 

significantly increased, though some results may not yet be realized. Without the marketing and promotion 

dollars, this industry may well have fared even worse over the past few years. The Leisure and Hospitality 

Industry in the County paid the lowest average wage ($14,874) of all County industry sectors, which is much 

lower than the statewide average wage from this industry ($21,448). Other County industry sectors paid 

average wages 2 ½ times greater.  

Opportunities for Economic Enhancement 

Relative to trends and in comparison to other Florida comparable counties, the economic development efforts 

of the County appear to have performed reasonably well, particularly given the environmental crises that have 
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been experienced (hurricanes and Gulf oil spill). There are, however, more opportunities for the County to 

perform better.  

Specific areas of opportunity by strategic outcome area include: 

Capacity for Innovation 

 Foster workforce for, and capitalize further on the growth being experienced in the Professional, Scientific, 

and Technical Services sector. 

 Further recognize university and other post-secondary institutions as major assets in fostering economic 

development. These organizations have been instrumental to the Technology Park success in other 

geographical areas, particularly in establishing a unique identity in innovation. 

 As part of fostering entrepreneurship in the community, seek strategies to further support non-employer 

(businesses with no employees) and minority business in the County, both in the number of enterprises and 

amount of annual receipts. 

Strength of Human Capital 

 Create a workforce with a higher level of educational attainment. The County high school graduation rates 

have increased, but the percent of university graduates in the County could be higher. Determine strategies 

for retaining and attracting more university graduates in the County. 

 To gauge both the perceived and actual reality of the County’s quality of life, compile and analyze data for 

indicators, as suggested in Appendix E of this report. This effort will help the County affirm assumptions for 

the reason(s) the County has experienced low population growth (1.1%) over the past ten years, compared 

to the statewide rate (17.6%).  

 Twenty-one percent of the population is aged 0-17. Focus attention on helping this age group retain their 

creativity, acquire knowledge, and gain educational credentials. These are success attributes that research 

studies cite as essential to a wealth-creating community. 

Strength of Business Assets & Investments 

 Continue to realize gains in “Knowledge Economy” industries. Research cites knowledge, professional 

and/or innovative occupations to be the greatest community wealth-creating occupations. 

 Explore decline in the Management of Companies and Enterprises sector. These are business headquarters, 

and can greatly contribute to the County economy. Determine if there is strategy that can mitigate effects 

of any future recession on this valuable industry sector. 

 Continue to work with defense industry leaders to realize the benefits of more high value contracts in the 

community, and consider all cooperative efforts possible in the development of the City Technology Park 

and Saufley Field. 

 Evaluate the extent to which tourism can be expected to contribute to the County economic development 

efforts, and pursue viable strategy to increase its earnings and wage contributions to the County.  
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Extent of Personal Income & Assets 

 Ensure a continuing trend in the rise of per capita income. Consider strategy options to reduce the level of 

County poverty, currently at 19.1%; increase per capita personal income, which is currently less than the 

statewide average; and, increase median household income, $41,428 versus $44,390, statewide. 

 Foster increasing owner-occupied housing to pre-recession levels, or better. 

 Monitor the Direct Federal Expenditure monies provided to Escambia County. Ensure strategies are 

designed to receive the type of federal support desired (e.g., federal contract procurement vs. 

unemployment payments). 

Building a Performance Framework 

Many governments are being recognized for, and realizing the benefits of having a dynamic, yet sustainable 

performance management framework for their community. The County could create its own performance 

management framework, using data such as those presented in this report to demonstrate economic 

development results and efforts to citizens. Building a performance framework would require defining a 

common vision through collaboration between the County, Chamber and citizens; and, defining desired 

outcomes and strategy for key economic development areas.  A performance management framework requires 

a system of planning, performance measurement development, data collection, evaluation and a reporting 

process for key outcome measures. Having easily accessible, user-friendly and valid data is critical to successful 

performance reporting. The data collection process can be facilitated using a web-based application, which can 

be purchased, on a subscription-basis. 

Chamber Operations 

There were several areas specific to Chamber operations that can be addressed to strengthen the partnership 

role of the Chamber with the County.  

 Continue regional collaboration with other counties, equitably sharing expenses and benefits derived from 

these efforts. This is a high-leverage strategy currently being deployed by the Chamber. 

 Develop a process for performance-based contracting with vendors, holding vendors accountable for 

outcome results. This effort will demonstrate the value of contract work in meeting County economic 

development objectives, particularly those not awarded through a competitive bid process, such as the 

Chamber’s current marketing and promotion contracts. 

 Further enhance the accounting processes, and address internal control issues cited in current financial 

audit reports, to foster more confidence in the integrity and efficiency of Chamber processes. 
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Resources & Management 

The County of Escambia provides funds to the Pensacola Area Chamber of Commerce and the 

Pensacola-Escambia County Promotion and Development Commission (PEDC) for the following 

economic development activities: Business Recruitment and Retention, Entrepreneurial 

Development, Tourism Development, Armed Services Support, Workforce Development, and 

Community Event Support. The amounts provided since fiscal year 2007-08 are shown in the following 

table: 

 

Program & Source of Monies Purpose FY 2008-09 FY2009-10 FY 2010-2011 FY 2011-2012

Appropriated for Use by the Pensacola Area Chamber of Commerce & Affiliates

Foundations for the 

Future/Economic Development 

Fund

Retention & Expansion 

of Existing Industry, 

Tourism & Convention 

Program, Armed Services 

Support

402,000$        402,000$        400,000$                     400,000$                      

3rd Cent Tourist Development 

Tax/Tourist Development Fund
1,205,212$    1,541,250$     1,310,294$                  1,442,334$                   

3rd cent Tourist Development 

Tax/Tourist Development Fund -

additional funding

355,101$                     

4th Cent Tourist Development 

Tax/Tourist Development Fund

Tourism Administration 

Convention Committee 

(Tourism Marketing)

600,000$        600,000$        600,000$                     600,000$                      

Division of Emergency 

Management /BP Oil spill funding Marketing & Promotion

1,400,000$     

BP/State of Florida - Oil Spill Marketing & Promotion 626,844$        1,290,584$                  1,875,458$                   

(actual dollars spent) (FY 12 appropriation)

2,207,212$    4,570,094$     3,955,979$                  4,317,792$                   

Support of Public-Private 

Partnership

Recruitment & 

Retention, Tourism 

Promotion & 

Development, Armed 

Services Support 150,000$        150,000$        150,000$                     150,000$                      

2,357,212$   4,720,094$    4,105,979$                 4,467,792$                  

Tourism Administration 

Convention Committee 

(Pensacola Convention 

& Visitor Information 

Center Operations & 

Tourist Development 

Programs)

Appropriated for Use by the Pensacola-Escambia County Promotion and Development Commission (PEDC)

TOTAL County Funds Provided to Chamber & PEDC
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Financial data has been extracted from the audited financial reports of the Pensacola Bay Area 

Chamber of Commerce, Inc. and Affiliates, for the fiscal years ended September 30, 2009, 2010 and 

2011, and are shown below.  The Support/Revenue Sources for the Chamber has increased over 30% in 

each of these years. The Expenses increased 23% and 35%, for the fiscal years ended September 30, 

2010 and 2011. The primary increase in revenue between years was from a Port Security Grant from 

the United States Department of Homeland Security. The Chamber Membership has remained fairly 

stable, varying by about 10% each year. The Chamber Membership and Fundraising revenues have 

provided funding for almost 50% of Management and General Expenses. Our work indicated the 

Chamber has sufficient funds to cover its own overhead costs and supports the Chamber 

representation that no overhead is paid with monies from the County. In addition, our review of the 

Chamber budget-to-actual results did not reveal any significant differences of concern. 
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Reported Performance Results 

The Chamber reported performance for various economic development activities. The performance 

measures reported are not prescribed by the County and were somewhat varied each year, which 

makes it more difficult to track the success of the County’s funding over time.  The current Executive 

Director of the Chamber was hired, effective August 15, 2010, and has developed a strategic plan 

entitled, Vision 2015.  Below are summaries of the performance results reported by the Chamber from 

fiscal year 2008 to present, along with related Chamber Vision 2015 current plans and objectives. Since 

the Chamber did not provide us documentation to validate their results, we have used data we 

compiled, and included in the Appendices to this report, to help assess the reasonableness of the data 

reported. 

Business Recruitment & Retention  

There are no third-party data series available to allow independent verification of several reported 

business recruitment and retention measures, including jobs per dollar of public funding, payroll 

increase per dollar of public funding, existing company gross payroll and job growth, data on 

companies assisted, or specific local activity such as visits to existing businesses or marketing events. 

Also, various government entities base their fiscal years on differing time periods, and in all likelihood, 

the fiscal years for various data series do not correspond. As a result, the third-party data series used 

to assess reasonableness of reported new and expanded business results will vary somewhat from the 

Chamber’s figures.  

Our research found data on participation in the various State of Florida incentive programs during 

Calendar Years 2000 through 2011 which indicate that projects based in Escambia County received a 

total of almost $11.3 million in incentives to locate or expand businesses in the County.  Of that 

amount, required local match equaled $1.3 million.  A total of 3,460 new jobs were expected to be 

created by 19 company projects.  This involved nine companies, which were already located in 

Escambia County, with 3,409 existing employees.  Altogether, these 19 companies anticipated that 

$377.8 million dollars in new capital investment would result from these projects.  It cost local 

government in Escambia County an average of $360 for each new job created. 
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Table 1 - Data Reported by Chamber to County – Business Recruitment & Retention 

Performance 
Reported 

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10 FY 2010-11 Current & Vision 
2015 

Jobs Created 1,677 (past two 
years) 

800 Reported by 
Project – see 

narrative detail 
below 

250+ In current fiscal 
year, 357; 500 

projected;300 new 
jobs in 5 years 

Increase Payroll 
from Job Creation 

- $27 million - $10 million - 

Capital 
Investment 

$251 million (past 
two years) 

$80 million Reported by 
Project – see 

narrative detail 
below 

$37 million  In current fiscal 
year, $63.1 

million; over 116 
investors, 

$8,684,000 
invested over next 

5 years 

Jobs per Dollar  
Public Funding 

One Job  per $1,000 
Foundations for 
Florida funding 

- - - - 

Payroll Increase 
per Dollar Public 

Funding 

$42 payroll increase 
per Dollar Public 

Funding 

- - - - 

Existing Company 
Gross Payroll 
Increase/Job 

Growth 

- $27 million 
/80% 

- - In current fiscal 
year, 100 existing 

businesses 

Economic Impact 
– Companies 

Assisted 

$957 million over 
next five years 

- - - - 

Avg. Annual 
Salary – 

Companies 
Assisted 

$36,633 - - - - 

Visits to Existing 
Businesses 

- 100+ 40 100+ 82; 100/200 per 
year projected 

Marketing Events - 14 - -  

State & Local 
Incentives 
Obtained 

- $2 million, to 
support $80 

million capital 
investment, 800 

new jobs, $30 
million new 

payroll 

- - - 

The fiscal year 2008 Chamber performance report described plans for the county technology park, a 

development expected to provide $50 million in capital investment, while creating 1,000 new jobs, 

averaging over $50,000 in annual salaries.  Site work was expected to be completed in less than 1 year 

allowing construction on buildings to begin.  In 2009, the Chamber reported the award of a $2 million 

technology park grant, and reported expectations to generate 1,000 jobs with $50 million new payroll 

for the county. There were 2 tenants added that year. The technology park venture is further 

discussed later in this report. 
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In fiscal year 2010, the Chamber reported five project successes: Pall Life Sciences 55 jobs, $37 million 

investment expansion; Jupiter Composites expanded in Ellyson; Offshore Inland, 51-100 jobs; 

Overhead Door Corporation, 128 jobs; Navy Federal Credit Union, 800 jobs, $81 million investment; 

Project Everest, 102 jobs, $56 million investment. 

The current Chamber strategy targets the following industry clusters: aerospace and defense, 

renewable energy, financial services, and back office support.  It also envisions growing minority 

business enterprises in size, scale and capacity.  

Comparison or Reported Results to Published Data  

 Reported performance results for FY 2007-2008 and past two years was, 1,677 jobs created, $251 million in 
new capital investment.  Escambia County Participation in State Incentive Programs―2000 Through 2011 (see 
Appendices), reported $120,168,000 in new capital investment for projects approved between 6-27-05 and 
6-20-2007.  These projects planned to create 1,080 new jobs; therefore, reported amounts exceed original 
expectation. Existing employment at these companies totaled 1,175. 

 Reported performance results for FY 2008-2009, 800 jobs created and $80 million new capital investment, 
as well as $2 million in state and local incentives.  The jobs and new capital investment results appear to be 
verified by 4-15-2009 Closing Fund project award from the Table, Escambia County Participation in State 
Incentive Programs―2000 Through 2011. The incentive it received was at least $1 million.  Additional local 
incentives or State incentive programs not included in the State Incentives Table, such as workforce 
training programs or transportation improvement grants, could have been coordinated by the Chamber for 
the project, which could account for the reported $2 million in incentives. 

 Verification of projects discussed in report narrative for FY 2009-2010 includes the following:   

 Pall Life Sciences – Appears to be verified in FY 2007-2008 by 6-20-2007 award of QTI project from the 
Escambia County Participation in State Incentive Programs―2000 Through 2011 Table. The Pensacola 
Chamber’s website discusses project and notes the announcement of the completion of the project 
expansion.  The State project reported 54 new jobs and $26 million new capital investment while the 
Chamber reported 55 jobs and $37 million in investment. 

 Jupiter Composites - Not enough information on the project to verify with any certainty. 

 Offshore Inland - Project verified in online Pensacola News Journal article, only local incentives were 
used. 

 Overhead Door Corporation - Project reported in FY 2010-2011 by 12-21-2010 award of QTI project 
from the Appendices Table, Escambia County Participation in State Incentive Programs―2000 Through 
2011, from the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity.  State statistics showed 40 new and 76 
retained jobs for a total of 116 jobs, no additional capital investment.  Chamber reported 128 jobs. 

 Navy Federal Credit Union - This appears to be the same project as reported for FY 2008-2009. 
However, the Chamber may have continued working with the company. 

 Project Everest - Project appears to be verified in FY 2010-2011 by 10-28-2010 award of QTI project and 
11-17-10 Closing Fund award from the Appendices Table, Escambia County Participation in State 
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Incentive Programs―2000 Through 2011.  State statistics showed 102 new jobs and $56.1 million capital 
investment, which matches the performance results reported by the Chamber. 

 Reported performance results for FY 2010-2011, 250+ jobs created and $37 million new capital 
investment.  Cannot verify results from State incentives project data.  The project data from the 
Escambia County Participation in State Incentive Programs―2000 Through 2011 Table for FY2010-2011 
appears to correspond to the narrative results reported by the Chamber for FY 2009-2010.  The State’s 
FY 2011-2012 data does not appear to correspond to any of the Chamber’s reported results, probably 
due to timing differences.  Also, the Chamber’s reported projects may not have used State-level 
incentives. 

Entrepreneurial Support  

The fiscal year 2008 Chamber performance report discussed the creation of a technology incubator 

program. The fiscal year 2009 performance report indicated the addition of two new tenants in the 

program.  There was no performance data reported in fiscal year 2010. The fiscal year 2011 program 

reported an additional two new tenants.  In the current year, the Chamber reports the program has 

71% occupancy and has increased employment from 8 to 28 employees. The Chamber envisions 

increasing capacity from seven to eighteen offices and achieving an 80% occupancy rate.  No third 

party data were available to validate these reported results. 

Suggested Improvements for Technology Incubator Results Reporting 

Strong performance management requires clearly stated desired results and following “best practices”. The 

purpose of an incubator program can vary; therefore, the required performance measurements may vary. For 

example, the purpose of the program is obviously economic development, but it may have more specific 

objectives, such as economic diversification, technology transfer, women or minority opportunities, and/or 

neighborhood revitalization. Another purpose may be to attain higher survival rates of new company start-ups. 

To determine the long-term return on investment for their effort, the County and Chamber will need to clearly 

define their program goals and track the long-term success and employment trends for the companies fostered 

through its technology incubator program. Additional performance measures used by similar programs include:  

Jobs Created; Average Salary; Investment Raised; Generated Revenue; Patents, Copyrights, Trademarks, or 

Trade Secrets Held; & Square Footage of Facility. The success of these companies can be compared to those of 

similar companies started without support of a technology incubator program. The results of the program can 

also be compared to those of other incubator programs. In addition, the County and Chamber should compare 

its operations to the “best practices” defined by this industry. 
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Tourist Development  

The results of the Tourism program were not included in the Chamber 2010-11 fiscal year performance 

report. The Chamber recently reported tourism in the County to be a $1.2 billion industry, providing 

18,000 jobs; 8,000 hotel rooms; and, 2,000 condos/beach homes. 

Table 2 - Data Reported By Chamber to County - Tourism Development 

Performance 
Reported 

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10 Current Year; Vision 2015 

# Visitors to 
County 

3.25 million 3.75 million 2.5% Increase - 

Lodging Revenues - $124 million, 
down 3% from 

prior year 

27% increase $162.6 million revenue, +27.4%  from 2010; 
Increase lodging revenues by 10% from 

$124,000,000 in 2009 to 136,000,000 in 2012 

    $101.48 average daily hotel rate, +13% from $89.54 
in 2010 

Occupancy Rates - 1.3% increase 18.4% increase 58.3% hotel occupancy, +3% from 2010 

Jobs Created 67 (Escambia & 
Baldwin County) 

- - - 

Annual Local 
Economic Impact 

$1.3 billion - - - 

Tax Revenue $92 million   4% Increase 

Tourist 
Development Tax 

Collections 

 - $5,039,700 - 

Group Bookings 353 92 weddings, 72 
group tours, 44 

meetings & 
conventions, 45 

class & family 
reunions, 23 

military reunions, 
12 sporting 

events 

70 group tours, 
65 weddings, 52 

class reunions, 35 
corporate events 

& conventions, 
26 military 

reunions, 20 
sporting events, 

15 religious 
groups 

Increase group bookings by 6%, from 2,917 to 
3,092, from 85 to 90 room nights 

 Increase convention and meeting bookings by 10% 
from 21,314 to 23,445 

 Increase the number of military reunions by 20% 
from 25 to 30 and room nights from 3,011 to 3,733 
 Increase wedding bookings from 163 to 171, and 

room nights from 13,229 to 13,890 

Major Events & 
Festivals 

50 - - - 

Dive Trips - #, 
Revenue per Trip, 
Economic Impact 

4,200; $463  revenue 
per trip; $3.6 million 

economic impact 

- - - 

Marketing 
Initiatives  

$6 million media 
coverage 

450
th

 anniversary 
mentioned 800+ 
times in media 

outlets 

9 marketing 
initiatives to 

Overcome Oil 
Spill Publicity 

$8.4 million dollars in advertising equivalency, up 
6% from $8 million; 9 strategies and tactics for 

pursuing convention and meeting sales; 8 
strategies for increasing military reunions; 7 
strategies and tactics for wedding bookings; 

Increase e-NEWS subscribers by 20% from 50,000 
to 60,000 subscribers; Increase Facebook likes by 

66% from 22,000 to 36,000; Increase YouTube 
views by 20% from 6900 to 8300; Increase web 

visits by 17% from 650,000 to 760,000; eight 
strategies and tactics with the visitor and 

information center; increase print and online 
advertising inquiries from potential visitors by 10% 

from 112,000 to 123,000 
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Comparison of Reported Results to Published Data 

Various government entities base their fiscal years on differing time periods, and in all likelihood, the fiscal 

years for various data series do not correspond.  The third-party data series used to verify reported results will 

vary somewhat from the Chamber’s figures, as a result. Moreover, data on the number of tourists and their 

spending patterns requires significant primary data collection and very sophisticated econometric modeling.  

Tourism industry statistics and economic impact information is not readily available and requires significant 

research and analysis to develop.  Third–party data series were not available to allow independent verification 

of the number of tourists, the annual local economic impact, tax revenues, or specific local activity in group 

bookings, major events and festivals, or marketing. 

 Reported performance for FY 2009-2010 for Tourist Development Tax Collections indicated collections 
were $5,039,700.  The results are consistent with those of third-party data sources.  Data provided in the 
Table entitled, Local Option Tourist Development Tax Collections--State Fiscal Years Ended June 30, 2000 
through 2011 (see Appendices) showed the following: $5,448,643 for FY 2008; $5,301,707 in FY 2009; 
$5,457,305 for FY 2010; and $5,588,528 in FY 2011.   

 Reported Lodging Revenues for FY 2008-2009 were $124 million, down from the prior year by 3%.  
Somewhat similar data obtained from the Florida Legislature’s Office of Economic and Demographic 
Research showed that there were taxable sales by transient rental facilities in FY 2009 of $132.5 million, 
which was a decline of 2.7% from the previous year.  However, this data series did not show an increase for 
FY 2010, as did the Lodging Revenues data reported by the Chamber.   

 Reported performance for FY 2007-2008 for Jobs Created is 67 for Escambia and Baldwin County.  Also 
reported for FY 2007-2008 were statistics for Dive Trips, indicating there were 4,200 trips with average 
revenue per trip of $463 and a total economic impact of $3.6 million.  These figures are taken from a study 
conducted by the Haas Center for Business Research and Economic Development, University of West 
Florida, entitled, The Economic Impact of Diving the USS Oriskany on the Regional Economy, Final Report, 
May 2007.  The data included in the Chamber’s results are for both Escambia County and Baldwin County, 
Alabama, combined.  The Haas study provided figures for Escambia County alone which indicate 37 jobs 
created and an economic impact of $2 million.  

 The Chamber recently reported there are 8,000 hotel rooms and 2,000 condos/beach homes in Escambia 
County. For FY 2010-2011, Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation’s Public Food 
Service and Lodging License and Unit Summary by County data show 83 lodging license accounts classified as 
hotels and motels, with 7,085 units and 53 lodging license accounts having 1,685 units, which could be 
identified under the general rubric of condos/beach homes.   

The County could focus strategy to target those activities most attractive to tourists.  Domestic and 

international visitors are reported to have different interests. According to VISIT Florida Research (Promote 

Your Business Research FAQ at VISITFlorida.org), the most popular activities for domestic visitors to Florida in 

2010 were shopping (25%), beach/waterfront activities (20%), theme and amusement parks (15%), and parks 

and touring/sightseeing (13%).  Overseas visitors cited shopping (89.3%), dining in restaurants (82.1%), and 

amusement and theme parks (53.5%) as the most popular activities while in Florida.    



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

County of Escambia 

 

 

17 

Armed Services 

The Chamber’s Vision 2015 defines six strategies to enhance and support military mission and 

performance, 12 strategies to strengthen area Department of Defense investments in infrastructure 

and assets, and 8 strategies to improve and promote quality of life for area military members.   

Table 3 - Data Reported to County by Chamber - Armed Services Support 

Performance 
Reported 

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10 Vision 2015 

# Employees & 
Average Salary – 

Navy Armed 
Services (NAS) 

22,000; $72,000 22,000, $72,000 22,000; $77,200 22,000, $77,000 

# Defense 
Industry 

Employment 

- 77,000 73,850 78,850 

Annual Salaries & 
Wages - NAS 

- - - $5.1 million 

Economic Impact - - $5.1 billion - 

Capital 
Investment 

- - 531.9 million $1 billion 

Military 
Appreciation 

- - Recognized 200 
military personnel in 

local outlets; 1000  
baseball tickets to 

active duty military 
members 

- 

Comparison of Reported Results to Published Data 

Defense industry statistics and economic impact information are not readily available and require significant 

research and analysis to develop.  Studies of the defense industry are not performed on a routine basis and, as a 

result, the latest statistics are often several years old.   

 For FY 2009-2010, the average salary of $77,200 as reported by the Chamber is consistent with data 

presented in Florida Defense Industry Economic Impact Analysis, Volume 2, January 2008, a study of the defense 

industry conducted by the Haas Center for Business Research and Economic Development, University of 

West Florida.   

 Total defense industry employment of 73,850 is equal to the Hass Center’s estimate of total jobs generated 

due to the military in 2005. 

 The Chamber’s reported $5.1 billion economic impact of the military is consistent with the Haas Center 

defense study, which found defense expenditures had an economic impact of $5.145 billion in 2005 and 

$5.657 billion in 2007.   

 The Haas Center’s econometric modeling also found capital investment in residential and non-residential 

real estate, plus durable equipment purchases attributable to defense spending totaled $531.9 million in 

2005.   
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Workforce Development 

The fiscal year 2009 Chamber performance report stated that student enrollment in career academies 

encompassed 35% of high school education, and the Chamber goal is to increase participation to 45% 

over the next five years.  It reported that there are 43 career academies in Escambia County and 16 

career academies in Santa Rosa County. The 2009 report also stated that graduation rates in 

Escambia County increased from 64.9% in school year 2002-03 to 75.7% in school year 2007-08. 

Note:  We did not conduct validation work in this area, since it was not a specified use of County funds. 

Community Events 

The Chamber receives County monies for funding of community events, but is not responsible for 

managing these events or the nature of the expenditures made by the event managers. The 

community events are: DeLuna Fest, Mardi Gras, Memorial Weekend, and Fall Festival. 

The County has not defined a methodology to assess the return on investment for such events. To do 

this, the County should consider the quality of life aspects for the community, in addition to the dollar 

impact on the local economy. The quality of life indicators would require qualitative data, obtaining 

feedback from citizens on their perception of the value of these events. 

Tech Park Grant & Project 

The Pensacola-Escambia Promotion and Development Commission (PEDC) was formed in 1967 to 

promote and develop tourism and industry in the County and in the City of Pensacola. On February 21, 

2008, the PEDC entered into an agreement (the Agreement) with the County, the City of Pensacola 

and the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Pensacola to develop a Technology Park in 

downtown Pensacola. Pursuant to the Agreement, the County and the City conveyed certain 

properties to the Commission with fair value of $6,900,000 and $1,425,000, respectively. The County 

and City are to receive 83% and 17%, respectively, of the proceeds from sales of lots in the Technology 

Park. If the total of all proceeds paid to the County and City is less than the appraised values above, 

the difference shall be paid to the County and City by the Community Redevelopment Agency from 

any revenues in its Urban Core Community Redevelopment Trust Fund, directly accruing to and 
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received from the Technology Park property. 

The PEDC is responsible for the design, development, marketing and sale of the Tech Park property. 

According to the interlocal agreement, the construction of the Tech Park infrastructure was to be 

completed within 30 months of the date of the agreement, or August 21, 2010. Funding for this 

construction was provided by the County in the form of an interest-bearing line of credit, in the 

amount of $2.5 million. If certain conditions are not met, including the completion date requirement 

noted above, the County and City have the right of reentry to recoup their investment.  

Total construction costs were estimated at $3.7 million.  On May 21, 2009, the Commission was 

awarded a $2 million Public Works and Facilities Development Grant through the Economic 

Development Administration (EDA) of the US Department of Commerce for the balance of the 

construction cost of the Technology Park. The grant agreement sets forth certain reporting and 

compliance requirements, noncompliance with which would result in the return of the funds to the 

grantor. The requirements include a semi-annual financial status report, quarterly project 

performance reports, and reports on program performance and outcomes on the three, six and nine 

year anniversary dates of the award approval date (March 11, 2009). The EDA defined the anticipated 

impact/outcome of the grant monies expended to be:  670 jobs created and $26.5 million in private 

investment leveraged. In addition, the investment is described to be for construction of “street and 

water infrastructure, for the Pensacola Technology Campus in downtown Pensacola, a brownfield 

site”, with three technology companies locating on the campus and additional sites in the park 

available for future growth. The construction is scheduled to be completed May, 2012. 

In accordance with the grant requirements, an audit was conducted pursuant to OMB Circular A-133, 

for the year ended September 30, 2011. The financial statements, as of that date, report a liability to 

the County of $9,615,760. As of the date of this report, none of the 40 Tech Park lots had been sold. 

It would be prudent for the County to request the Chamber provide a strategy for selling the Tech Park 

lots, fulfilling goal expectations and repaying the County for its investment. Although this initiative is 

most likely a long-term return on investment, establishing milestones and monitoring them would 

ensure accountability is demonstrated to County citizens. 
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Results Compared to other Counties 

To assist the County in comparing its economic development efforts with Florida Counties of similar 

size, we obtained and compiled a variety of relevant data, included in the Appendices of this report.  

The following “bullet points” summarize some of the more notable trends we observed from these 

data. Our work is not intended to be a complete economic analysis of the County, but is presented 

within the context of a performance framework. The County can use this framework and related data 

as a basis to work with the Chamber and other stakeholders to develop a performance management 

system for County economic development activities. This effort will enable the County to obtain 

consistent performance data for desired strategic outcomes and assess the effectiveness of the 

various programs and activities toward attaining target goals and objectives. Following are highlights 

of the data collected: 

There are several measures of the strength of a county’s economy, which are shown in the bullets of this 

section.   

Productivity of the Economy 

One of the most encompassing measures is a county’s Gross Regional Product (GRP).  Similar to the national 

level measure, Gross National Product (GNP), GRP is defined as the market value of all final goods and services 

produced within the county area in a given year.  It is equal to total consumer, investment, and government 

spending, plus the value of exports out of the area and minus the value of imports into the area. 

 The County’s GRP was $12.4 billion in 2008, ranking it as the state’s 15th largest economy overall, and 

accounted for 1.59 percent of the state’s GRP. 

 While Escambia County has the largest economy in Northwest Florida, Miami-Dade’s economy was 10 

times the size of Escambia’s and ranked first among all 67 at $121.4 billion. 

 Escambia’s was the largest economy of all eight comparable counties, the smallest of which, St. Lucie, 

ranked 24th in the state. 

Extent of Employment & Unemployment 
 Total employment grew from 114,397 in 1990 to 127,149 in 2000, and continued to experience an upward 

trend through 2008, when it peaked at 129,723.  Since then, overall employment in the County has declined 

to a level below that of 2000, total employment being 126,409 in 2011.   

 During the past decade, the County’s unemployment rate has generally been at, or below, the Florida 

statewide average.   

 The economic downturn has caused the unemployment rate to grow dramatically, from a low of 3.8% in 

2005 to 10.1% in 2011.  This parallels the Florida pattern, but with less severity.  The County’s rate falls in 
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the middle of the comparative counties―substantially lower than four and higher than three, including 

Okaloosa which hit 7.4% in 2011. 

Available Labor Force 
 The County’s labor force grew by 4.5% between 2005 and 2010, compared to a statewide growth rate of 

7.1%, ranking it fifth among the eight counties compared in this report. 

 The labor force is an increasingly smaller percentage of the population, both statewide and in Escambia.  

Moreover, while 62.0% of the population statewide was in the labor force as of 2010, the County had only 

59.6% of its population in the labor force.  Only the three counties with the highest retirement populations 

(Lake, Manatee, and St. Lucie) ranked lower. 

Strength of Human Capital 

 At 86.7%, the percentage of the Escambia County population which has graduated from high school is 

higher than the statewide average of 85.3%.  However, it is significantly lower than that of neighboring 

Okaloosa County with 90.7%.  Moreover, the percent of the County population with a Bachelor’s or Higher 

Degree is below the statewide average, 23.4% versus 25.9%.   

 The County is attracting a larger retirement aged population with stable, fixed incomes, but to be 

competitive in expanding existing and attracting new businesses, the County will have to ensure its labor 

force has the requisite skills and education. 

 While the County’s total population has declined, the University of West Florida has noted it has 

experienced strong student population growth, attracting additional first-time freshmen from outside the 

immediate area because of its small class sizes, low faculty-to-student ratio, and welcoming environment.  

This could be a benefit to the area’s labor force if jobs in the area are available to retain these university 

students. 

Size & Age of Workforce 

 The County ranks 18th out of the 67 Florida counties in total population as of 2010.  

 While Florida’s population grew by 17.6% percent between 2000 and 2010, Escambia grew by only 1.1% 

during the same timeframe.   

 The County actually lost population between 2007 and 2010, when it declined from an estimated 300,184 to 

297,619 persons.  This could be a reflection of recent natural and manmade disasters (hurricane and Gulf Oil 

Spill); the economic downturn, with ongoing housing/mortgage problems; and, high costs for taxes and 

insurance along the coast.  Possible reasons may also be a lack of job opportunities, other than service 

industry jobs. This loss of population is an issue that should be investigated and understood by the 

community, and then taken into consideration in its goals.   

 Escambia’s population is somewhat younger than the state as whole.  The median age for the county is 37.6 

versus 40.7 for Florida. 

 The Prime Working Age Population, the number of persons between the ages of 18 and 64, is an important 

indicator of an area’s ability to provide the workers businesses need to be successful. The County has the 

second largest prime working age population among the comparable counties, only Leon has a larger 

number. However, in terms of percent of the total population in this category, Escambia ranks 5th, as only 

64% of its population are between 18 and 64.   
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 An additional 21.6% of the population is aged 0-17, and will be entering the labor force over the next few 

years. This is the third highest level among the comparable counties. The Chamber’s emphasis on training 

programs may be helpful, and their success should be evaluated in helping ensure that the labor force have 

the jobs skills businesses need now and in the future. It is also critical that the Chamber’s business 

development programs provide high quality jobs to meet the needs of the County’s population and retain 

the workforce-age population who contribute most strongly to the County’s economy. 

Extent County Supported by Federal Dollars 

 In 2010, Federal Direct Expenditures in the County added nearly $4 billion dollars to the local economy, up 

from $2.2 billion in 2000.  The County accounted for 2.4% of all federal direct expenditures in Florida.  

Because these dollars originate from outside Florida, they help grow the size of the County’s “economic 

pie”, bringing in new dollars to circulate throughout the local economy. 

 Altogether, Escambia County received an average of $12,900 per person in federal direct expenditures from 

a variety of federal programs.  The largest source (36.8%) of these funds is federal Retirement and Disability 

payments to individuals. The second largest (23.1%) comes from a variety of federal programs categorized 

as Other Direct Payments, and includes unemployment compensation, food stamps and public assistance, 

flood insurance, housing assistance, and employer workers’ compensation, health, and life insurance 

premium payments for federal employees.   

 A rapidly growing source of federal expenditures is the Procurement category which has nearly tripled from 

5.8% in 2000 to 16.6% of all federal direct expenditures in the County in 2010.   

 Salaries and Wages continue to be an important source of federal dollars and include military payrolls as 

well as salaries/wages paid for the Postal Service, federal judges, and employees of other federal agencies 

such as the Veteran’s Administration. 

Capacity for Innovation 

 Today’s Innovation Economy requires a labor force with strong scientific and technical education and skills.  

The County can work to improve its level of educational attainment, specifically Bachelor’s or higher 

postsecondary degrees, to better provide a workforce which will attract the types of businesses targeted 

for its new science park.   

 The Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services sector comprises establishments that specialize in 

performing professional, scientific, and technical activities requiring a high degree of expertise and training, 

for clients in a variety of industries.  Businesses in this sector are generally small, often local entrepreneurs 

meeting the demands of a growing business sector and/or a growing population.  In the County of 

Escambia, the number firms in this sector grew by 11.3%, a somewhat slower rate than for the state as a 

whole, and had an average of 7 employees, somewhat higher than the state average. 

 “It is conventional wisdom that universities and venture capital are necessary components of any high-tech 

agglomeration,” according to a 2004 study on science parks funded by the AEI Brookings Joint Center for 

Regulatory Studies.  The study notes that universities draw scientists and engineers to a region and 

generate knowledge that can be used by nearby firms.  With the University of West Florida and other post-

secondary institutions located in the County, these should be considered major assets for fostering goals in 

innovation and high-tech industry development.  
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 A 2007 study of North American Research Parks by Battelle Technology Partnership Practice, in 

cooperation with the Association of University Research Parks, notes that to compete in technology 

development, a region or state in its economic development efforts must differentiate itself and cultivate 

and sustain specialized areas of expertise where it can be a world leader.  A successful research park must 

build on the strengths found in its local “clusters of innovation” - distinct groups of competing and 

cooperating companies, suppliers, service providers, and research institutions.   

Strength in Entrepreneurship & Entrepreneurial Diversity 

 An indication of an area’s environment for entrepreneurship is the level of minority business ownership.  In 

2007, 30.6% of Escambia County’s 24,187 firms were Woman-owned, 9.5% Black-owned, and 3.7% Asian-

owned. All groups were higher than their respective shares statewide, indicating a generally positive 

environment for minority entrepreneurship.  Only Hispanic-owned businesses were substantially below the 

statewide average, 2.4% in Escambia versus 22.4% statewide.   

 The percent of the population reported as, Black, in the County is 22.9%, indicating that Black-owned 

business is significantly under-represented.  Although Hispanics account for only 4.7% the County’s 

population, versus 22.5% statewide, Hispanic businesses are still slightly under-represented. 

 Another measure of the health of entrepreneurship in a community is provided by statistics on non-

employer businesses.  In addition to the nearly 8,000 employers in the County in 2009, there were an 

additional 17,648 non-employer businesses with receipts of more than $640 million.   

 Escambia ranked 5th among the comparable counties in number of non-employers, while Manatee ranked 

1st with 22,958 and Osceola 2nd with 20,542.   

 For non-employers in all industry sectors in the County, receipts averaged $36,273 per non- employer, 

which was lower than the statewide average of $39,087.  Okaloosa ranked highest with an average of 

$43,519 followed by Manatee at $42,995. 

 Within Escambia’s non-employer industries, the Wholesale Trade sector had the highest average receipts at 

$63,111, followed by Real Estate at $56,215.  Administrative and Support Services was the lowest with an 

average of only $17,679. 

 Most of the County’s sectors had receipts which fell below the statewide average. However, Other Services, 

Transportation and Warehousing, Retail Trade, and Construction all had average receipts per non-employer 

which were well above the Florida average. 

Strength of Business Assets & Investments 

Competitive wages 

 The County wage levels are very competitive compared to other areas throughout Florida.  According to 

the Florida Comparative Relative Wage Index for Counties (FCWI), prepared by the University of Florida, 

Escambia ranks 43rd in the state in the relative wages paid to a typical worker performing the identical job 

across Florida at a particular point in time.  As businesses seek to cut costs, competitive wage levels are an 

important factor in their success. 

 The FCWI ranks Florida counties against a statewide average which is shown as 100.  At 94.08, the County 

of Escambia is next to the lowest of the eight comparable counties.   
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Strength in Industry Diversity & Knowledge 

 Of the eight comparable counties, Escambia and Manatee have the strongest manufacturing sectors when 

measured by value of shipments.  In 2007, with shipments valued at more than $2 billion, Escambia 

accounted for 2.0% of total Florida manufacturers’ shipments.  

 The national economic downturn and housing market collapse has dampened the entire construction 

industry and brought new home construction to a virtual standstill.  Building permits in the County plunged 

from 2,602 in 2005 to 973 in 2010.  The drag on the economy has affected economic growth across the 

board.  Diversity in the County’s industrial sector is an important factor in mitigating these negative 

impacts.  The stability offered by the area’s military sector is a good example of economic diversity. 

 Growth of the Management of Companies and Enterprises sector can contribute to economic diversity, as 

well as to higher salaries and improved quality of the job experience.  Typically thought of as major 

corporate headquarters, companies in this sector also can be the headquarters of local firms, regional or 

district offices, or holding companies.  Growth in this sector can also be an indicator of the environment for 

entrepreneurship in an area.  In 2010, the County of Escambia had 34 reporting units in this sector, 

employing 573 persons with total payrolls of $2.7 million. 

 Between 2005 and 2010, the County experienced a 21.4% increase in the number of reporting units in the 

Management of Companies and Enterprises industry sector.  However, growth statewide was 40.0%.  Among 

the comparable counties, Escambia ranked 4th, with Lake, Leon, and Alachua Counties exhibiting higher 

growth rates.   

 Despite the overall growth in the number of firms in the Management of Companies and Enterprises sector, 

it too has been impacted by the economic downturn.  Corporate retrenching and cost cutting took its toll 

on employment and payrolls.  In the County, employment in this sector declined 45.6% and payrolls 

dropped by 54.0% during the period.  Only Alachua and St. Lucie saw increased employment in this sector 

and only Alachua and Manatee experienced growing payrolls. 

 The Pensacola Regional Airport, Amtrak and CSX rail, Interstates 10 and 110, and the Port of Pensacola, 

which serves as a foreign trade zone, provide the County with an efficient and highly competitive 

transportation infrastructure.  These facilities not only generate jobs, they are also critical support for the 

area’s manufacturing, tourism, defense, and trade sectors.   

 Total Private Sector Non-Farm earnings totaled more than $5 Billion in the County in 2009.  The County 

accounted for some 1.4% of such earnings statewide. Nearly one-quarter of all private non-farm earnings 

were generated by the Healthcare industry, which contributed the largest share of any of Escambia’s 

industry sectors. 

 In terms of earnings, the top six industries in the County are: Healthcare (23.2%); Retail Trade (9.8%); 

Professional, Scientific and Technical Services (9.4%); Construction (8.5%); Finance & Insurance (7.1%); and 

Manufacturing (6.4%).  Together, these six industries account for 64.4% of private non-farm earnings in the 

County. 

 When compared to their statewide counterparts, the Healthcare, Construction, and Retail Trade sectors 

each generate a larger share of earnings in the County than is the case statewide.  Conversely, all other 

industry sectors in the County generate smaller shares than their statewide counterparts, including those 

industries included in Tourism activity.   



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

County of Escambia 

 

 

25 

 In terms of employment, the County’s largest sectors are: 1) Education & Health Services (19.3%); 2) Trade, 

Transportation & Utilities (18.7%); 3) Government (18.7%); 4) Professional & Business Services (11.7%); 5) 

Leisure & Hospitality (11.3%); and 6) Construction (6.1%).   

 Tourism-related industries account for 11.3% of employment, but only 5.5% of earnings.  Financial Activities 

and Manufacturing account for 9.9% of employment and 13.5% of earnings. 

 The industry structure of an area is always fluid, some industries are growing while others are waning or 

temporarily impacted by larger economic trends.  A study of establishment “births and deaths” between 

2007 and 2008 (the latest period for which such data are available) reveals some trends.  Even though there 

was a net loss of 164 establishments, companies were opening at the same time others were closing.  The 

sectors with the largest losses were Construction, Retail Trade, Accommodation and Food Services, and Real 

Estate which are cyclical industries, sensitive to economic downturns.   

 Sectors which had gains included the (1) Information, (2) Finance and Insurance, (3) Management of 

Companies, (4) Administrative & Support Services, and (5) Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 

sectors.  These are industries which are part of today’s growing “Knowledge Economy”. 

Contribution of Defense Industry 

 Escambia County is home to Naval Air Station (NAS) Pensacola, Saufley Field, Naval Technology Training 

Center/Corry Station, and Naval Hospital/Pensacola.  Primary units include Naval Aerospace Medical 

Research Laboratory, Naval Operational Medicine Institute, Naval Education and Training Command 

(NETC)/ Saufley Field, Training Wing Six, Center for Information Dominance (CID)/Corry Station, USAF 

313th Training Squadron (Intelligence and Information Warfare). 

 Escambia County provides an excellent environment in which its military facilities can survive and prosper. 

The number of personnel at NAS Pensacola has grown 23.1%, adding a total of 4,314 persons. The County 

may wish to explore ways to foster the growth of higher value roles and missions to the area. 

 The presence of military installations in Escambia County and the Florida Panhandle has led to the 

existence of a sizeable defense contractor sector in the County.  According to the 2011 Florida Defense 

Industry Economic Impact Analysis by the Haas Center for Business Research and Economic Development, 

University of West Florida, Escambia ranks 9th among all Florida counties in the number of defense 

contractors, with 524. 

 Between 2000 and 2009, Escambia County’s defense contractors won more defense contracts―some 

8,960―than any other of the comparable counties, ranking 8th statewide.  Okaloosa ranked 10th and 

Manatee ranked 13th. 

 These defense contracts brought nearly $1.9 billion into the Escambia County economy, ranking the county 

11th in the state in total value of contracts.  However, Okaloosa County ranked 4th in value statewide, with 

$6.7 billion in defense contracts.  There was a significant difference in average value of contracts per 

defense contractor:  $3.5 million in Escambia and $14.9 million per contractor in Okaloosa.  The County may 

want to explore opportunities for attracting higher value contracts. 

 The Center for Innovation and Technology at Saufley Field is a new development initiative which is the 

result of an Enhanced Use Lease and Business Agreement at Saufley Field.  It consists of two non-

contiguous parcels, one approximately 86 acres and one approximately 18 acres, and is considered 

commercial office/light industrial. There are existing facilities with potential for redevelopment, as well as, 
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what is described as unique telecommunication advantages, which can offer significant advantages to 

attract new roles and missions, as well as, new or expanding defense-related companies. 

 If it hasn’t already, the County may want to ensure that the new Tech Science Park and the Saufley Field 

development complement, rather than compete with each other for new business opportunities. 

Contribution of Tourism Industry 

 Both the State and local tourism industries have weakened during the current economic downturn.  The 

industry also undoubtedly suffered as a result of numerous hurricanes and the Gulf Oil Spill. Taxable sales 

reported by transient rental facilities showed a steady decline from 2008 through 2010.  This is probably 

due, in part, to a lower average room rate, as well as, a drop in overall visitor levels.   

 In 2010, when ranked against Escambia County’s 10 other major industry sectors, the Leisure and Hospitality 

industry paid the lowest average wage, only $14,874.  The top paying industry in Escambia County, 

Manufacturing, paid an average wage that was 3½ times as much, some $52,921.  Even the average of all 

industries together was 2½ times the average wage paid by the Leisure and Hospitality industry.   

 Statewide, the average wage paid by the Leisure and Hospitality industry was $21,448 versus the County’s 

average of $14,874.  Among the comparable counties, only Leon County was lower.  Osceola’s average was 

$28,353, which was the highest among the comparable counties and is almost double that of Escambia 

County.   

 The County’s tourism industry pays very low wages.  It appears the County’s Leisure and Hospitality industry 

lacks the more up-scale amenities and attractions which pay higher level wages.  The County may want to 

re-evaluate the role this industry should play in its industrial mix and whether anything can be done to 

improve the level of wages paid by this sector.  The new baseball stadium may contribute positively to this 

goal. 

 Tourism-related industries account for 11.3% of employment, but only 5.5% of earnings.   

 Nature-based recreation was a surprisingly small sector in the County, accounting for only an estimated 324 

jobs in 2008, ranking it 4th among the eight counties.  Manatee County ranked first with 1,220, nearly four 

times as many jobs.  This figure probably somewhat under-estimates the actual nature-based employment, 

as there is no comparable way to measure jobs generated by beach and swimming activities.  

 In 2007, tourism in Escambia County accounted for well over a half a billion dollars in receipts/sales 

generated by tourism-related businesses in the Arts, Entertainment & Recreation (AE&R) and 

Accommodation & Food Services (A&FS) sectors. (This is the latest year for which these data are available.) 

 Among the eight comparable counties, Escambia only ranked 4th largest in AE&R receipts and 3rd largest 

for A&FS sales.   

 The growth of these industries in Escambia between 2002 and 2007 was well below the state average in 

each sector and compared poorly to the growth experienced in the other comparable counties.  For AE&R 

receipts, the County experienced a growth rate of 26.7% versus the statewide rate of 35.9%, which ranked 

Escambia 4th.  In A&FS sector sales, the County grew by 26.0% versus 43.2% for the state as a whole, 

ranking Escambia last among the eight counties. 

 A healthy and diverse tourism industry can also provide many services and activities which may contribute 

to the quality of life for residents and make an area a better and more fun place to live.  The County has 

many assets which support a high quality of life and could be used to attract other types of industry to the 

area.  A high quality of life is particularly important to entrepreneurial and innovation businesses.   
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Extent Incentives Provided to Industry 

 In compliance with new reporting requirements mandated by the 2010 Legislature (Chapter 2010-147, Laws 

of Florida), data on economic development incentives are self-reported by local governments to the 

Legislature’s Office of Economic and Demographic Research (EDR), which has compiled a report from the 

first submission of incentives data.  According to EDR’s Economic Development Incentives Report (On-line 

Reports, edr.state.fl.us), Escambia County reported, via the Chamber, the following results for FY 2010. 

 Direct Incentives―$500,000 

 Indirect Incentives―$1,049,219 

 Fee & Tax-Based―$3,916,704 

 Below Market Lease/Deed―None 

 Total All Types of Incentives Provided―$5,465,923 

 Escambia County accounted for 6.5% of the total amount of incentives (over $84 million) provided by the 

38 reporting counties.  Of the eight comparable counties, Escambia provided the highest level of incentives, 

only St. Lucie County was even close with nearly $4.4 million. 

Extent of Personal Income and Strength of Resident Assets 

 Despite the economic downturn, the County’s rate of filings for personal bankruptcy declined from 4.44 per 

thousand in 2000 to 3.73 per thousand in 2010, ranking the County 35th statewide and fourth among the 

comparable counties.  Two of the comparable counties ranked first and second in the state (Osceola and 

Lake, respectively).  The state average in 2010 was 5.62 per thousand. 

 In 2010, Escambia County accounted for 1.8% of the state’s poor population.  The 53,655 poor in the County 

totaled 19.1% of Escambia’s total population.  Of the eight comparable counties, Escambia had the third 

highest level of poor.  Only Alachua and Leon Counties, both with high levels of student populations, fared 

worse. 

 In 2009, per capita personal income reached $34,133 in Escambia, well below the state average of $38,965. 

However, per capita personal income has been rising in the County, increasing 44.1% between 2000 and 

2009.  It grew faster than the state as a whole, which increased by 34.0%.  Of the comparable counties, only 

Alachua (44.3%) and Okaloosa (52.8%) had faster rates of per capita income growth. 

 Escambia also trails the statewide average in median household income―$41,428 versus $44,390. 

 As opposed to per capita or per person income, household income measures the combination of more than 

one income earner living in the same household.  Median household income is the middle value in a list of 

all household incomes in the County in order from lowest to highest.  Half of Escambia households make 

above $41,428, and half make below that amount.   

 Median household income in Escambia County rose at a slower pace than per capita personal income, only 

20.6% between 2000 and 2010.  However, it also outpaced the state as a whole (up 14.5%) during the 

period, and of the eight comparable counties only two had faster rates of growth.   

 Similar to the state of Florida as a whole, Escambia County has seen home ownership decline during the 

last decade.  In 2000, 59.9% of homes were owner-occupied.  By 2010, that rate had declined to 55.2%, 

which is slightly less than the state average of 55.6%.  Conversely, there has been a sizeable rise in the 

http://www.businessdictionary.com/definition/combination.html
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percent of homes which are vacant, up from only 10.9% in 2000 to 14.9% in 2010, which is lower than the 

state rate of 17.4% for the same period.   

 The median value of owner-occupied housing units in the County is $148,000 versus $205,600 for the state 

as a whole.   

 A low cost of living benefits residents in that their dollars go farther.  The County ranks 31st lowest in the 

state, according to the Florida Price Level Index.  This index is based on the cost in each county of a set 

“basket” of goods and services and is pegged against a statewide average which equals 100.  In 2008, 

Escambia’s index was only 89.93, ranking it 31st among the 67 counties. 

 The County’s cost of living, in comparison to the state average, has improved since 2000 when its index was 

93.22.  It ranks seventh lowest among the eight comparable counties.  This low cost of living can help 

attract new businesses who may consider a low cost of living to be a quality of life advantage for their 

employees and a contribution to competitive wage levels. 

 Quality of Life issues can affect a community’s attractiveness to new or expanding business, as well as, its 

ability to attract and retain a skilled workforce.  Escambia County’s crime rate could be a negative factor, as 

it was the highest of the comparable counties and well above the state average on two crime 

measures―crime per 100,000 population (4970.1 for Escambia versus 4104.7 for Florida) and prison 

admissions per 100,000 population (309.1 versus 185.1).   

Chamber Collaboration with other Counties 

The Chamber’s Vision 2015 plan includes collaboration with the County of Santa Rosa.  The formation 

of regional development partnerships is a concept which has been implemented throughout the state 

over the past several years.  In Florida, many areas have formed regional alliances to foster economic 

growth ― Florida’s Heartland Regional Economic Development Initiative Inc., Opportunity Florida, 

Florida’s Great Northwest, the South Florida Regional Business Alliance, Central Florida’s 

myregion.org, and the Tampa Bay Partnership, to name a few. Using the regional approach, a 

coordinated, comprehensive plan supported by citizens and businesses throughout the area can be 

created to map out key issues hindering economic prosperity in the area; determine a framework of 

goals, objectives and strategies for improvement; and, provide an agreed–upon structure for 

implementation.  A study of other regional organizations and experiences can provide invaluable 

lessons learned and “best practices” for structuring a regional alliance.  This is an opportunity where 

the whole can be greater than the sum of its parts.  The Chamber is already a member of Florida’s 

Great Northwest (FGNW), which is the regional economic development organization representing the 

16-county “Panhandle” region of Northwest Florida. FGNW is an investor-supported 501(c) (6) 

nonprofit corporation created to assist companies that are evaluating Northwest Florida as a business 
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location. The goal in collaborating with Santa Rosa County is a three–phase project that outlines steps 

needed to stimulate the region’s economy and help local business expand and grow. The Chamber 

desires to address declining population growth and higher unemployment, which began subsequent 

to Hurricanes Ivan and Katrina in 2004-2005. Their long-term effects included higher insurance 

premiums and limited coverage availability, contributing to a decrease in housing sales. Recovery was 

thwarted by the 2008 recession, with declines in the housing market, international trade, and 

commodity prices; along with rising unemployment rates. Then, in the spring of 2010, the Deepwater 

Horizon oil spill occurred, affecting the tourism industry. The presence of the defense industry in 

Escambia County provided some stability and economic benefits. The cooperative effort with Santa 

Rosa seeks a more diversified economy for citizens to mitigate effects such as those recently 

experienced, taking advantage of an opportunity to realize economies of scale by working together. 

The project will involve research, strategy development and implementation, and marketing.  

Reporting in Accordance with Agreements 

The Chamber is required to provide an annual narrative progress report to the County. In addition, the 

Chamber must submit documentation to support its requests for reimbursement. The Chamber 

generally complied with reporting requirements; however, the appropriation for the Foundations for 

Florida monies required a quarterly statistical report, which we were not able to validate as having 

been submitted.  In addition, the County Clerk staff did request more prompt compliance and 

organization in submittal of the supporting expenditure documentation provide to evidence proper 

and allowable spending, in accordance with agreements.  

The Chamber is working to develop more and improved performance measurement for their 

programs. This is an opportunity for the County to work with the Chamber to establish a more goal-

oriented, data-driven performance reporting process. If the Chamber improves its performance 

tracking and expenditure documentation processes, a less extensive expenditure monitoring system 

may be possible. 
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Chamber Procedures & Internal Control 

The Chamber has some written procedures to assist in providing for internal controls, though the 

recently issued independent financial audit report for the Chamber cited some internal concern 

deficiencies and disclosed Related Party transactions, as shown below. The Chamber recently hired 

accounting staff and has implemented QuickBooks as their new accounting system. This system will 

provide more efficient accounting for the various cost centers, and provide more ad hoc reporting 

capability.  

 
                               Source:   Excerpt from FY 2011 PEDC financial audit  
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Source:  Excerpt from FY 2011 Chamber financial audit  
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                  Source:  Excerpt t from FY 2011 Chamber financial audit  

 

 

Source: Excerpt t from FY 2011 Chamber financial audit  
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Competitive Procurement Processes 

The Chamber procedures do require a competitive bid process be followed. However, the Chamber’s 

Board can decide not to follow a competitive bid process, if they deem the process inappropriate for 

the purchase or for some other reason, not to be in the best interest of the Chamber.  

For a major marketing contract for which no competitive bid process had been followed, we observed 

that mutually agreed-upon outcome performance measures could be used to demonstrate the value 

derived by the County. For all contracts and more particularly those not competitively bid, a “best 

practice” followed in professional purchasing practice is performance-based contracting. Vendors are 

often very adept at establishing the first set of performance targets for the contract from which the 

purchaser, as deemed necessary, may negotiate with the vendor. Some measures may be output or 

production-oriented in the short-term, but the vendor should understand and be vested by contract, 

in the long-term outcomes that the Chamber and County desire to be achieved. 

Foundations for Future Matching Funds 

The Foundations for Future monies provided by the County to the Chamber for economic development 

activities, requires the Chamber to match the funds with the same amount of funds or in-kind match. 

Below is a schedule of the Chamber Foundation revenues, indicating the amounts received from the 

County and City of Pensacola, the Chamber’s own Foundations for Future revenue funds, and the In-

kind contributions provided by donors to the Chamber.  The details were obtained from the Chamber 

general ledger, with an adjustment shown, to agree the total revenue with the annual financial audit. 

The amount of Foundation Pledges receivable at the end of each year is also shown. We obtained 

schedules for the In-kind funds from the Chamber financial auditor, whose report indicated the 

contributions included television and radio production of the Chamber’s weekly show, advertising 

space for promotion of the Armed Services’ activities, office space, and consulting services; and, the 

computation of value for the contributions was based on fair value of the contributed item at the date 

received.  
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Foundations for Future Funding Sources  

 

Source: Chamber General Ledgers and Independent Financial Audits 
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Appendix A – Development of a Comprehensive 
Performance Management Framework 

The County of Escambia has an opportunity to be recognized for establishing a comprehensive 

performance management framework to demonstrate the effective use of economic development 

funds. To assist in this effort, we developed the following program logic models which we believe 

reasonably capture the desired results which the County has specified in appropriation documents and 

which the Chamber has defined in its performance reporting.  A program logic model provides desired 

outcomes in a “why/how” logic relationship, and is a necessary foundation for a good performance 

management or scorecarding system. We have also specified some performance indicators which 

could be used, which are shown alongside their related desired outcome.  
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We have collected and compiled data for most of these measures. The County can use the results of 

our work to assess the value of collecting such data on an on-going basis, to assess the state of 

Escambia’s current economy and economic development efforts. Another valuable type of evaluation, 

which is outside the scope of this report, is a more detailed economic analysis, using location 

quotients for determining the economic strengths and industry advantages of the County. Location 

quotient analysis is a valuable tool for quantifying how concentrated a particular industry, cluster, 

occupation, or demographic group is in an area, compared to the nation. It can reveal what makes a 

particular area “unique” in comparison to the state or national average. This can be a fundamental key 

for future economic development strategies and goals, especially in light of the investments being 

made by the County.  
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Appendix B – State of Escambia Economy 

We have presented measures that can help the County assess the state of the Escambia economy in 

five overall areas: Productivity of Economy, Innovative Economy, Strength of Business Assets and 

Investments, Extent of Personal Income and Assets, and Strong Human Capital. This presentation is not 

intended to be a complete and final performance framework for assessing the County of Escambia’s 

economy, but provides assistance toward that goal. 

The following indicators can be used to help assess the Productivity of the County Economy: 

 

GROSS REGIONAL PRODUCT BY COUNTY--2008

2008 Gross 

Regional Product   
(In $ Millions)

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 

Counties

Rank Among All 

Counties

Share of 

Statewide Gross 

Regional Product

ESCAMBIA 12,359.5 1 15 1.59%

Alachua 9,219.8 5 19 1.19%

Lake 6,698.9 6 23 0.86%

Leon 11,459.1 2 16 1.48%

Manatee 10,490.7 3 17 1.35%

Okaloosa 9,873.9 4 18 1.27%

Osceola 6,364.2 8 25 0.82%

St. Lucie 6,513.7 7 24 0.84%

Statewide 776,152.6 100%

Economic Contributions of Agriculture, Natural Resources and Related Industries in Florida Counties, 

University of Florida, IFAS Food & Resource Economics Departmen, October 20, 2010.
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1990 2000 2010 2011*

ESCAMBIA 62.0% 58.8% 59.9% 59.6%

Alachua 66.3% 66.8% 64.6% 64.7%

Lake 54.9% 55.6% 58.5% 59.1%

Leon 76.0% 71.5% 67.0% 67.0%

Manatee 55.9% 58.9% 54.5% 54.0%

Okaloosa 62.2% 62.3% 68.6% 69.2%

Osceola 73.4% 70.9% 71.1% 69.7%

St. Lucie 62.9% 58.7% 58.2% 57.1%

Florida 64.3% 63.8% 62.3% 62.0%

*Preliminary data.

LABOR FORCE AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL POPULATION

County Profiles , On-line at edr.state.fl.us,  Florida Legislature, Office of 

Economic and Demographic Research. 

Change From

2000 to 2011

1990 2000 2005 2008 2009 2010 2011 2000 2011 (Percentage Points)

ESCAMBIA 5.9% 4.0% 3.8% 5.9% 9.6% 10.3% 10.1% 0.2 -0.4 6.1

Alachua 3.7% 3.0% 2.9% 4.2% 6.9% 7.9% 7.7% -0.8 -2.8 4.7

Lake 8.3% 3.6% 3.7% 6.3% 10.8% 12.3% 11.2% -0.2 0.7 7.6

Leon 3.3% 3.0% 3.1% 4.4% 6.8% 7.9% 8.0% -0.8 -2.5 5.0

Manatee 4.0% 3.2% 3.4% 6.8% 11.2% 12.1% 10.8% -0.6 0.3 7.6

Okaloosa 6.0% 3.7% 2.8% 4.5% 6.9% 7.9% 7.4% -0.1 -3.1 3.7

Osceola 5.0% 3.3% 3.8% 6.2% 10.9% 12.4% 11.6% -0.5 1.1 8.3

St. Lucie 13.2% 5.7% 4.7% 8.5% 13.0% 13.9% 13.0% 1.9 2.5 7.3

Florida 6.3% 3.8% 3.8% 6.2% 10.2% 11.3% 10.5% 6.7

Florida Department of Economic Opportunity, Labor Market Statistics Center, Local Area Unemployment Statistics Program (on-line data).

UNEMPLOYMENT RATE

Variance From

 State Average

1990 2000 2005 2008 2009 2010 2011

ESCAMBIA 114,397 127,149 129,466 129,723 124,315 124,411 126,409

Alachua 90,594 112,700 119,035 125,647 121,540 120,403 120,631

Lake 61,236 89,959 113,000 128,042 454,871 111,599 113,542

Leon 109,506 130,726 132,377 140,620 137,858 137,612 137,899

Manatee 91,647 119,326 138,559 134,169 126,726 122,851 124,855

Okaloosa 62,143 77,451 93,150 92,432 90,085 88,475 91,905

Osceola 56,041 86,639 111,167 129,323 124,019 118,797 120,866

St. Lucie 62,956 82,438 106,714 113,554 107,801 107,321 108,959

Florida 6,061,000 7,569,000 8,305,000 8,621,000 8,209,000 8,102,000 8,278,000

Florida Department of Economic Opportunity, Labor Market Statistics Center, Local Area Unemployment Statistics Program (on-line data).

-1.3%

8.7%

2.1%

-0.3%

Percent Change 

2005 to 2011

-2.4%

1.3%

0.5%

4.2%

-9.9%

TOTAL EMPLOYMENT
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The following indicators can be used to help assess the extent there is an Innovative Economy: 

 

1990 2000 2005 2008 2009 2010 2011

ESCAMBIA 121,591 132,487 134,568 137,817 137,483 138,714 140,603

Alachua 94,044 116,195 122,566 131,185 130,372 130,662 130,699

Lake 66,773 93,300 117,375 136,630 136,267 127,182 127,861

Leon 113,238 134,833 136,604 147,134 147,992 149,469 149,905

Manatee 95,515 123,240 143,449 144,002 142,786 139,704 140,040

Okaloosa 66,109 80,410 95,801 96,801 96,813 96,038 99,218

Osceola 59,000 89,582 115,507 137,871 139,210 135,544 136,698

St. Lucie 72,522 87,455 112,008 124,147 123,927 124,666 125,291

Florida 6,466,000 7,870,000 8,635,000 9,193,000 9,139,000 9,132,000 9,249,000

Florida Department of Economic Opportunity, Labor Market Statistics Center, Local Area Unemployment Statistics Program (on-line data).

Percent Change 

2005 to 2011

7.1%

9.7%

-2.4%

3.6%

18.3%

11.9%

TOTAL LABOR FORCE

4.5%

6.6%

8.9%

PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY--2010

Natural 

Resources & 

Mining Construction Manufacturing

Trade, 

Transportation 

& Utilities Information

Financial 

Activities

ESCAMBIA 0.2% 6.1% 4.0% 18.7% 1.7% 5.9%

Alachua 0.5% 3.4% 3.6% 14.9% 1.3% 5.1%

Lake 1.8% 7.5% 3.8% 22.1% 1.6% 3.9%

Leon 0.1% 3.5% 1.4% 13.3% 2.0% 4.6%

Manatee 5.2% 5.8% 7.7% 18.7% 1.0% 4.4%

Okaloosa 0.1% 5.0% 4.9% 17.7% 1.6% 6.2%

Osceola 0.4% 5.1% 1.8% 20.4% 0.7% 6.0%

St. Lucie 3.9% 5.3% 3.1% 22.6% 0.9% 4.6%

Florida 1.2% 4.9% 4.3% 20.5% 1.9% 6.6%

ESCAMBIA

Professional & 

Business 

Services

Education & 

Health Services

Leisure and 

Hospitality Other Services Government

Alachua

Lake 11.7% 19.3% 11.3% 3.2% 17.9%

Leon 8.3% 18.3% 11.1% 2.9% 30.6%

Manatee 9.1% 18.9% 11.2% 3.1% 17.0%

Okaloosa 11.5% 13.0% 10.5% 4.2% 36.0%

Osceola 14.4% 14.8% 13.2% 3.3% 11.7%

St. Lucie 13.7% 11.4% 15.5% 3.2% 20.7%

7.7% 13.6% 25.7% 2.2% 16.4%

Florida 9.2% 15.9% 10.9% 3.1% 20.4%

14.7% 14.8% 12.9% 3.2% 15.0%

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us. 
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PROFESSIONAL SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL SERVICES INDUSTRY

Number of 

Reporting 

Units

Number of 

Employees
Total Payroll 

(In $1,000)

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees
Total Payroll (In 

$1,000)

ESCAMBIA 824 5,652 23,483 917 5,975 26,059

Alachua 818 5,349 19,863 927 5,715 22,894

Lake 601 3,064 12,350 651 2,223 7,522

Leon 1337 9,995 49,996 1440 9,949 54,454

Manatee 946 3,529 12,982 1098 3,416 15,004

Okaloosa 678 5,821 27,548 698 5,776 32,996

Osceola 459 1,843 5,396 519 1,616 5,507

St. Lucie 474 2,531 8,049 573 2,309 8,332

Florida 77,276 429,404 1,992,288 86,603 433,527 2,298,500

Florida Statistical Abstract 2006 , University of Florida, pages 616-617.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 584-585.

20102005
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Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-

Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts Per 

Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-

Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average 

Receipts Per 

Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average 

Receipts Per 

Non-Employer

ESCAMBIA 17,648 $640,143 36,273$                   1,993 $90,347 45,332$                            262 16,535 63,111$                  661 31,301 47,354$                1,612 $70,575 43,781$                    208 $6,385 30,697$                

Alachua 15,244 $563,633 36,974$                   1,096 $62,737 57,242$                            186 13,230 71,129$                  375 16,945 45,187$                1,088 $46,431 42,676$                    283 $13,912 49,159$                

Lake 19,818 $691,682 34,902$                   2,550 $116,725 45,775$                            330 24,659 74,724$                  1,023 56,591 55,319$                1,860 $65,778 35,365$                    234 $6,874 29,376$                

Leon 17,590 $649,809 36,942$                   1,485 $74,335 50,057$                            192 11,084 57,729$                  398 19,658 49,392$                1,175 $38,667 32,908$                    340 $10,850 31,912$                

Manatee 22,958 $987,080 42,995$                   2,243 $123,843 55,213$                            487 38,211 78,462$                  711 32,963 46,361$                1,911 $83,940 43,925$                    270 $9,272 34,341$                

Okaloosa 12,855 $559,431 43,519$                   1,483 $80,678 54,402$                            170 13,291 78,182$                  390 17,985 46,115$                1,031 $42,350 41,077$                    118 $3,438 29,136$                

Osceola 20,542 $623,254 30,340$                   2,608 $83,224 31,911$                            317 22,747 71,757$                  1,915 74,189 38,741$                1,699 $58,776 34,594$                    236 $7,646 32,398$                

St. Lucie 19,428 $643,186 33,106$                   2,229 $97,526 43,753$                            350 29926 85,503$                  1,045 48,156 46,082$                1,488 $59,547 40,018$                    197 $4,946 25,107$                

Florida 1,603,533 $62,678,008 39,087$                   157,972 $6,810,264 43,111$                            33,937 2,937,730 86,564$                  85,008 3,692,377 43,436$                120,892 $4,946,968 40,921$                    20,079 $701,187 34,921$                

Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-

Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts Per 

Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-

Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average 

Receipts Per 

Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average Receipts 

Per Non-Employer Firms

Receipts                       

($1,000)

Average 

Receipts Per 

Non-Employer

ESCAMBIA 1,678 $94,328 56,215$                   1,861 66,976 35,989$                            2,000 35,358 17,679$                  957 20,617 21,543$                1,371 43,117 31,449$                    3,229 84,353 26,124$                

Alachua 1,547 $112,292 72,587$                   3,058 93,521 30,582$                            1,271 24,993 19,664$                  926 16,693 18,027$                1,762 52,931 30,040$                    1,952 49,515 25,366$                

Lake 2,168 $98,181 45,286$                   2,275 69,987 30,764$                            2,358 50,090 21,243$                  840 18,165 21,625$                1,278 40,909 32,010$                    3,076 79,632 25,888$                

Leon 1,766 $129,120 73,114$                   3,337 129,692 38,865$                            1,754 32,153 18,331$                  1,007 13,740 13,644$                1,497 41,242 27,550$                    2,770 65,139 23,516$                

Manatee 2,861 $189,857 66,360$                   3,170 131,302 41,420$                            2,538 58,706 23,131$                  1,144 29,446 25,740$                1,578 58,435 37,031$                    3,633 98,953 27,237$                

Okaloosa 1,635 $102,600 62,752$                   1,412 58,457 41,400$                            1,401 27,972 19,966$                  610 14,661 24,034$                795 29,414 36,999$                    2,648 89,339 33,738$                

Osceola 1,997 $106,994 53,577$                   1,675 45,292 27,040$                            2,937 53,554 18,234$                  742 19,637 26,465$                1,605 29,784 18,557$                    3,266 70,567 21,607$                

St. Lucie 1,811 $86,310 47,659$                   1,930 68,499 35,492$                            2,621 50,169 19,141$                  665 13,582 20,424$                2,125 52,082 24,509$                    3,224 80,875 25,085$                

Florida 171,495 $11,160,810 65,080$                   198,290 8,001,903 40,355$                            188,183 3,751,194 19,934$                  66,984 1,769,151 26,412$                138,075 4,454,052 32,258$                    271,856 6,745,669 24,813$                

Note:  Data on Non-Employers is available for 18 industries. This table shows figures for only a selected group of those industries.

Terms:

Nonemployer:

Receipts:

U.S. Bureau of the Census, EPCD Nonemployer Statistics. On-line data (http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/nonemployer/nonsect.pl).

NON-EMPLOYER BUSINESSES  FOR SELECTED INDUSTRIES--2009

ConstructionTotal All Industries

Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation

Includes gross receipts, sales, commissions, and income from trades and businesses, as reported on annual business income tax returns. Business income consists of all payments received for services rendered.  The composition of nonemployer receipts may differ from receipts data published for 

employer establishments. Nonemployer receipts may include commissions or earnings. In contrast, for employers the sales and receipts items published (for example, in the Economic Census) represents only the value of the goods involved in the transaction.  

A nonemployer business is one that has no paid employees, has annual business receipts of $1,000 or more ($1 or more in the Construction industry), and is subject to federal income taxes.  Nonemployer Statistics originate from tax return information of the Internal Revenue Service. 

Administrative and Support & Waste  Health Care and Social Assistance Other Services

Wholesale Trade Transportation and Warehousing Retail Trade Information

Real Estate and Rental  and Leasing Professional, Scientific, & Technical Services
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The following indicators can be used to help assess the Strength of Business Assets and 

Investments: 

 

 EMPLOYMENT ESCAMBIA COUNTY VERSUS FLORIDA--2010

19.3% Education & Health Srvcs 20.5% Trade, Transprt, Utilities

18.7% Trade, Transprt, Utilities 15.0% Government

17.9% Government 14.8% Education & Health Srvcs

11.7% Prof & Bus Srvcs 14.7% Prof & Bus Srvcs

11.3% Leisure & Hospitality 12.9% Leisure & Hospitality

6.1% Construction 6.6% Financial Activities

5.9% Financial Activities 4.9% Construction

4.0% Manufacturing 4.3% Manufacturing

3.2% Other Services 3.2% Other Services

1.7% Information 1.9% Information

0.2% Nat Res & Mining 1.2% Nat Res & Mining

Escambia County Industries Ranked by Share Florida Industries Ranked by Share of 

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, 

edr.state.fl.us. 
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Total Private

Non-Farm 

Earnings

Forestry & 

Fishing Mining Utilities Construction Manufacturing

Wholesale 

Trade Retail Trade Transportation Information

ESCAMBIA 5,147,066 8,352 7,515 30,127 439,600 330,659 301,673 504,926 182,293 137,653

Alachua 4,067,080 D D 32,455 270,716 255,383 153,169 405,448 101,471 102,423

Lake 3,127,784 17,297 9,319 21,208 402,515 167,999 92,862 418,743 139,803 71,063

Leon 4,888,852 D D D 318,555 127,907 162,521 483,147 D 248,477

Manatee 5,265,277 D D 23,136 400,669 557,789 263,805 537,788 72,115 90,850

Okaloosa 3,304,148 3,850 4,885 12,956 233,899 293,725 95,054 360,291 58,579 157,818

Osceola 2,547,164 D D 7,827 162,407 77,404 126,692 336,060 64,028 47,267

St. Lucie 2,493,339 56,879 3,094 17,750 209,836 103,027 234,845 321,903 91,882 41,096

Florida 356,713,009 1,461,967 658,902 2,900,827 26,142,275 22,934,034 24,408,596 33,185,039 13,750,191 13,242,047

Finance & 

Insurance Real Estate

Professional 

Services Management

Administrative 

Services

Educational  

Services Healthcare

Leisure & 

Entertainment

Accommodation & 

Restaurants

Other 

Services

ESCAMBIA 364,069 98,070 486,280 98,813 309,122 72,915 1,192,901 42,429 242,183 297,486

Alachua 280,438 91,494 419,675 22,194 132,206 59,945 1,216,152 76,129 216,413 218,112

Lake 113,249 75,216 156,861 12,777 201,272 56,433 749,691 28,494 166,135 226,847

Leon 429,685 87,556 958,305 38,960 208,125 61,115 1,008,680 27,289 240,238 416,134

Manatee 171,133 119,805 689,285 196,439 572,324 67,195 775,342 134,116 229,100 298,099

Okaloosa 179,837 170,003 571,820 26,884 229,219 30,508 416,405 27,594 237,211 193,610

Osceola 73,641 130,097 95,755 4,772 162,515 26,672 466,869 272,259 323,533 157,100

St. Lucie 123,245 46,941 172,559 5,365 129,541 20,486 510,451 94,387 112,026 198,026

Florida 27,668,145 10,173,967 40,104,079 8,321,596 23,411,675 6,268,181 55,320,217 9,417,775 18,887,907 18,455,589

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 213-220.

2009 EARNED INCOME BY INDUSTRY    ( In Thousands of Dollars on a Place of Work Basis)
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ESCAMBIA COUNTY INDUSTRIES RANKED 

BY AVERAGE ANNUAL WAGE--2010

$52,921 Manufacturing

$49,447 Information

$44,706 Financial Activities

$43,088 Education & Health Services

$41,939 Government

$38,925 Prof & Bus Services

$36,719 AVERAGE All Services

$36,564 Construction

$35,504  Nat Res & Mining

$31,755 Trade, Transport, Utilities

$25,910 Other Services

$14,874 Leisure & Hospitality

Escambia County Industries 

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and 

Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, 

edr.state.fl.us. 
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All Industries

Natural 

Resources & 

Mining Construction Manufacturing

Trade, 

Transportation 

& Utilities Information

Financial 

Activities

Professional & 

Business 

Services

Education & 

Health Services

Leisure and 

Hospitality

Other 

Services Government

ESCAMBIA $36,719 $35,504 $36,564 $52,921 $31,755 $49,447 $44,706 $38,925 $43,088 $14,874 $25,910 $41,939

Alachua $39,672 $27,207 $35,195 $46,408 $28,295 $48,295 $43,417 $39,399 $43,726 $16,606 $25,774 $51,527

Lake $32,192 $27,114 $37,598 $38,888 $27,465 $40,501 $35,208 $31,925 $40,151 $15,405 $23,674 $37,387

Leon $39,553 $33,386 $36,629 $49,238 $26,861 $47,649 $52,683 $52,932 $42,217 $13,077 $37,914 $44,693

Manatee $35,965 $18,127 $39,670 $49,818 $31,078 $49,634 $42,906 $39,639 $40,898 $19,894 $27,730 $46,641

Okaloosa $38,603 $31,713 $33,723 $52,707 $29,099 $58,841 $39,084 $53,936 $37,807 $16,085 $29,725 $51,388

Osceola $33,066 $28,403 $36,976 $39,504 $25,341 $50,538 $39,581 $28,080 $42,057 $24,620 $28,353 $45,299

St. Lucie $34,059 $24,538 $31,801 $38,112 $31,323 $52,620 $35,165 $31,730 $40,488 $18,888 $24,738 $43,414

Florida $41,570 $24,287 $41,088 $51,847 $37,111 $61,487 $57,043 $49,155 $43,685 $21,448 $29,608 $47,360

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us. 

AVERAGE ANNUAL WAGE BY INDUSTRY--2010
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New Privately Owned Housing Units Authorized (Building Permits)

Number Construction Cost Number Construction Cost

ESCAMBIA 2,602 $431,844,040 973 $132,838,416

Alachua 2,293 $241,496,483 454 $58,430,084

Lake 6,769 $940,117,890 552 $142,335,575

Leon 3,231 $370,152,414 434 $61,231,068

Manatee 5,735 $1,151,657,941 1,247 $238,583,864

Okaloosa 3,720 $745,170,343 547 $122,078,823

Osceola 7,996 $1,203,966,686 892 $162,695,734

St. Lucie 8,776 $1,175,738,322 293 $32,642,136

Florida 287,250 $46,802,753,000 38,679 $7,823,544,000

U.S. Census Bureau, Building Permits Survey (On-line at http://www.census.gov/construction/bps/) .

20102005

MANAGEMENT OF COMPANIES AND ENTERPRISES (HEADQUARTERS) INDUSTRY

Number of 

Reporting 

Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll 

(In $1,000)

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll (In 

$1,000)

Percent 

Change in 

Reporting 

Units 2005-

2010

Percent 

Change in 

Employment 

2005-2010

Percent 

Change in 

Total Payroll 

2005-2010

ESCAMBIA 28 1,054 5,821 34 573 2,679 21.4% -45.6% -54.0%

Alachua 14 156 738 21 253 1,589 50.0% 62.2% 115.3%

Lake 18 175 885 30 144 686 66.6% -41.3% -22.5%

Leon 27 471 2,515 37 420 1,978 37.0% -12.1% -21.4%

Manatee 66 2,722 8,535 76 2,681 11,373 15.1% -1.5% 33.3%

Okaloosa 23 373 1,755 26 274 1,276 13.0% -26.5% -27.3%

Osceola D D D 21 105 250

St. Lucie 15 71 546 20 130 497 33.3% 83.1% -9.0%

Florida 2,480 72,182 484,011 3,472 78,210 572,635 40.0% 8.4% 18.3%

D: Suppressed to avoid disclosure of confidential information

Florida Statistical Abstract 2006 , University of Florida, pages 618.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 586.

2005 2010
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The following indicators can be used to help assess the Extent of Personal Income and Strength of Resident Assets: 

 

 

 

2010 Median Percent Change Number of Percent

Household Income From 2000 Poor Persons Poor

ESCAMBIA 41,428$                 20.6% 53,655 19.1%

Alachua 40,656$                 24.2% 59,315 25.3%

Lake 42,343$                 13.4% 39,711 13.5%

Leon 42,393$                 9.3% 68,765 26.3%

Manatee 44,900$                 16.2% 46,119 14.5%

Okaloosa 51,173$                 22.7% 21,792 12.4%

Osceola 42,165$                 10.1% 43,365 16.3%

St. Lucie 39,378$                 8.9% 48,578 17.6%

Florida 44,390$                 14.5% 3,048,621 16.5%

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 225-226.

INCOME AND POVERTY--2010

2000 2005 2009

Percent Change 

2000 to 2009

County as a 

Percent of State 

Average in 2000

County as a 

Percent of State 

Average in 2009 

ESCAMBIA 23,685$                 29,242$                34,133$                 44.1% 81.4% 87.6%

Alachua 24,653$                 31,469$                35,573$                 44.3% 84.8% 91.3%

Lake 26,067$                 29,426$                30,785$                 18.1% 89.6% 79.0%

Leon 26,679$                 32,970$                36,148$                 35.5% 91.7% 92.8%

Manatee 31,202$                 38,094$                39,650$                 27.1% 107.3% 101.8%

Okaloosa 27,500$                 36,317$                42,007$                 52.8% 94.6% 107.8%

Osceola 20,735$                 23,327$                25,180$                 21.4% 71.3% 64.6%

St. Lucie 22,684$                 27,753$                29,526$                 30.2% 78.0% 75.8%

Florida 29,080$                 35,605$                38,965$                 34.0%

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us.

PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME 
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2000 2010 2010 Rank in State

ESCAMBIA 4.44 3.73 35

Alachua 2.32 1.95 57

Lake 3.68 7.58 2

Leon 2.44 2.64 49

Manatee 4.07 4.99 22

Okaloosa 3.93 3.55 37

Osceola 5.09 8.52 1

St. Lucie 4.98 6.23 12

Florida 3.73 5.62

** Florida data excludes figures for Miami-Dade County, which is classified in a different federal district.

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us.

PERSONAL BANKRUPTCY FILING RATES  (PER THOUSAND POPULATION)**

2000 2010 2000 2010

ESCAMBIA 59.9% 55.2% 10.9% 14.9%

Alachua 50.6% 48.6% 8.0% 10.8%

Lake 70.1% 64.0% 14.0% 16.4%

Leon 52.9% 48.7% 7.2% 10.6%

Manatee 60.0% 56.1% 18.6% 20.8%

Okaloosa 56.0% 50.0% 15.7% 21.7%

Osceola 57.1% 45.7% 15.6% 29.3%

St. Lucie 65.8% 58.9% 15.7% 20.8%

Florida 60.8% 55.6% 13.2% 17.4%

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us.

Percent of Homes 

Which Are Owner-Occupied

Percent of Homes 

HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS

Which Are Vacant
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Retirement & 

Disability

Other Direct 

Payments
Grants* Procurement Salaries & Wages

Total Federal 

Funds*

Retirement & 

Disability

Other Direct 

Payments
Grants* Procurement Salaries & Wages

Total Federal 

Funds*

ESCAMBIA $3,142 $1,075 $876 $436 $2,009 $7,539 $4,746 $2,975 $1,511 $2,139 $1,529 $12,900

Alachua $1,797 $1,029 $1,443 $158 $681 $5,109 $2,781 $2,489 $2,754 $708 $901 $9,633

Lake $3,885 $1,433 $289 $136 $127 $5,869 $6,588 $2,410 $528 $105 $196 $9,826

Leon $1,676 $989 $9,003 $145 $418 $12,231 $2,463 $2,231 $24,612 $232 $680 $30,218

Manatee $2,757 $1,229 $299 $68 $240 $4,593 $3,659 $2,457 $591 $716 $309 $7,732

Okaloosa $4,008 $754 $380 $3,038 $4,396 $12,572 $5,648 $1,910 $850 $7,868 $4,805 $21,082

Osceola $1,690 $824 $196 $121 $92 $2,924 $2,859 $1,294 $303 $50 $122 $4,628

St. Lucie $3,213 $1,407 $424 $46 $152 $5,243 $3,995 $2,426 $553 $51 $212 $7,237

Florida $2,481 $1,317 $732 $538 $519 $5,577 $3,424 $3,368 $1,493 $956 $690 $9,930

Retirement & 

Disability

Other Direct 

Payments*
Grants** Procurement Salaries & Wages

Total Federal 

Funds**

Retirement & 

Disability

Other Direct 

Payments*
Grants** Procurement Salaries & Wages

Total Federal 

Funds**

ESCAMBIA 41.7% 14.3% 11.6% 5.8% 26.7% $2,219,647,000 36.8% 23.1% 11.7% 16.6% 11.9% $3,839,153,000

Alachua 35.2% 20.1% 28.2% 3.1% 13.3% $1,113,523,000 28.9% 25.8% 28.6% 7.4% 9.4% $2,382,537,000

Lake 66.2% 24.4% 4.9% 2.3% 2.2% $1,235,659,000 67.0% 24.5% 5.4% 1.1% 2.0% $2,918,891,000

Leon 13.7% 8.1% 73.6%  ** 1.2% 3.4% $2,928,697,000 8.2% 7.4% 81.4%** 0.8% 2.2% $8,324,579,000

Manatee 60.0% 26.7% 6.5% 1.5% 5.2% $1,212,668,000 47.3% 31.8% 7.6% 9.3% 4.0% $2,496,171,000

Okaloosa 31.9% 6.0% 3.0% 24.2% 35.0% $2,143,508,000 26.8% 9.1% 4.0% 37.3% 22.8% $3,812,108,000

Osceola 57.4% 28.2% 6.7% 4.1% 3.1% $504,291,000 61.8% 28.0% 6.5% 1.1% 2.5% $1,243,455,000

St. Lucie 61.3% 26.8% 8.1% 0.9% 2.9% $1,010,204,000 55.2% 33.5% 7.6% 0.7% 2.9% $2,010,248,000

Florida 42.8% 26.0% 13.1% 9.3% 8.8% $92,776,373,000 34.5% 33.9% 15.0% 9.6% 6.9% $186,703,775,000

FY 2010

FY 2010

Review of Federal Expenditures to Florida in Fiscal Year 1999-2000 , Florida Legislative Committee on Intergovernmental Relations, September 2001. (http://edr.state.fl.us/Content/local-government/reports/fedfunds00.pdf)

* Other Direct Payments  includes both direct payments for individuals, other than for retirement and disability, and direct payments other than for individuals. Programs such as unemployment compensation, food stamps, housing assistance, Medicare, federal 

employee workers' compensation, life and health employer premiums, crop and flood insurance, etc. are included in this category.

**The Grants  category includes both formula grants and program grant funding.  The allocation of the Grants  category is based on the location of the initial recipient.  A significant portion of those grant funds credited to Leon County are actually direct payments to 

The State of Florida and are subsequently distributed to locations throughout the state, such as "pass-through" grants to local governments or highway construction funds, etc. Actual funds expended directly in Leon County is a much smaller amount than shown due 

to this allocation method and the actual percent shares of the other categories shown for Leon County are overshadowed by the  Grants  category as a result.

FY 2000

FY 2000

Review of Federal Funding to  Florida in Fiscal Year 2010 , The Florida Legislature's Office of Economic and Demographic Research, February 2012. (http://edr.state.fl.us/Content/local-government/reports/fedfunds10.pdf)

PER CAPITA FEDERAL DIRECT EXPENDITURES IN FLORIDA COUNTIES

FEDERAL DIRECT EXPENDITURES IN FLORIDA COUNTIES BY CATEGORY AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL DIRECT EXPENDITURES
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The following indicators can be used to help assess the Strength of Human Capital: 

 

 

 

 

 "PRIME WORKING AGE" POPULATION--2010

"Prime 

Working Age" 

Population

"Prime Working 

Age" Population 

As A Percent of 

Total

ESCAMBIA 190,536 64.0% 1 Leon

Alachua 176,424 71.3% 2 Escambia

Lake 163,486 55.0% 3 Manatee

Leon 195,534 70.0% 4 Alachua

Manatee 181,441 56.2% 5 Osceola

Okaloosa 115,216 63.7% 6 Lake

Osceola 168,613 62.8% 7 St. Lucie

St. Lucie 160,403 57.7% 8 Okaloosa

Florida 916,148 61.4%

"Prime Working Age" population is the population aged 18 through 64.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 25-26, 33.

Counties Ranked by Total 

"Prime Working Age 

Population"

 POPULATION BY AGE GROUP--2010

Total Population 0-17 18-34 35-54 55-64 65-79 80 and Over

Median 

Age

ESCAMBIA 297,619 64,154 76,669 77,206 36,661 31,581 11,348 37.6

Alachua 247,336 44,285 94,275 54,978 27,171 19,169 7,458 30.1

Lake 297,052 61,741 48,817 75,057 39,612 53,214 18,611 45.6

Leon 275,487 53,973 101,851 63,953 29,730 18,962 7,018 29.6

Manatee 322,833 66,283 55,586 80,775 45,080 53,618 21,491 45.7

Okaloosa 180,822 40,388 43,390 50,423 21,403 19,398 5,820 38.3

Osceola 268,685 70,416 61,517 78,360 28,736 22,908 6,748 35.6

St. Lucie 277,789 62,008 51,577 73,882 34,944 40,530 14,848 42.4

Florida 18,801,310 4,002,091 4,029,202 5,172,747 2,337,668 2,343,454 916,148 40.7

"Prime Working Age" population is the population aged 18 through 64.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 25-26, 33.
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ESCAMBIA

Alachua

Lake

Leon

Manatee

Okaloosa

Osceola

St. Lucie

Florida 25.9%

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT   (PERSONS AGE 25 AND OLDER)

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line 

County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us.

23.4%

83.4%

40.9%

20.3%

41.3%

25.6%

26.8%

18.3%

17.8%

86.7%

89.7%

86.9%

90.6%

86.9%

90.7%

84.4%

85.3%

Percent High School 

Graduate or Higher

Percent Bachelor's Degree or 

Higher

Rank in

1990 2000 2005 2007 2008 2009 2010 State 2011*

ESCAMBIA 262,445 294,410 296,785 300,184 299,993 298,845 297,619 18 1.1 299,261 0.6%

Alachua 181,596 217,955 232,684 241,462 244,106 246,074 247,336 23 13.5 247,337 0.0%

Lake 152,104 210,527 263,930 288,419 292,154 294,456 297,052 19 41.1 298,265 0.4%

Leon 192,493 239,452 263,900 270,544 273,155 274,241 275,487 21 15.0 276,278 0.3%

Manatee 211,707 264,002 303,729 317,899 319,970 321,035 322,823 16 22.3 325,905 1.0%

Okaloosa 143,777 170,498 183,192 182,760 181,880 181,281 180,822 26 6.1 181,679 0.5%

Osceola 107,728 172,493 227,055 251,598 260,071 264,768 268,685 22 55.8 273,867 1.9%

St. Lucie 150,171 192,695 238,361 263,261 270,903 274,108 277,789 20 44.2 279,696 0.7%

Florida 12,938,071 15,982,824 17,778,156 18,446,768 18,613,905 18,687,425 18,801,310 17.6 18,905,048 0.6%

* Estimated

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 5, 10-11, 12-13.

The Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line County Profiles, edr.state.fl.us. (2011 only).

Percent Change 

2000  to 2010

Percent Change 

2010 to 2011*

TOTAL POPULATION

US Bureau of the Census, Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Florida: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2010 (CO-EST00INT-01-12), September 2011, and Table CO-EST2001-12-12 - Time Series of 

Florida Intercensal Population Estimates by County: April 1, 1990 to April 1, 2000, April 2002.
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Appendix C – Healthy Business Environment 

We have compiled data for some aspects of a healthy business environment. The County could also 

collect data for many Quality of Life indicators. In this section, we have shown data relative to the 

cost of living, referred to as the Price Level Index. We have also compiled data relative to the Diversity 

of Business in the county (the Percent Total Employment by Industry and Minority Business 

Ownership) as well as Support of Business Success in the County.  

 

 

PRICE LEVEL INDEX FOR COUNTIES

2000 FCRPI* Rank in State 2008 FCRPI* Rank in State

ESCAMBIA 93.22 45 89.93 31

Alachua 94.04 37 90.79 24

Lake 95.13 28 91.17 22

Leon 96.49 19 89.87 32

Manatee 96.93 16 96.71 9

Okaloosa 94.21 34 90.28 27

Osceola 95.81 25 90.84 23

St. Lucie 96.30 22 98.79 7

Florida 100.00 100.00

Florida Statistical Abstract 2001 , University of Florida, pages 810-811.

FCRPI* is the Florida County Retail Price Index. It reflects the price level in each county relative to a 

population-weighted statewide average (which equals 100) for a particular point in time (August of each 

year).  It measures price level differences from place to place.  The basis for these comparisons is a fixed 

standard of living which represents the consumption pattern of a typical wage earner or clerical worker.  

The index measures the relative cost of living by this standard in each county.  In 2000, the index ranged 

from a low of  90.68 to a high of 108.53.  In 2011 it ranged from 82.63 to 141.80.
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COMPARATIVE RELATIVE WAGE INDEX FOR COUNTIES--2008

FCWI* Rank in State

ESCAMBIA 94.08 43

Alachua 96.76 32

Lake 97.45 26

Leon 94.07 44

Manatee 100.39 12

Okaloosa 95.46 37

Osceola 98.60 23

St. Lucie 99.09 20

Florida 100

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, page 812.

*FWCJ is the Florida County Wage Index. It measures the relative wages paid to the typical worker 

performing an identical job across Florida at a particular point in time.  The counties are pegged against a 

statewide average which is shown as 100.  It is an indicator of the difference in cost of labor that can be 

anticipated among Florida geographical areas.

Total number 

of Firms

Percent 

Women-

owned 

Firms

Percent Black-

owned Firms

Percent Hispanic-

owned Firms

Percent Asian-

owned Firms

Percent American 

Indian- and Alaska 

Native-owned 

Firms

Percent 

Native 

Hawaiian 

and Other 

Pacific 

Islander-

owned 

Firms

ESCAMBIA 24,187 30.60% 9.50% 2.40% 3.70% S 0.10%

Alachua 20,676 31.60% 7.80% 6.70% 3.80% S S

Lake 26,755 27.50% 5.60% 8.70% S S S

Leon 24,022 29.80% 15.00% 4.10% 3.10% S F

Manatee 29,906 27.90% 3.80% 7.50% 2.60% S F

Okaloosa 18,467 27.80% S 4.10% 4.20% 0.40% S

Osceola 24,646 29.00% S 37.60% 5.40% 0.60% S

St. Lucie 24,858 31.70% 12.80% 13.90% 2.40% S F

Florida 2,009,589 28.90% 9.00% 22.40% 3.20% 0.50% 0.10%

S: Suppressed; does not meet publication standards

D: Suppressed to avoid disclosure of confidential information

F: Fewer than 100 firms

U.S. Census Bureau, State and County QuickFacts (On-line at  http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/12/12111.html) .

MINORITY BUSINESS OWNERSHIP--2007



 
 
 
 
 
 

County of Escambia 

 

 

54 

 

 

 

Total 6,510 104,375 -164 -666 678 4,331 842 -5,871 1,538 9,761 1,871 -8,887

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and 

hunting 9 47 2 -5 3 0 1 0 1 0 4 0

Mining, quarrying, and oil and gas 

extraction 6 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0

Utilities 24 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 3 0

Construction 718 8,069 -69 -663 84 474 153 -482 107 571 228 -1,226

Manufacturing 182 5,319 -3 -345 22 220 25 -199 42 191 64 -557

Wholesale trade 313 4,491 -3 -298 27 97 30 -249 69 278 90 -424

Retail trade 1,143 16,944 -34 -685 83 641 117 -743 296 1,060 389 -1,643

Transportation and warehousing 174 2,290 -9 62 17 73 26 -127 43 260 53 -144

Information 111 2,586 8 -255 19 46 11 -79 18 60 35 0

Finance and insurance 414 4,223 4 815 52 0 48 0 89 1,475 106 -289

Real estate and rental and leasing 350 1,655 -20 -140 52 0 72 -294 53 108 79 -191

Professional, scientific, and 

technical services 696 5,645 1 323 88 334 87 0 157 1,002 145 -582

Management of companies and 

enterprises 40 689 3 22 4 0 1 0 12 0 11 -40

Administrative & support/Waste 

management & remediation srvcs 301 11,858 2 817 50 274 48 -566 78 1,565 76 -456

Educational services 72 3,373 -2 190 8 0 10 -42 27 0 16 -37

Health care and social assistance 714 18,424 -19 -35 43 456 62 -373 212 1,121 185 -1,239

Arts, entertainment, and recreation 75 1,398 5 -129 17 0 12 -35 20 84 25 -272

Accommodation and food services 501 11,124 -22 -213 49 746 71 -1,147 150 1,215 196 -1,027

Other services (except public 

administration) 663 4,859 -12 -70 54 180 66 -408 159 538 166 -380

Industries not classified 4 0 2 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0

Noise Infusion for Non-Disclosure of Data

In accordance with U.S. Code, Title 13, Section 9, no data are published that would disclose the operations of an individual employer.  Starting with 2007 data, the Statistics of U.S. Businesses has adopted the Noise Infusion method of data protection.   For further 

information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see http://www.census.gov/econ/susb/methodology.html 

NAICS DESCRIPTION

BIRTHS AND DEATHS OF ENTERPRISES IN ESCAMBIA COUNTY BETWEEN 2007 AND 2008

CHANGE IN 

EMPLOYMENT

NUMBER OF 

ESTABLISHMENTS

CHANGE IN 

EMPLOYMENTSEMPLOYMENT

 ESTABLISHMENT CONTRACTIONS

Private businesses use the data for market research, strategic business planning, and managing sales territories. State and local governments, as well as, budget, economic development, and planning offices use the data to assess business changes, develop fiscal 

policies, and plan future policies and programs.

     INITIAL YEAR  NET CHANGE   ESTABLISHMENT BIRTHS ESTABLISHMENT DEATHS ESTABLISHMENT EXPANSIONS

These dynamic data, which are created from the Business Information Tracking Series (BITS), consist of the number of establishments and corresponding employment change for births, deaths, expansions, and contractions.

NUMBER OF 

ESTABLISHMENTS

CHANGE IN 

ESTABLISHMENTS

CHANGE IN 

EMPLOYMENT

NUMBER OF 

ESTABLISHMENTS

CHANGE IN 

ESTABLISHMENTS

NUMBER OF 

ESTABLISHMENTS

CHANGE IN 

EMPLOYMENTS

NUMBER OF 

ESTABLISHMENTS
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Total Direct Total Indirect
Total Fee & Tax 

Based

Total Below 

Market Lease or 

Deed

Total Incentives 

Provided

Percent of Total 

Incentives 

Provided by 

Reporting 

Counties

ESCAMBIA $500,000 $1,049,219 $3,916,704 $5,465,923 6.5%

Alachua $23,917 $23,917 <0.1%

Lake $149,000 $149,000 0.2%

Leon $0

Manatee $139,277 $231,000 $370,277 0.4%

Okaloosa $199,609 $199,609 0.2%

Osceola $547,762 $547,762 0.6%

St. Lucie $48,900 $250,000 $4,083,070 $4,381,970 5.1%

Total 38 Reporting 

Counties $29,675,804 $40,450,510 $12,774,649 $1,541,679 $84,442,642

Definitions:

Below Market Rate Leases or Deeds for Real Property--provided to businesses from the local government.

Economic Development Incentives Report , Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-line Reports, edr.state.fl.us.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES PROVIDED BY COUNTIES TO BUSINESSES--FY 2010

NOTE: Data self-reported by counties in compliance with new reporting requirements mandated by the 2010 Legislature. See Chapter 2010-147, Laws 

of Florida .

Direct Incentives--monetary assistance provided directly to businesses by the local government or through an organization authorized by the local 

government, including grants, loans, equity investments, loan insurance /guarantees, and training subsidies.

Indirect Incentives--grants or loans provided to businesses or community organizations that provide support to businesses or promote business 

investment or development.

Fee-Based or Tax-Based Incentives--Tax or fee credits, refunds, exemptions, or property tax abatement or assessment reductions.
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(Con’t next page) 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY PARTICIPATION IN STATE INCENTIVE PROGRAMS--2000 THROUGH 2011 

FY 1999-

2000 QTI 6/8/2000
Escambia 

County $30,000.00 $6,000.00 10 0 32222

Coated and 

Laminated 

Packaging 

Paper 

Manufacturing No  $          1,911,225 1

FY 2000-

2001 QTI 8/18/2000
Escambia 

County $525,000.00 $105,000.00 175 0 7323

Credit 

Reporting 

Services* No  $             750,000 1

QTI 11/6/2000
Escambia 

County $804,000.00 $160,800.00 201 0 3511
Industrial Mold 

Manufacturing No  $         48,000,000 1

QTI 3/1/2001
Escambia 

County $360,000.00 $72,000.00 60 0 488190

Air 

Transportation 

Support 

Activities No  $             630,000 1

FY 2001-

2002 CLOSE 8/20/2001
Escambia 

County $375,000.00 NA 150 0 3511

Industrial Mold 

Manufacturing No  $         33,000,000 1

QTI 8/14/2001
Escambia 

County $480,000.00 $96,000.00 150 0 3511 No  $         33,000,000 

FY 2002-

2003 QTI 1/22/2003
Escambia 

County $1,437,000.00 $287,400.00 479 0 7389

Business 

Services No  $         12,700,000 1

FY 2003-

2004 QTI 5/28/2004
Escambia 

County $65,000.00 $13,000.00 13 0 551114

Corporate, 

Subsidiary, and 

Regional 

Managing 

Offices No  $             300,000 1

FY 2004-

2005 QTI 10/12/2004
Escambia 

County $660,000.00 $132,000.00 220 0 56142

Telephone Call 

Centers No  $         14,112,550 1

CLOSE 3/18/2005
Escambia 

County $200,000.00 NA 220 0 56142 No  $         16,000,000 

QTI 3/4/2005
Escambia 

County $90,000.00 $18,000.00 15 291 327993

Fiberglass 

insulation 

products 

manufacturing No  $                       - 1

CLOSE 6/27/2005
Escambia 

County $2,000,000.00 NA 650 616 522130 Credit Unions No  $         42,417,000 1

FY 2005-

2006 QTI 9/27/2005
Escambia 

County $80,000.00 $16,000.00 16 14 541613

Marketing 

Consulting 

Services No  $             751,000 1

QTI 11/21/2005
Escambia 

County $438,000.00 $87,600.00 146 354 321991

Manufactured 

Buildings No  $         37,000,000 1

CLOSE 12/28/2005
Escambia 

County $367,200.00 NA 146 354 321991 No  $         37,000,000 

QTI 2/15/2006
Escambia 

County $84,000.00 $16,800.00 14 14 327

Nonmetallic 

Mineral Product 

Manufacturing No  $                       - 1

FY 2006-

2007 BFR 5/14/2007
Escambia 

County $500,000.00 $0.00 200 0 452910

Warehouse 

Clubs and 

Supercenters Yes  $         14,000,000 1

QTI 6/20/2007
Escambia 

County $216,000.00 $0.00 54 177 339111

Laboratory 

Apparatus and 

Furniture 

Manufacturing
Yes  $         26,000,000 1

FY 2007-

2008

FY 2008-

2009 CLOSE 4/15/2009
Escambia 

County $1,000,000.00 NA 800 1,144 522130 Credit Unions No  $         81,500,000 1

FY 2009-

2010

FY 2010-

2011 QTI 10/28/2010
Escambia 

County $408,000.00 $81,600.00 102 723 325211

Plastics 

Material and 

Resin 

Manufacturing No  $         56,100,000 1

CLOSE 11/17/2010
Escambia 

County $400,000.00 NA 102 723 325211 No  $         56,100,000 

QTI 12/21/2010
Escambia 

County $120,000.00 $24,000.00 40 76 332321

Metal Window 

and Door 

Manufacturing No  $                       - 1

Local Incentive 

Award Only 

(20%)

New Jobs 

Projected

Fiscal Year 

Project 

Approved

Existing 

Jobs from 

Application NAICS

Industry 

Category

LFS

Waiver

Projected New 

Capital

Investment

Number of 

ProjectsProgram ID

Approval 

Date County

Total State & 

Local Incentive 

Award (100%)
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ESCAMBIA COUNTY PARTICIPATION IN STATE INCENTIVE PROGRAMS--2000 THROUGH 2011 

FY 2011-

2012 QTI 7/27/2011
Escambia 

County $600,000.00 $120,000.00 100 0 424450

Confectionery 

Merchant 

Wholesalers No  $          6,190,000 1

QTI 11/30/2011
Escambia 

County $45,000.00 $9,000.00 15 0 335315

Electrical 

Equipment 

Manufacturing No  $             520,000 1

Total of All Projects $11,284,200 $1,269,200 3,460 3,409 377,769,226$ 19

$3,261 $360

Table Notes:

Source: Department of Economic Opportunity, Division of Strategic Business Development, Report Run Date: 3/23/2012 12:19:10 PM. 

This table provides data regarding state incentive awards for economic development projects locating or expanding in Escambia County.   Projects which did not receive state incentives are not included in 

this list.   Also, while the list includes all projects approved for incentives, some of the projects shown may not have actually been implemented as anticiapted and were terminated or failed to fulfill 

project job goals.  Others may have exceeded the anticiapted number of jobs.  The State's incentive programs are performanced based and require the company to fulfill specific performance criteria for 

creating jobs, paying high wages, and/or completing specified amounts of new capital investment.  The company does not receive, or must repay, both State and Local incentive funding if it does not 

complete the required performance goals.    The State Incentive Programs for which data are collected include the  Quick Action Closing Fund (Close), the Qualified Target Industry Tax Refund (QTI), the 

Brownfield Bonus (BB), the Brownfield Redevelopment Grant (BFR), the High Impact Performance Incentive Grant (HIPI), the Innovation Incentive Fund (Innovation), and the Qualified Defense & Space 

Contractor Tax Refund (QDSC).  Not all types of incentives were awarded for Escambia County projects during the period.  Several of the State incentives programs require local financial participation in 

the amount of 20% of the total award.   Under certain circumstances, such as the company locating in a brownfield redevelopment area, the local financial support may be waived, as is indicated in the 

"LFS Waived" column.  

 Economic Development projects may be eligible and approved for multiple incentive programs.  The four projects which received more than one incentive award are indicated on the tableby color 

coding.  Jobs and new capital investment for these projects are included in the Escambia County totals only once for each project.

*This project was originally classified as SIC 7323 Credit Reporting Services, note that this SIC category was combined into NAICS 561450 Credit Bureaus.   The Office of Management and Budget’s North 

American Industry Classification System (NAICS) is a system for classifying establishments (individual business locations) by type of economic activity in Canada, Mexico, and the United States.  NAICS is 

used by Federal statistical agencies that collect or publish data by industry. It is also widely used by State and local agencies, trade associations, private businesses, and other organizations to describe 

business activities by industry type.  Its predecessor system was the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) system,  which is still reflected in some older project descriptions although not in currect 

useage.

Average cost per job created
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Appendix D – Contribution of Tourism and Armed 
Services Industry 

 

 
 

Amount                 
(In $1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total State 

Collections

Amount                 
(In $1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total State 

Collections

Percent Change            

2004-2005 to             

2010-2011

ESCAMBIA 5,132 1.3% 5,589 1.1% 8.9%

Alachua 1,760 0.4% 3,338 0.6% 89.7%

Lake 2,056 0.5% 1,952 0.4% -5.1%

Leon 2,905 0.7% 3,858 0.7% 32.8%

Manatee 4,381 1.1% 6,764 1.3% 54.4%

Okaloosa 7,952 2.0% 9,502 1.8% 19.5%

Osceola 32,480 8.0% 32,310 6.2% -0.5%

St. Lucie 2,683 0.7% 2,322 0.4% -13.5%

Florida 406,789 516,632 27.0%

Florida Statistical Abstract 2006 , University of Florida.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida.

TOURISM DEVELOPMENT TAX COLLECTIONS

2004-2005 2010-2011

TAXABLE SALES REPORTED BY TRANSIENT RENTAL FACILITIES--FY 2005 THROUGH FY 2010*

Percent Change

FY 2005 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY2010 FY 2005-FY 2010

ESCAMBIA $128,311,967 $136,216,083 $132,542,672 $130,257,399 1.52%

Alachua $58,584,056 $75,917,950 $65,985,970 $65,658,413 12.08%

Lake $51,389,328 $58,514,303 $49,197,218 $47,547,280 -7.48%

Leon $81,079,561 $85,372,427 $76,790,239 $71,710,039 -11.56%

Manatee $109,532,158 $114,705,715 $126,965,315 $132,572,497 21.04%

Okaloosa $199,300,620 $22,186,352 $206,807,843 $200,776,184 0.74%

Osceola $620,126,216 $607,570,744 $551,729,145 $496,245,954 -19.98%

St. Lucie $53,014,715 $50,558,016 $42,399,920 $38,958,110 -26.51%

Florida $10,227,830,971 $11,640,653,151 $10,284,278,290 $10,041,925,899 -1.82%
Statewide 

Percent 

Change from 

Prior Year 11.8% 4.2% -11.7% -2.4%

*These data are based on the State of Florida fiscal year which runs from July through June of the following year. 

2011 Local Government Financial Information Handbook , October 2011, page 238, Florida Legislature, Office of 

Economic and Demographic Research, On-line publications, edr.state.fl.us.  
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LOCAL OPTION TOURIST TAX LEVIES WITH REALIZED AND UNREALIZED TAX REVENUES

ESCAMBIA 5% 4% 5,588,528$         1% $1,397,132

Alachua 5% 5% 3,338,234$         $0

Lake 5% 4% 1,951,500$         1% $487,875

Leon 5% 5% 3,858,490$         $0

Manatee 5% 5% 6,764,034$         $0

Okaloosa 5% 5% 9,501,884$         $0

Osceola 6% 6% 32,309,560$       $0

St. Lucie 5% 5% 2,321,975$         $0

Tax Receipts by Tax by County: SFY 1987-2011 , Local Option Tourist Development Taxes,  Florida Legislature, Office of 

Economic and Demographic Research, On-line publications.

2011 Local Government Financial Information Handbook,  October 2011, page 242-243, Florida Legislature, Office of 

Economic and Demographic Research, On-line at: edr.state.fl.us.

Tourist Development and Tourist Impact Tax Levies

Maximum Potential 

Tax Rate

2011 Tax Rate 

Levied

Un-Utilized 

Authorized Tax Rate 

Countywide 

Realized Tax 

Revenues for FY 

2011

Countywide 

Unrealized Tax 

Revenues for FY 

2011

LOCAL OPTION TOURIST DEVELOPMENT TAX COLLECTIONS--STATE FISCAL YEARS ENDED JUNE 30, 2005 THROUGH 2011

FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011

ESCAMBIA 5,132,479$         4,523,809$         4,760,098$         5,448,643$         5,301,707$       5,457,305$         5,588,528$         

Alachua 1,760,179$         2,015,874$         2,261,458$         2,073,635$         1,800,262$       2,133,368$         3,338,234$         

Lake 2,055,573$         2,285,587$         1,956,232$         2,340,572$         1,967,889$       1,901,891$         1,951,500$         

Leon 2,905,081$         3,368,370$         3,478,717$         3,414,897$         3,135,345$       3,585,502$         3,858,490$         

Manatee 4,381,286$         4,760,435$         5,015,264$         5,142,405$         4,970,581$       6,348,266$         6,764,034$         

Okaloosa 7,972,025$         7,364,642$         8,235,823$         9,797,490$         10,340,392$    10,038,809$       9,501,884$         

Osceola 32,479,855$       33,006,865$       33,220,921$       36,454,246$       29,706,219$    29,774,757$       32,309,560$       

St. Lucie 2,683,096$         2,817,739$         2,540,797$         2,527,901$         1,971,101$       1,947,905$         2,321,975$         

Florida 404,479,455$     436,326,122$     488,970,607$     523,653,687$    458,672,155$  466,703,018$    516,396,085$     Percent 

Change 

Statewide 15.8% 7.9% 12.1% 7.1% -12.4% 1.8% 10.6%

Table Notes:

1) Data reflect local government tax receipts reported for the State of Florida fiscal year of July through June, not the local government fiscal year. 

2) Tax receipts are reported as countywide totals and, in some counties, reflect the sum total of multiple local option tourist development tax levies.

3) Many counties self-administer these taxes.  In those cases, tax receipts have been reported by the counties' Tax Collector.

Primary Data Source: Florida Department of Revenue, Office of Tax Research, Validated Tax Receipts, Form 3.  

Tax Receipts by Tax by County: SFY 1987-2011 , Local Option Tourist Development Taxes,  Florida Legislature, Office of Economic and Demographic Research, On-

line publications,   (http://edr.state.fl.us/Content/local-government/data/data-a-to-z/g-l.cfm).
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Amount                 (In 

$1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total Receipts 

Statewide 

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 

Counties

Amount                 
(In $1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total Receipts 

Statewide 

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 

Counties

Change in AE&R 

Receipts                       

2002-2007

Rank in Change in 

AE&R Receipts                       

2002-2007

ESCAMBIA 55,391 0.49% 4 70,159 0.46% 4 26.7% 5

Alachua D NA NA D NA NA NA NA

Lake D NA NA 48,651 0.32% 7 NA NA

Leon 66,552 0.59% 2 129,228 0.84% 2 94.2% 1

Manatee 61,250 0.54% 3 102,120 0.66% 3 66.7% 3

Okaloosa 50,950 0.45% 5 51,048 0.33% 6 3.0% 6

Osceola 436,757 3.86% 1 644,493 4.19% 1 47.6% 4

St. Lucie 36,465 0.32% 6 68,143 0.44% 5 86.9% 2

Florida 11,319,842 100% 15,380,980 100% 35.9%

2007

Amount                 (In 

$1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total Sales  

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 
Amount                 
(In $1,000)

Percent Share of 

Total Sales  

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 

Change in A&FS 

Receipts                       

Rank in Change in 

A&FS Receipts                       

ESCAMBIA 392,107 1.34% 3 493,882 1.18% 4 26.0% 8

Alachua 326,772 1.12% 5 493,980 1.18% 3 35.1% 7

Lake 240,784 0.82% 7 436,028 1.04% 7 81.1% 1

Leon 393,582 1.34% 2 551,621 1.32% 2 40.2% 4

Manatee 297,414 1.02% 6 443,809 1.06% 6 49.2% 3

Okaloosa 357,413 1.22% 4 491,894 1.17% 5 37.6% 5

Osceola 654,999 2.24% 1 890,451 2.12% 1 35.9% 6

St. Lucie 170,144 0.58% 8 268,322 0.64% 8 57.7% 2

Florida 29,266,940 100% 41,922,059 100% 43.2%

Table Notes:

D --Data withheld to avoid disclosure of information about individual firms.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida.

2002 2007

Accommodation & Food Service Sales

TOURISM AND RECREATION RELATED BUSINESS RECEIPTS OR SALES--2002 AND 2007

Accommodation & Food Service Sales

2002

Arts, Entertainment & Recreation Receipts

2007 is the latest year available.  These data arecollected by the U.S. Bureau of the Census as part of its Econonomic Census series, surveys 

for which are done in years ending in 7 and 2. 

Arts, Entertainment & Recreation Receipts
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Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll        

(In $1,000)

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll        

(In $1,000)

ESCAMBIA 67 1,114 1,480 65 794 1,085

Alachua 80 1,182 1,509 43 866 868

Lake D D D 53 742 928

Leon 68 1,381 1,613 39 841 835

Manatee D D D 75 2,114 4,808

Okaloosa 59 1,192 1,794 72 949 1,117

Osceola 131 5,320 11,642 49 699 969

St. Lucie 34 651 845 43 496 725

Florida 4,122 156,873 320,460 4,653 134,831 273,124

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll (In 

$1,000)

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll (In 

$1,000)

ESCAMBIA 73 1,412 1,871 73 976 1,246

Alachua 83 1,086 1,543 52 941 1,005

Lake 55 794 1,189 66 774 1,000

Leon 81 1,421 1,982 46 787 912

Manatee 72 815 1,486 119 2,175 3,573

Okaloosa 51 852 1,274 82 1,025 1,362

Osceola 136 4,654 10,599 D D D

St. Lucie 33 681 963 56 966 1,674

Florida 4,470 151,553 328,672 5,076 143,991 306,300

Florida Statistical Abstract 2006 , University of Florida, pages 650-651.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, pages 613 and 615.

TOURISM AND RECREATION RELATED BUSINESS ACTIVITY

The Amusement, Gambling, and Recreation industries subsector is part of the Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation sector.  Industries in the Amusement, 

Gambling, and Recreation Industries subsector (1) operate facilities where patrons can primarily engage in sports, recreation, amusement, or gambling 

activities and/or (2) provide other amusement and recreation services, such as supplying and servicing amusement devices in places of business 

operated by others; operating sports teams, clubs, or leagues engaged in playing games for recreational purposes; and guiding tours without using 

transportation equipment.  The amusement, gambling, and recreation industries subsector consists of these industry groups: Amusement Parks and 

Arcades (NAICS 7131); Gambling Industries (NAICS 7132); and Other Amusement and Recreation Industries (NAICS 7139).

The Accommodation industry is part of Sector 72 - Accommodation and Food Services. Industries in the Accommodation subsector provide lodging or 

short-term accommodations for travelers, vacationers, and others. There is a wide range of establishments in these industries. Some provide lodging 

only; while others provide meals, laundry services, and recreational facilities, as well as lodging. Lodging establishments are classified in this subsector 

even if the provision of complementary services generates more revenue. The types of complementary services provided vary from establishment to 

establishment. The Accommodation subsector consists of these industry groups:  Traveler Accommodation (NAICS 7211), including Hotels and Motels 

(except Casino Hotels), Casino Hotels, and Other Traveler Accommodation; RV (Recreational Vehicle) Parks and Recreational Camps (NAICS 7212); and 

Rooming and Boarding Houses (NAICS 7213).

2005

2010
ACCOMMODATION AMUSEMENTS, GAMBLING, AND RECREATION

ACCOMMODATION AMUSEMENTS, GAMBLING, AND RECREATION
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2005 2010

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll        (In 

$1,000)

Number of 

Reporting Units

Number of 

Employees

Total Payroll        

(In $1,000)

ESCAMBIA 461 10,489 11,616 566 10,542 12,694

Alachua 418 10,442 9,872 486 9,931 817,496

Lake 328 6,034 6,451 430 7,035 8,686

Leon 482 11,597 11,017 543 12,024 12,475

Manatee 464 8,708 10,191 583 9,283 12,588

Okaloosa 440 9,913 11,875 513 9,567 12,683

Osceola 379 8,439 11,240 473 8,614 11,545

St. Lucie 282 4,575 5,198 347 5,021 6,098

Florida 29,984 559,404 687,850 35,166 585,062 817,496

Florida Statistical Abstract 2006 , University of Florida, pages 650-651.

Florida Statistical Abstract 2011 , University of Florida, page 614

TOURISM AND RECREATION RELATED BUSINESS ACTIVITY

FOOD SERVICES AND DRINKING PLACES

EMPLOYMENT GENERATED BY NATURE-BASED RECREATION --2008

Full- and Part-

Time Jobs

Rank Among the 

Eight Comparable 

Counties

ESCAMBIA 324 4

Alachua 66 8

Lake 299 5

Leon 172 7

Manatee 1,229 1

Okaloosa 295 6

Osceola 394 3

St. Lucie 494 2

Florida 37,383

In this study Nature-Based industries included Hunting and Trapping,  Golf Courses, and Recreational Fishing.

Economic Contributions of Agriculture, Natural Resources and Related Industries in Florida Counties, 

University of Florida, IFAS Food & Resource Economics Departmen, October 20, 2010.
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MILITARY PERSONNEL NAS PENSACOLA

18,677 6.17% 21,140 6.92% 22,207 7.34% 21,711 7.17% 22,456 7.56% 22,991 7.72%

Total Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

Total 

Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

2005 2006 2007 2008

Total 

Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

2009 2010

Total 

Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

Total 

Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

Total 

Personnel

Percent of 

County 

Population

Number of 

Defense 

Contractors

Rank by 

Number of 

Contractors

Number of 

Defense 

Contracts 

Awarded

Rank in Number 

of Contracts 

Awarded

Dollar Value of 

Defense Contracts 

Awarded

Rank Among All 

Counties in 

Value of 

Contracts

Value of 

Defense 

Contracts Per 

Capita

Average Value of 

Contracts 

Awarded Per 

Contractor

ESCAMBIA 524 9 8,960 8 $1,850,954,615 11 $6,194 $3,532,356

Alachua 149 17 1,684 16 475,703,880 17 $1,933 $3,192,643

Lake 69 27 475 29 $33,770,771 34 $115 $489,431

Leon 151 16 1,326 20 $419,761,633 18 $1,531 $2,779,878

Manatee 117 22 3,821 13 $567,953,971 15 $1,769 $4,854,307

Okaloosa 449 10 5,796 10 $6,681,597,616 4 $36,858 $14,881,064

Osceola 50 29 345 31 $32,568,011 36 $123 $651,360

St. Lucie 32 33 119 41 $25,609,896 37 $93 $800,309

Total All 

Counties 10,448 163,482 $95,341,169,060 $5,102

NOTE: Rankings are among all  67 Florida counties.

DEFENSE CONTRACTS BY COUNTY--2000-2009

Source:  Florida Defense Industry Economic Impact Analysis,  Final Report, Haas Center for Business Research and Economic Development, University of West 

Florida, January 2011.  Data contained in Appendix 3: Defense Spending by Region and County 2000-2009, page 68.  (Original data source is 

Governmentcontractswon.com)
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Appendix E – Quality of Life Indicators 
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AI-2784     Clerk & Comptroller's Report      14. 1. 6.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Minutes and Reports
From: Doris Harris
Organization: Clerk & Comptroller's Office

Recommendation:
Recommendation Concerning Minutes and Reports Prepared by the Clerk to the Board's Office

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

A. Approve the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held June 7, 2012; and

B. Accept, for filing with the Board's Minutes, the Report of the Committee of the Whole
Workshop held June 14, 2012.

Attachments
CR I-6



REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE WORKSHOP OF THE 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 


HELD JUNE 14,2012 

BOARD CHAMBERS, FIRST FLOOR, ESCAMBIA COUNTY GOVERNMENTAL COMPLEX 


221 PALAFOX PLACE, PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 

(9:06 a.m. - 11 :46 a.m.) 


Present: 	 Commissioner Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman, District 1 
Commissioner Gene M. Valentino, Vice Chairman, District 2 
Commissioner Grover C. Robinson IV, District 4 
Commissioner Marie K. Young, District 3 
Commissioner Kevin W. White, District 5 
Ernie Lee Magaha, Clerk of the Circuit Court and Comptroller 
Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator 
Alison Rogers, County Attorney 
Lisa N. Bernau, Chief Deputy Clerk 
Patricia L. Sheldon, Clerk and Comptroller's Administrator of Financial Services 
Doris Harris, Deputy Clerk to the Board 
Judy H. Witterstaeter, Administrative Assistant. County Administrator's Office 

AGENDA NUMBER 

1. Call To Order 

Chairman Robertson called the Committee of the Whole (Cf\IIJ) to order at 9:06 a.m. 

2. Was the Meeting Properly Advertised? 

The Cf\IIJ was advised by Doris Harris, Deputy Clerk to the Board, that the Meeting was 
advertised in the Pensacola News Journal on June 9, 2012, in the Board of County 
Commissioners - Escambia County, Florida, Meeting Schedule June 11-June 15, 2012, 
Legal No. 1566684. 

Page 1 of 4 	 Ifc6/14/2012 



REPORT OF THE COMMITIEE OF THE WHOLE WORKSHOP - Continued 

AGENDA NUMBER - Continued 

3. 	 Discussion of Potential Referendum Questions 

A. 	 Board Discussion - The CNV discussed Potential Referendum Questions, and the 
CNV: 

(1) 	 Heard the request from Commissioner Valentino that, in an effort to obtain "an 
understanding of what the public wants government to focus on, or not," the 
following Yes/No, nonbinding referendum questions be considered for 
placement on the November (General Election) ballot: 

(a) 	 Do you support Escambia County taking steps to abolish the Santa Rosa 
Island Authority and make Escambia County responsible for direct 
governance of Pensacola Beach?; 

(b) 	 Do you support Escambia County studying whether the Emerald Coast 
Utilities Authority (ECAU) could be brought under the Escambia County 
Board of County Commissioners as a department of the County?; 

(c) 	 Do you support Escambia County pursuing efforts to study combining 
Escambia County and City of Pensacola fire services into a single fire 
service?; 

(d) 	 Do you support Escambia County pursuing efforts to study combining 
Escambia County Sheriffs Department and the Pensacola Police 
Department into a single law enforcement agency?; and 

(e) 	 Do you support Escarnbia County studying the creation of an economic 
development agency?; and 

(2) 	 Heard a motion from Commissioner Valentino to move forward with placing the 
referendum questions on the November (General Election) ballot (the motion 
died for lack of a second; therefore, Commissioner Valentino withdrew his 
motion); and 

B. 	 Board Direction - None. 
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REPORT OF THE COMMITrEE OF THE WHOLE WORKSHOP - Continued 

AGENDA NUMBER - Continued 

4. 	 Internal Audit Report Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of Commerce 

A. 	 Board Discussion - The CIW viewed and discussed a PowerPoint Presentation, 
which was also provided in hard copy, entitled Assistance in Evaluation of the Cost
Effectiveness of County Funds Provided to the Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of 
Commerce for Economic Development, presented by Kaye Kendrick, CPA, Kaye 
Kendrick Enterprises, LLC; and 

B. 	 Board Direction - None. 

5. 	 Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of Commerce Annual Presentation 

A. 	 Board Discussion - The CIW viewed and discussed a PowerPoint Presentation, 
which was also provided in heard copy, entitled Greater Pensacola Chamber, 
presented by James "Jim" Hizer, President/CEO, Scott Luth, Senior Vice President 
of Economic Development, and Terry Scruggs, Interim Vice President of Tourism, 
Pensacola Bay Area Chamber of Commerce; and 

B. 	 Board Direction - None. 

6. 	 Synopsis of Escambia County Mosquito Control 

A. 	 Board Discussion - The CIW viewed and discussed a PowerPoint Presentation, 
which was also provided in hard copy, entitled Synopsis of Escambia County 
Mosquito Control, presented by Bob Betts, Division Manager, Mosquito Control 
Division, Community & Environment Department; and 

B. 	 Board Direction - None. 

6/14/2012 Page 3 of 4 	 Ifc 



REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE WORKSHOP - Continued 

AGENDA NUMBER - Continued 

7. 	 Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget Update 

A. 	 Board Discussion - The CIW viewed and discussed a PowerPoint Presentation, 
which was also provided in hard copy, entitled Escambia County, presented by 
County Administrator Oliver, and the CIW: 

(1) 	 Was advised by County Administrator Oliver that: 

(a) 	 A letter has been sent to the Escambia County Health Facilities 
Authority (Authority) requesting funds, in the amount of $430,000 (actual 
amount is $431,880), for Escambia Community Clinics; and 

(b) 	 The projected deficit for the Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget is $264,855, 
and staff recommends that the Board consider one of the following two 
options: 

1) 	 Reduce the estimated reserve for the Santa Rosa Island land tax 
litigation, unless the Authority contributes funding for the Escambia 
Community Clinics; or 

2) 	 Eliminate four filled positions, unless the Authority contributes funding 
for the Escambia Community Clinics; 

(2) 	 Was advised by Commissioner Robertson that it is the consensus of the Board 
to direct the County Administrator to send another letter to the Authority 
requesting full or half [$265,000] of the funding for Escambia Community 
Clinics; and 

(3) 	 Was further advised by County Administrator Oliver that in order to reduce the 
anticipated loss, by approximately $75,000, in the Building Inspections Fund, 
staff recommends the elimination of a vacant Senior Office Support Assistant 
position and the transfer of one employee to a vacant Accounting Assistant 
position at the Perdido Landfill; and 

B. 	 Board Direction - None. 

8. 	 Adjourn 

Chairman Robertson declared the CIW Workshop adjourned at 11 :46 a.m. 
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AI-2595     Growth Management Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Review of the Rezoning Cases heard by the Planning Board on May 14, 2012
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Department Director
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Review of the Rezoning Cases heard by the Planning Board
on May 14, 2012

That the Board take the following action concerning the rezoning cases heard by the Planning
Board on May 14, 2012: 

Review and either adopt, modify, or overturn the Planning Board’s recommendation for
Rezoning Cases Z-2012-08, Z-2012-09 and Z-2012-11 or remand the cases back to the
Planning Board; and

A.

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

B.

1. Case No.: Z-2012-08
  Address: 200 Becks Lake Rd 
  Property Reference No.: 11-1N-31-1000-002-001 
  Property Size: 188-61(+/-) acres
  From: VAG-1, Village 
  To: ID-1, Light Industrial District(cumulative)applicant

changed request from ID-2 to ID-1 
  FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban 
  Commissioner District: 5 
  Requested by: Wiley C "Buddy" Page, Agent for Figure 8(Florida) LLC, owners 
  Planning Board
Recommendation:

Approval of new request to ID-1

  Speakers: Wiley C "Buddy" Page, Agent
     
2. Case No.: Z-2012-09
  Address: 2006 Border St
  Property Reference No.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023
  Property Size: 2.23 (+/-) acres



  From: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District, (cumulative)
High Density &
ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no residential uses
allowed) 

  To: ID-2, General Industrial District (noncumulative) 
  FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban
  Commissioner District: 3
  Requested by: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Rick Evans of Evans

Contracting, Inc. 
  Planning Board
Recommendation:

Denial

  Speakers: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent
Ronald Stewart

     
3. Case No.: Z-2012-11
  Address: 11 Eden Ln
  Property Reference No: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009
  Property Size: 9.55 (+/-) acres
  From: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District
  To: VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District
  FLU Category: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban
  Commissioner District: 5
  Requested by: Carol Simpson, Agent for John Huelsbeck, Mary J. Moye and

Linda Aligood, Owners
  Planning  Board
Recommendation:

Approval 

  Speakers: Carol Simpson, Agent
Edna Frances Lee

BACKGROUND:
The above cases were owner initiated and heard at the May 14, 2012, Planning Board meeting.  
In regards to rezoning case Z-2012-08 the applicant initially requested ID-2 and after
discussions with the Planning Board, the applicant verbally changed his request to ID-1. Staff
was instructed to revise the findings. See page 11of the transcripts.

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:
No budgetary impacts anticipated as a result of this action.

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 Orders of the Escambia County Board of County
Commissioners either denying or approving the rezoning requests.

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-2012-08
Z-2012-09
Z-2012-11



Z‐2012‐08 
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TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED

1

             IN AND FOR ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA
              ESCAMBIA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD

       Quasi-judicial proceedings held before the

Escambia County Planning Board on Monday, May 14, 2012, at

the Escambia County Central Office Complex, 3363 West Park

Place, First Floor, Pensacola, Florida, commencing at 8:30

a.m.

___________________________________________________________

APPEARANCES

PLANNING BOARD:

WAYNE BRISKE, CHAIRMAN
TIM TATE, VICE CHAIRMAN
DOROTHY DAVIS
DAVID WOODWARD
R. VAN GOODLOE
KAREN SINDEL
ALVIN WINGATE
BRUCE STITT
PATTY HIGHTOWER, SCHOOL BOARD MEMBER
STEPHEN WEST, ASSISTANT COUNTY ATTORNEY

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES BUREAU:

T. LLOYD KERR, AICP, BUREAU CHIEF
HORACE JONES, DIVISION MANAGER, LONG RANGE PLANNING
DREW HOLMER, SENIOR URBAN PLANNER, PLANNING & ZONING
ALLYSON CAIN, URBAN PLANNER II, DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES
DENISE HALSTEAD, BOARD CLERK

GENERAL PUBLIC

REPORTED BY: JAMES M. TAYLOR, COURT REPORTER

2
                       I  N  D  E  X                         1
                                                       P a g e
O p e n in g  re m a rk s  b y  C h a ir m a n  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  32
C o u n ty  S t a f f s w o rn  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7  
E x h ib it  A , P ro o f  o f  P u b lic a t io n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8  3

C A S E  N O : Z -2 0 1 2 -0 8  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 0   4
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  B u d d y  P a g e  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 5  
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  H o r a c e  J o n e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 8  5
P u b lic  C o m m e n t s :   N o n e  
M o t io n  a n d  v o te  b y  th e  B o a r d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 1  6

C A S E  N O : Z -2 0 1 2 -0 9  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 3  7
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  B u d d y  P a g e  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 6  
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  J u a n  L e m o s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 5  8
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  D a v id  F o r te  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 8  
P U B L IC  C O M M E N T S :9
S te v e  W ilk in s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 4  
R o n a ld  S t e w a rt . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 2  10
M o tio n  a n d  V o t e  b y  th e  B o a r d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 4  

11
C A S E  N O : Z -2 0 1 2 -1 1  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 6  
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  C a ro l  S im p s o n  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 8  12
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  J o h n  F is h e r  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 0  
P U B L IC  C O M M E N T :13
E d n a  L e e  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 4   
M o t io n  a n d  v o te  b y  th e  B o a r d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 6  14

           15
C A S E  N O : Z -2 0 1 2 -1 0  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 8  
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  N e a l B jo rk lu n d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9 2   16
P re s e n ta t io n  b y  A lly s o n  C a in  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9 7  
D o u g  B a ile y  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 1 5  17
P U B L IC  C O M M E N T S :
F re d d ie  M c C a l l  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 2 0  18
B e n n ie  B a rn e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 2 1  
B il l  G a in e y  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 2 2  19
M o tio n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 4 1
C E R T IF IC A T E  O F  R E P O R T E R  .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 4 3   20

21

22

23

24

25
TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

3

M R . B R IS K E :  T h is  is  th e  P la n n in g  B o a rd  fo r  M a y  1

1 4 th , re z o n in g  h e a r in g .  B e fo re  w e  g e t  s ta r te d , I  2

w o u ld  lik e  fo r  M r . W in g a te  to  le a d  u s  in  a n  3

In v o c a t io n  a n d  P le d g e  o f  A l le g ia n c e .  P le a s e , s ta n d .  4

( In v o c a t io n  a n d  P le d g e  o f  A lle g ia n c e .)  08:30AM 5

M R . B R IS K E :  G o o d  m o r n in g , la d ie s  a n d  6

g e n t le m e n .  I  h e re b y  c a ll  th e  P la n n in g  B o a r d  m e e t in g  7

fo r  M a y  1 4 th  a n d  th e  r e z o n in g  h e a r in g  to  o r d e r .  A t  8

th is  t im e  w e  h a v e  s ix  v o t in g  m e m b e rs  s o  w e  d o  h a v e  a  9

q u o ru m .  I  u n d e rs t a n d  M s . S in d e l is  g o in g  to  b e  08:42AM 10

jo in in g  u s  s o  w e  w il l  h a v e  a  fu ll  b o a r d  o n c e  s h e  11

a r r iv e s .   12

S ta ff  m e m b e rs , d o  w e  h a v e  p ro o f  o f p u b l ic a t io n ?   13

M S . H A L S T E A D :  Y e s , s ir ,  w e  d o .  T h e  a d  w a s  ru n  14

o n  A p r i l  2 7 th  in  th e  P e n s a c o la  N e w s  J o u r n a l .08:42AM 15

M R . B R IS K E :  A n d  d o e s  th a t  p u b l ic a t io n  m e e t  a ll  16

o f  th e  le g a l  r e q u ire m e n ts ?   17

M S . H A L S T E A D :  Y e s , s i r .  18

M R . B R IS K E :  T h e  C h a ir  w il l  e n te r ta in  a  m o t io n  19

to  w a iv e  th e  re a d in g  o f  th e  le g a l.08:42AM 20

M S . D A V IS :  S o  m o v e d .  21

M R . W IN G A T E :  S e c o n d .22

M R . B R IS K E :  M o t io n  a n d  a  s e c o n d .  A l l  th o s e  in  23

fa v o r , s a y  a y e . 24

(B o a r d  m e m b e rs  v o te .)  08:35AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

4

M R . B R IS K E :  O p p o s e d ?   1

(N o n e .)2

M R . B R IS K E :  M o t io n  c a rr ie s .  3

A n d  a t  th is  h e a r in g , th e  P la n n in g  B o a rd  is  4

a c t in g  u n d e r  i ts  a u th o r i ty  to  h e a r  a n d  m a k e  08:35AM 5

re c o m m e n d a t io n s  to  th e  B o a rd  o f  C o u n ty  C o m m is s io n e rs  6

o n  re z o n in g  a p p lic a t io n s .   T h e s e  h e a r in g s  a r e  7

q u a s i- ju d ic ia l in  n a tu re .   Q u a s i- ju d ic ia l h e a r in g s  8

a r e  l ik e  e v id e n t ia r y  h e a r in g s  in  a  c o u rt  o f  la w ; 9

h o w e v e r ,  th e y  a re  le s s  fo rm a l.   A l l  te s t im o n y  w il l  08:35AM 10

b e  g iv e n  u n d e r  o a th ,  a n d  a n y o n e  t e s t i fy in g  b e fo r e  11

th e  P la n n in g  B o a rd  m a y  b e  s u b je c t  to  12

c ro s s -e x a m in a t io n .13

A l l d o c u m e n ts  a n d  e x h ib its  th a t  th e  P la n n in g  14

B o a r d  c o n s id e rs  w il l  b e  e n te r e d  in t o  e v id e n c e  a n d  08:36AM 15

m a d e  p a rt  o f  th e  re c o rd .   16

O p in io n  te s t im o n y  w il l  b e  lim ite d  to  e x p e r ts , 17

a n d  c lo s in g  a rg u m e n ts  w i l l  b e  l im ite d  to  th e  18

e v id e n c e  in  th e  re c o rd .   19

B e fo r e  m a k in g  a  d e c is io n , th e  P la n n in g  B o a rd  08:36AM 20

w il l  c o n s id e r  th e  re le v a n t  te s t im o n y ,  th e  e x h ib its  21

e n te r e d  in to  e v id e n c e  a n d  th e  a p p l ic a b le  la w .22

E a c h  in d iv id u a l t h a t  re q u e s ts  to  s p e a k  a n d  23

a d d re s s  th e  P la n n in g  B o a rd  m u s t  f i l l  o u t  a  r e q u e s t  24

to  s p e a k  fo rm .  A n d  th e y 'r e  lo c a te d  a t  th e  b a c k  o f  08:36AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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5
the chambers.  You will not be allowed to speak 1

unless we have a record of your name and address on 2

a completed form.  Please also note that only those 3

individuals who are here today and give testimony on 4

the record before the Planning Board will be allowed 08:36AM 5

to speak at the subsequent hearing before the Board 6

of County Commissioners.  No new evidence can be 7

presented to the Board of County Commissioners, 8

therefore, all testimony and evidence must be 9

presented today.  08:37AM 10

The Planning Board will provide a 11

recommendation for each rezoning request to the 12

Board of County Commissioners, which will review the 13

testimony, documents and exhibits, consider all the 14

closing arguments and make a final decision.  All 08:37AM 15

decisions by the Board of County Commissioners are 16

final.  Anyone who wishes to seek judiciary review 17

of the decision of the Board of County Commissioners 18

must do so in a court of competent jurisdiction 19

within 30 days of either the Board approves or 08:37AM 20

rejects the recommended order of the Planning Board.  21

All written or oral communications outside of 22

the hearing with members of the Planning Board 23

regarding matters under consideration today are 24

considered ex parte communications.  Ex parte 08:37AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

6
communications are presumed prejudicial under 1

Florida law and must be disclosed as provided in the 2

Board of County Commissioner's Resolution 96-13.  3

As each case is heard, the Chair will ask that 4

any Board members who have been involved in any 08:38AM 5

ex parte communication please identify themselves 6

and describe the communication. 7

As a required part of Section 2.08.02.D of the 8

Escambia County Land Development Code, the Planning 9

Board's recommendation to the Board of County 08:38AM 10

Commissioners shall include consideration of the 11

following six criteria.  12

A:  Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.  13

Whether the proposed amendment is consistent with 14

the Comprehensive Plan.  08:38AM 15

B:  Consistency with the code.  Whether the 16

proposed amendment is in conflict with any portion 17

of the Land Development Code and is consistent with 18

the stated purpose and intent of the Land 19

Development Code. 08:38AM 20

C:  Compatibility with surrounding uses.  21

Whether and to the extent to which the proposed 22

amendment is compatible with the existing and 23

proposed uses in the area of the subject property or 24

properties.  08:39AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

7
D:  Changed conditions.  Whether and to the 1

extent to which there are any changed conditions 2

that impact the amended property.  3

E:  Effect on the natural environment.  Whether 4

and to the extent to which the proposed amendment 08:39AM 5

would result in significant adverse impact to the 6

natural environment. 7

And F, development patterns.  Whether and to 8

the extent to which the proposed amendment would 9

result in logical and orderly development pattern. 08:39AM 10

At the beginning of each case, as long as there 11

are no objections from the applicant, we will allow 12

the staff to briefly present pictures and zoning 13

maps for the property.  14

Next, we will hear from the applicant and any 08:39AM 15

witnesses that they may wish to call.  Then we will 16

hear from the staff and any witnesses that they may 17

wish to call.  18

Finally, we will hear from members of the 19

public who have filed a speaker request form.08:40AM 20

At this time I will ask our court reporter to 21

swear in the staff members that are going to be 22

testifying today.  23

(County Staff sworn.) 24

MR. BRISKE:  The Board has previously qualified 08:48AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

8
these individuals to offer expert testimony in the 1

area of land use and planning.  Do any Board members 2

have questions regarding the qualifications of these 3

employees or their ability to offer expert 4

testimony?  5

Hearing none, we will accept the employees as 6

experts in the area of land use and planning.  7

The rezoning hearing package for May 14, 2012 8

with the Staff's Findings-of-Fact has previously 9

been provided to the Board members.  The Chair will 10

entertain a motion to accept that rezoning hearing 11

package with the Staff's Findings-of-Fact and the 12

legal advertisement into evidence.  13

MR. GOODLOE:  So moved.  14

MR. WOODWARD:  Second.  15

MR. BRISKE:  A motion and a second.  All those 16

in favor, say aye. 17

(Board members vote.) 18

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  19

(None.)08:35AM 20

MR. BRISKE:  The motion carries.  21

The rezoning hearing package with the Staff's 22

Findings-of-Facts and the legal advertisement will 23

be marked and included in the record as Composite 24

Exhibit A for today's case.  08:55AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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9

(Composite Exhibit A, Staff's Findings and 1

Legal Advertisement, was identified, hereto 2

attached.) 3

MR. BRISKE:  We do have four cases to be heard 4

today.  And we've got a little bit -- on one of the 08:49AM 5

cases we're going to have to probably pause the 6

rezoning hearing so that we can address an 7

interpretation and a small scale amendment on 8

another -- in the actual Planning Board meeting 9

itself.  So what we'll do in that case, out of 08:49AM 10

courtesy to the other applicants, we will take the 11

other three cases that we have first in the rezoning 12

hearing, allow those people to get done and they'll 13

leave and then we'll move Case Z-2012-10 to the end 14

of the agenda.  We will then pause the rezoning 08:49AM 15

hearing.  Temporarily go into the Planning Board 16

meeting and make the interpretation and look at the 17

small scale amendment before coming back to address 18

the rezoning.  And that's going to be, I think, the 19

best way we can handle this.08:50AM 20

21

**************************************22

23

24

25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

10
       CASE: Z-2012-08 1

2
APPLICANT: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Figure 8 
Florida, LLC. 3
ADDRESS: 200 Becks Lake Rd 
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 11-1N-31-1000-002-001 4
FUTURE LAND USE: MU-U, Mixed-Use Urban 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5 5
OVERLAY AREA: NA 
SUBMISSION DATA:  REQUESTED REZONING:6
FROM: VAG-1, Village Agricultural District (5 du per 100 
acres on one-acre parcels)7
TO: ID-2, General Industrial (noncumulative)

8

9
MR. BRISKE:  With that today, the first 08:50AM 10

rezoning application for consideration is Case 11
Z-2012-08, which requests the rezoning of the 12
property from VAG-1, Villages Agricultural District, 13
to ID-2, General Industrial (noncumulative).  14

Members of the Board, I will ask if there has 08:50AM 15
been any ex parte communication between you, the 16
Applicant, the Applicant's agents, attorneys or 17
witnesses with any fellow Planning Board members or 18
anyone from the general public prior to this 19
hearing.  I'll also ask that you disclose whether 08:56AM 20
you have visited the subject property, and also 21
disclose if you are a relative, a business associate 22
of the Applicant or the Applicant's agent.  23

And we'll start down there.  Mr. Stitt, thank 24
you for bringing in the orange juice and items for 08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

11

the Board this morning.  We appreciate that.  1

MR. STITT:  No problem.  2

MR. BRISKE:  Ex parte communications, sir.  3

MR. STITT:  None to all the above.4

MS. HIGHTOWER:  None to all the above.08:51AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Goodloe.6

MR. GOODLOE:  No to all.7

MR. WOODWARD:  No to all.8

MR. BRISKE:  The Chairman, no to all.9

MR. TATE:  No communication.  However, I am 08:51AM 10

familiar with the location and have seen the site.11

MS. DAVIS:  No to all of the above.12

MR. WINGATE:  No communication.  I am familiar 13

with the site.14

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Thank you.  Staff, was 08:51AM 15

notice of the hearing sent to all interested 16

parties?  17

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir, it was.  18

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  And was that notice 19

also posted on the subject property?  08:51AM 20

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir.21

MR. BRISKE:  If there are no objections at this 22

point, we'll have the staff present the maps and the 23

photographs, please.24

MS. CAIN:  This is Z-2012-08.  This is the 08:51AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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location map and the wetlands map showing the 1

subject parcel.  This is the aerial view.  This is 2

the Future Land Use showing the Mixed Use Urban.  3

This is the existing land use showing the 4

surrounding uses and also the property.  This is the 08:52AM 5

zoning 500 foot radius map, VAG-1.  And this is our 6

public notice sign.  7

This is looking north on the parcel.  This is 8

looking east on the subject parcel.  And this is 9

looking southwest from the subject parcel.  This is 08:52AM 10

looking west.  This is our 500 foot radius map from 11

Chris Jones, Property Appraiser.  And this is our 12

mailing list of 500 feet that we sent out.  That's 13

all on the maps.14

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, are there any 08:52AM 15

questions of the maps or the photographs?  All 16

right.  Thank you.  17

Mr. Page, I understand you're the 18

representative.  Please come forward and be sworn 19

in, sir.08:53AM 20

(WHEREUPON, Mr. Page was sworn). 21

MR. BRISKE:  Good morning, Mr. Page.  Please 22

state your name and address for the record.23

MR. PAGE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Buddy 24

Page, 5337 Hamilton Lane in Pace, Florida.  08:53AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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MR. BRISKE:  Good morning, Mr. Page.  Have you 1

received a copy of the rezoning hearing package with 2

the Staff's Findings-of-Fact?  3

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, I have.4

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, sir.  Do you understand 08:53AM 5

that you have the burden of providing substantial 6

competent evidence that the proposed rezoning is 7

consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, furthers the 8

goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive 9

Plan and is not in conflict with any portion of the 08:53AM 10

County's Land Development Code?  11

MR. PAGE:  Yes, sir.12

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, sir.  You may proceed.13

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 14

Board's consideration to proffer my testimony as 08:53AM 15

that of an expert, please.16

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Members of the Board, I 17

believe most of you have been here when Mr. Page has 18

entered his qualifications in the past to be an 19

expert in this area of land use and planning.  The 08:54AM 20

Chair will entertain a motion or ask for questions.21

MR. TATE:  Move to accept.22

MR. GOODLOE:  Second.23

MR. BRISKE:  Any discussion?  All those in 24

favor, say aye. 08:35AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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(Board members vote.) 1

MR. BRISKE:  Anyone opposed?  2

(None.)3

MR. BRISKE:  Motion carries.  Okay.  4

MR. PAGE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  08:54AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, before you get started, 6

since you are at the beginning of the presentation 7

and Ms. Sindel has just joined us, I'm going to get 8

her on the record as part of the hearing.  9

Good morning, Ms. Sindel.  08:54AM 10

MS. SINDEL:  Good morning.  I'm sorry for my 11

tardiness.  I just came from the airport.  12

MR. BRISKE:  I understand.  I would like to ask 13

you the questions about ex parte communication.  14

Have you had any ex parte communication between you, 08:54AM 15

the Applicant, the Applicant's agents, attorneys or 16

witnesses, with any fellow Planning Board members or 17

anyone from the general public prior to this 18

hearing?  I will also ask if you have visited the 19

subject property and ask you to disclose if you are 08:55AM 20

a relative or business associate of the Applicant or 21

the Applicant's agent.  22

MS. SINDEL:  No ex parte.  I have not visited 23

the site.  And I am not related or in business with 24

anyone associated with this project.  08:55AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Let the record show 1

that Ms. Sindel will be part of this hearing, as Mr. 2

Page has not started his presentation yet.  Go 3

ahead, Mr. Page.  4

MR. PAGE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  As shown 08:55AM 5

in the initial maps at the beginning of the 6

presentation, the site is located generally in the 7

northeast corner of 29 and Becks Lake Road.  8

Mr. Chairman, when we originally started this 9

application process out, the owner was International 08:55AM 10

Paper Company, and they subsequently during the 11

process sold out all of their holdings in this area 12

to a holding company in Jacksonville known as Figure 13

8 Florida, LLC, and they are the applicant of record 14

this morning.  08:56AM 15

Regarding Criterion Number 1, as far as the 16

application goes, consistency with the Comprehensive 17

Plan.  We feel like that we are consistent with 18

those items that Staff has identified.  And we also 19

understand that in terms of the Mixed Use and the 08:56AM 20

relationship between the ID-2 and those areas 21

identified in the map as residential, that buffering 22

will be a strong consideration once a specific plan 23

is brought before the Development Review Committee.  24

Under Criteria 2, consistency with the Land 08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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Development Code, we feel like the request that we 1

have, given the history and direction of the area 2

and as indicated with the Staff findings, provides 3

some consistency with the Criteria 2, as well.  4

In terms of compatibility with the surrounding 08:56AM 5

uses, I think there are statements -- and we concur, 6

Mr. Chairman -- from the Staff, that indicate that 7

the historical use in the area, and apparently the 8

direction of things that are starting to be 9

developed in that area, that what we have here, 08:57AM 10

combined with the request for ID-2, is certainly 11

consistent with the surrounding area, perhaps not as 12

much so as we would like to have with those areas of 13

the property on the north side where there are some 14

residential areas that are sharing a common property 08:57AM 15

line.  We think that buffering will take care of 16

those instances, as well.  17

In terms of changed conditions, there are a 18

number of citations in here about things that have 19

happened up in that area.  I think if we went out 08:57AM 20

today, probably across the street from the site, a 21

road paving operation is developing a little over 22

nine acres across the street from this.  And, of 23

course, we all recognize that if we take Becks Lake 24

Road down to its terminus, it ends at the new 08:58AM 25
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Escambia -- or the Emerald Coast Utility Authority 1

regional wastewater treatment plant.  There's a new 2

service station going under development in that 3

area, so we feel like the direction for the areas -- 4

the property in these areas are moving toward 08:58AM 5

nonresidential use, especially at the intersection 6

of Becks Lake Road and Highway 29.  7

Effects on the natural environment.  There was 8

a wetlands jurisdictional study done on this 9

property and turned in to the County as part of this 08:58AM 10

application.  There are some wetlands that will be 11

preserved, and probably in the long run donated to 12

the State for perpetual protection under Criteria 5, 13

effect on the natural environment.  14

So Mr. Chairman, we think that given the review 08:59AM 15

of the Staff and the Staff findings, and our 16

application and our proposed use for the property, 17

it is consistent.  We would appreciate the Board's 18

review and a favorable approval of our request.  19

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, Mr. Page.  Board 08:59AM 20

members, any questions for Mr. Page?  21

Mr. Page, do you have witnesses to offer?  22

MR. PAGE:  I do not.  23

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  At this time who will 24

be presenting for the Staff.  All right.  Horace, if 08:59AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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you'll just state your name and address and your 1

position for the report, please.2

MR. JONES:  Horace Jones, Development Service 3

Bureau Division Manager.  4

Good morning, Board members.  We're going to 08:59AM 5

proceed with Criterion (1).  6

Consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  And 7

what Staff found, as stated above in the 8

Comprehensive FLU Policy 1.3.1, Mixed Use Urban 9

category, does allow for intense residential uses 10

and nonresidential uses (commercial) for compatible 11

infill development. 12

Furthermore, the range of uses extends from 13

residential to light industrial.  Staff concurs that 14

the cumulative nature of the ID-2 zoning category 15

does allow for light industrial, which is 16

specifically mentioned in Mixed Use Urban.  However, 17

the allowable uses within the ID-2 zoning category 18

extend beyonds light industrial.  As a matter of 19

fact, the allowable uses of ID-2 include heavy 20

industrial land uses, highly intense manufacturing 21

and processing operations, construction and heavy 22

equipment operations, and other equivalent potential 23

noxious uses.24

In contrast, Staff agrees that the parcel in 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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question is served by existing utility connections 1

and roads that can support the proposed allowable 2

uses as required by the ID-2.  Nevertheless, the 3

primary issue is -- of ID-2, is required by the 4

Comprehensive Plan, consistent with the Mixed Use 5

Urban and the proposed uses of ID-2 as previously 6

mentioned. 7

Based upon the Comprehensive Policy as written, 8

Staff concedes that the existing future land use 9

designation of Mixed Use Urban is not consistent 10

with the proposed rezoning request of ID-2. 11

Criterion (2), consistent with the Land 12

Development Code.  As referenced in the LDC 13

regulations cited above, the intent and purpose and 14

allowable uses differs greatly from VAG-1 to ID-2. 15

In fact, ID-2 is a noncumulative zoning district 16

with the intent to foster and maintain separation of 17

heavy industrial type uses from residential uses 18

because of the litany of potential use conflicts.  19

If the proposed rezoning request is approved, there 20

are various regulations within the Land Development 21

Code as well as other State and Federal regulations 22

that must be adhered to in order to maintain 23

separation and reduce or minimize the potential use 24

conflicts.25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
20

Additionally, Article 7.20.07 cited above must 1

be reviewed to ensure appropriate location and 2

compatibility with adjacent land uses.  In this 3

case, the subject parcel runs east along Becks Lake 4

Road and north along a railroad to the east of 5

Highway 95A.  From what is on the ground and the 6

existing road network in place, this provision is 7

deemed to be in compliance at this level.  If any 8

future development is proposed, the locational 9

criteria stated above will be reviewed for site 10

standards, accessibility to public and private 11

service/facilities, and adverse impacts on the 12

surrounding areas at the time of the site plan 13

review process.14

In consideration of all the regulations cited 15

above and the facts presented, Staff finds that 16

consistency with Criterion (2) could be met.17

Criterion (3) compatibility with the 18

surrounding uses.  Within the 500 foot radius impact 19

area, Staff observed the following zoning districts: 20

V-3, V-4, VR-1, VR-2, VAG-1, VAG-2, ID-1 and ID-2. 21

With the exception of a few vacant parcels and the 22

existing industrial site area on the south side of 23

Becks Lake Road, it appears that a majority of the 24

surrounding parcels have existing residential uses; 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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furthermore, it must be noted that the parcel in 1

question is adjacent to a residential neighborhood.  2

Please see existing land use and aerial map.  From a 3

literal perspective, the fact that the ID-2 4

potential uses would be near to the residential 5

areas could make Criterion 3 as not being met.6

But, there are several other factors that could 7

be considered, as well.  First, the size of the 8

parcel is approximately 188 acres which could 9

provide adequate screening and enhance buffering 10

standards, given the specific use or use intensity 11

proposed in relationship to the nature and the 12

density of adjoining uses.  Equally important is the 13

industrial land uses and zoning designations on the 14

south side of Becks Lake Road.  This could be 15

advantageous due to the fact that there are similar 16

like uses and are in close proximity to one another 17

and are confined to one area; henceforth, this could 18

help reduce or negate any invasive impact on the 19

surrounding area. 20

Criterion (4), changed conditions.  On December 21

16, 2011, the County received approval of a Large 22

Scale Map Amendment (2011-02) from the DEO approving 23

the adoption of a Future Land Use change from Mixed 24

Use Suburban to Mixed Use Urban.  Based upon DEO 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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approval, the Board of County Commissioner adopted 1

the Future Land Use change Ordinance on January 19, 2

2012.  Additionally, the BCC on December 3rd, 2011 3

approved a petition to vacate various Rights-of-Way 4

in the Leonard Tracts Subdivision, which were within 5

the parcel in question.  However, it must be noted 6

that the FLU amendment approved by DEO and the BCC 7

was based upon a specific type of light industrial 8

land uses that was germane to the FLU amendment 9

being approved and adopted.10

Also, on January 5th, 2012, the BCC adopted a 11

Small Scale Map Amendment.  Future Land Use changed 12

from Mixed Use Suburban to Industrial Future Land 13

Use.  This amendment change is located at the corner 14

of Highway 29 and Becks Lake Road, extending east to 15

Stone Lake Boulevard which is within the industrial 16

park area.  This Industrial Future Land Use change, 17

from Mixed Use Suburban to Industrial will allow for 18

heavy industrial type uses, ID-2 zoning, as 19

mentioned in Criterion I.  20

In a like manner, the intent of the Industrial 21

future land use category is to allow for industrial 22

developments that are deemed to be compatible with 23

the adjacent or nearby properties.  In granting 24

approval for the Small Scale Amendment, it was 25
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deemed to be compatible with the adjacent 1

properties.2

Based upon all the facts presented above, and 3

as stated in Criterion (1), the Mixed Use Urban FLU 4

does allow for ID-1, light industrial type uses.  5

And it appears that the changing conditions 6

surrounding the subject parcels are allowing for 7

industrial type uses and operations within close 8

proximity to one another.9

Criterion (5) effects on the natural 09:07AM 10

environment.  According to the National Wetland 11

Inventory, approximately 47 acres of wetlands and 12

hydric soils were indicated on the subject property. 13

When applicable, further review during the site plan 14

review process will be necessary to determine if 15

there would be any significant adverse impact on the 16

natural environment. 17

Criterion (6), Development Patterns.  In the 18

final analysis, it appears that there is an emerging 19

land use pattern of industrial type uses within the 20

vicinity of the subject parcel.  The existing land 21

uses, the existing zoning, the changing conditions 22

that include the Large Scale and the Small Scale 23

Amendment and the close proximity of the light and 24

heavy industrial uses are contributing factors to 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

24

the developing land use pattern within the general 1

area.  From the factors cited above, Staff agrees 2

that the proposed amendment could result in a 3

logical and orderly development with careful site 4

planning, adequate buffering standards, and a strict 5

adherence to all the applicable regulations. 6

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, questions for 7

Staff?     8

MR. TATE:  I have a question.9

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Tate.09:08AM 10

MR. TATE:  In reference to Criterion 1, 11

consistency with the Comp Plan, and Criterion 2 12

consistency with the Land Development Code.  In 13

Criterion 1 in your findings you refer to ID-2 as 14

cumulative in nature.  And then in Criterion 2, 09:08AM 15

dealing with the Land Development Code, you refer to 16

it as noncumulative in nature.  17

MR. JONES:  For the residential land uses.18

MR. TATE:  Okay.  So specific to -- 19

MR. JONES:  Specifically for the residential 09:09AM 20

components.21

MR. BRISKE:  My question is this:  Typically, 22

the Staff give us a very clear position.  The 23

wording that we have here is Staff finds consistency 24

with Criterion 2 could be met.  Now, as we know, 09:09AM 25
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it's the Applicant's burden to prove that he meets 1

these criteria.  It almost like it's kind of a hedge 2

here.  What is the position of the Staff?  I think 3

we need to have a clear answer.  I mean, I 4

understand the complexities of it, but you see what 09:09AM 5

I'm getting at here.  Because we're relying on the 6

Findings-of-Fact, and Mr. Page is relying on them.  7

Maybe you could elaborate.8

MR. JONES:  Well, with all of the things that 9

have taken place in that specific location, and with 09:10AM 10

that residential land uses that are there, 11

basically, it's going to be up to the Planning Board 12

to make that decision.  We presented the facts and 13

we -- what we are allowing the Planning Board to 14

present, to make that determination on whether or 09:10AM 15

not you would meet Criterion 2 or not, because there 16

are some issues that have to be addressed.  17

MR. TATE:  Let me ask you this:  And this is in 18

reference, I guess, to Criterion 1 and 2 involving 19

the future land use currently in use and all that.  09:10AM 20

If a decision was made and we chose to move this to 21

ID-2, that does not automatically give that 22

landowner the right of use of everything within 23

ID-2?  24

MR. JONES:  Yes, it does.09:10AM 25
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MR. TATE:  It still does.  It's still not 1

controlled by -- there's still control factors in 2

ID-2 for placement for -- I mean, any number of 3

things that have to be in place, setbacks, fencing, 4

I mean, you know, a big hole in the ground.  There 09:11AM 5

are controls in place.  But outside of those things 6

that we deal with in regard to like a borrow pit, 7

it's open game, is that what you're saying?  8

MR. JONES:  All of the uses that are allowed in 9

ID-2 could go on that property.  They are allowable 09:11AM 10

uses, yes, sir.11

MR. BRISKE:  Could we bring up the allowable 12

uses on the screen, please.  I understand your 13

question.  I would just remind the Board that 14

because of the way this is written on these 09:11AM 15

criterion where there's not a final answer, we will 16

have to wordsmith and create the finding that you're 17

going to make your motion on so that we can show 18

competent and substantial evidence.  19

Mr. Page, I'm going to give you an opportunity 09:12AM 20

to come up and address any of these issues, if you 21

would like to, to make the Board more comfortable 22

with Criterion 1 and 2, if you would like to.  23

Because I believe you said that you were accepting 24

the Staff's findings.  However, the Staff's 09:12AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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findings, to me, are not necessarily conclusive.  1

They're leaving it up to the Board.2

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, my comments would 3

probably be more detailed and limited to the use 4

that's being proposed by International Paper, now 09:12AM 5

Florida Figure 8.  Their preference is to have a 6

spin off spur just north of the Becks Lake Road 7

intersection.  It would turn back to the east and to 8

the south of that between this railroad spur and 9

Becks Lake Road.  Their proposals are to put a 09:13AM 10

number of large dock high, or in this case, rail 11

high warehousing and lay down area.  It would then 12

turn north and they would do the same thing on the 13

easterly and westerly side.  14

But I agree with Mr. Tate's inquiry.  Whatever 09:13AM 15

is proposed, there are additional criteria that have 16

to be met, and that's generally regulated at the 17

Development and Review Board.  How comfortable the 18

Board would be in view of all the things that are 19

allowed under ID-2, the only thing I can do is offer 09:13AM 20

what they are proposing to do with the property.  21

Certainly, there are buffering.  There are 22

ingress/egress concerns that have to be addressed in 23

detail.  And those types of things are roughly 24

identified in the sketch that they have for 09:13AM 25
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developing the property.  1

My reading of the Staff findings was basically 2

that we do comply, but there's going to be a lot of 3

detailed investigation and review once these 4

specific set of plans come in for that.  And once 09:14AM 5

those specific plans then come in, I think that's 6

where the could be in compliance would come into 7

play.  8

I can appreciate the Staff's position on this, 9

not knowing anything other than ID-2.  And we're 09:14AM 10

going to get into that more, perhaps, a little later 11

in the next application that the Board is going to 12

review.  13

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, I will say that this 14

Board has wrestled with site specific projects, 09:14AM 15

because as you know, our responsibility is to look 16

at everything that could be a permitted use in 17

there.  18

MR. PAGE:  I understand.19

MR. BRISKE:  So discussing what your intended 09:14AM 20

use is going to be, we understand that, but we, of 21

course, can't consider that because we have to look 22

at everything that is a permitted use.  23

Did you have any other questions for the Staff 24

before we go on to any public questions?  09:15AM 25
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MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, the only other thing 1

that I would have offered would probably have been a 2

better inventory of all of the uses that are across 3

or on the south side of Becks Lake Road.  The 4

comment from Staff was that there are related 09:15AM 5

issues.  There is an asphalt plant.  There is a 6

million gallon plus deep water well pump by ECUA.7

MR. BRISKE:  Why don't we do this, Mr. Page.  8

Staff, would you bring up the surrounding use map.  9

Mr. Page, this way you can get it on the record and 09:15AM 10

tell us exactly what we're looking at here.  11

MR. TATE:  Also, just as clarification, too, 12

Horace, the difference being that these have an 13

industrial future land use or not?  14

MR. JONES:  I believe they do.  I believe they 09:15AM 15

do, Mr. Tate.  We can find that out, but I believe 16

there -- 17

MR. TATE:  I think that's important to know.  18

MS. SINDEL:  Is it kind of -- 19

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, what's shown here 09:16AM 20

is -- 21

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Folks, hold on just a 22

moment.  As you know, we have a court reporter 23

trying to record verbatim what everyone is saying, 24

so let's go one at a time.  Mr. Page, you have the 09:16AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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floor.  Ms. Sindel, I'll let you have a comment here 1

in just a moment.  Go ahead, Mr. Page.  2

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, I was simply going to 3

point out that the very corner, the southeast corner 4

of Becks Lake Road, the new purple area there is 09:16AM 5

what has just been sold to Roads, Inc.  I think 6

they're in the process now of developing that into 7

an extension of their heavy asphalt facility, which 8

is the long piece of purple colored just to the 9

south of the 500 foot boundary line.  09:16AM 10

Right across the street from that on Becks Lake 11

Road, which is not shown industrial, is the pumping 12

operation of the Escambia County Utility Authority.  13

They have a considerable amount, Mr. Chairman, of 14

control over what goes in across the way because of 09:17AM 15

the protection of flume that they have for that cone 16

of area where they pick the water up.  So that goes 17

back to Mr. Tate's inquiry earlier.  That is 18

probably the strongest thing that will have to be 19

complied with in that area.  They could meet all of 09:17AM 20

these other things, but the number of things that 21

can actually be placed in there are going to be 22

further limited by that location of that pumping 23

well, which is right across the street probably no 24

more than 100 feet or so from the southerly boundary 09:17AM 25
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line.  1

So the idea that something could go in there 2

where they have chemicals and oils and other 3

petroleum things that may have a chance to get on 4

the ground, I think the ECUA requirements would 09:17AM 5

simply not allow those types of things, or make the 6

protective measures that go in there so expensive it 7

just wouldn't be considered as a practical matter to 8

go in there.  9

So there are other things that would limit the 09:18AM 10

activities under that ID-2, simply the same way it 11

used to be under C-2 with the location of a church 12

and a liquor store and that type of thing from other 13

types of unrelated activities.  14

So simply to say ID-2 has everything they can 09:18AM 15

do, I think it's simply narrowed down by the number 16

of other constraints that they would have to comply 17

with.  18

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Ms. Sindel and then Mr. 19

Tate.  09:18AM 20

MS. SINDEL:  My question was answered.  21

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Mr. Tate.  22

MR. TATE:  It's a little bit of an inquiry to 23

the County's side.  I understand the Future Land Use 24

Industrial and now the allowable industrial uses.  I 09:18AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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simply don't have any issue with the ID-2 where it's 1

at, but it's the flip side of it, the agreement with 2

the Future Land Use.  Why are we not looking at -- 3

and I know some of this goes back to the 4

applicant -- a future land use amendment and then a 09:19AM 5

-- 6

MR. JONES:  If you look at the changed 7

conditions, when they came in they applied for -- it 8

was -- that yellow area was Mixed Use Suburban.  9

MR. TATE:  Right.  09:19AM 10

MR. JONES:  And at the time when they changed 11

to Mixed Use Urban for the large scale, based upon 12

with the intent on it was more specific on what they 13

wanted to do.  And that Mixed Use Urban did allow 14

for light industrial type land uses, so they did 09:19AM 15

come in at about a year ago, I believe -- 16

MR. TATE:  To make that change.  17

MR. JONES:  -- to make that change for light 18

industrial based upon the specific type of 19

development that they would -- that was going to be 09:19AM 20

built.  And during the large scale and small scale 21

map amendment process, we are more specific.  So, 22

therefore, they decided that Mixed Use Urban could 23

meet the need for that particular development that 24

they were asking for.09:20AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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MR. TATE:  Without getting too deep into the 1

site specific use, I mean both C-2 and ID-1 allow 2

for warehousing without outside storage; is that 3

correct, or is there outside storage allowed in both 4

with proper screening?  09:20AM 5

MR. JONES:  C-2, it does.  C-2 does allow for 6

outside storage.  When you get into ID-1, the intent 7

for it is to be limited to certain type of uses, but 8

it says specifically that it's meant to be on the 9

inside.  You can have outside for ID-1, but there 09:20AM 10

are specifically buffering standards.  11

MR. TATE:  The work.  Whatever is going on is 12

meant to go on inside, I understand that.13

MS. DAVIS:  One more question.  In this case 14

what they were looking at is ID-1; is that right?  09:21AM 15

MR. JONES:  Yes.16

MS. DAVIS:  Not ID-2?  17

MR. JONES:  Not ID-2.  That case for Mixed Use 18

Urban was specifically for ID-1.19

MR. TATE:  Mr. Page, understanding what's 09:21AM 20

requested today, we've got to ask the simple 21

question, could the applicant do what they needed to 22

do in an ID-1 situation?  Understanding they 23

requested ID-2, I mean, I understand what's been 24

requested.  09:21AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, one of the uses -- and 1

I realize we're getting specific here, but just to 2

give you some background -- is for a pipe 3

remanufacturing operation, where they go out to 4

Monsanto and take down a 300 foot section of pipe 09:21AM 5

that's got valves and types of the things in it and 6

bring in another one and simply replace it all in 7

the same day.  That type of thing has to be laid out 8

and welded on the outside.  As a result of that type 9

of activity, the ID-2 seemed to be the thing that 09:22AM 10

they had to have in order for that type of activity 11

to take place.12

MR. TATE:  Understood.  13

MR. BRISKE:  Horace, when you were discussing 14

the Large Scale Amendment that was done in October, 09:22AM 15

I believe I remember you saying something that there 16

were some limitations placed on that.  Could you 17

cover that again?  18

MR. JONES:  For the Large Scale, they have to 19

present some type of plan.  And in that plan it 09:22AM 20

showed ID-1 type of uses.  We have to take a look 21

at -- we have to look at the surrounding properties.  22

Tallahassee requires us to look at urban sprawl.  We 23

have to look at the concurrency requirements.  And 24

we have to have an environmental survey.  It goes up 09:23AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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to those departments in Tallahassee.  And based upon 1

what was submitted with that plan, DEO and the Board 2

of County Commissioners granted approval based upon 3

the specifics of that plan.  DEP has to look at the 4

state.  Even the Department of Agriculture looked at 09:23AM 5

it because it had to go to Tallahassee.  And all of 6

them agreed that that could be allowed for those 7

ID-1 -- which ID-1 allows for light industrial type 8

land uses.  9

And also for the record, we want to state that 09:23AM 10

even when we met with the Applicant for the Large 11

Scale Map Amendment, we told them options of I or 12

Mixed Use Urban.  And they stated that, well, for 13

what we want to do, Mixed Use Urban could work.  So 14

that's why we proceeded with the Mixed Use Urban 09:23AM 15

based upon what they presented to us.16

MR. TATE:  That applicant is a different 17

applicant today?  18

MR. JONES:  I believe Mr. Page could have 19

the -- 09:24AM 20

MR. TATE:  I mean was it International then or 21

was it the holding company then?  22

MR. JONES:  It was Figure 8.  It was the 23

company that's requesting a rezoning today.  24

MR. STITT:  Mr. Chairman.09:24AM 25

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

MR. STITT:  Just a question on the location.  2

Is this part of the sector plan or east of it?  3

MR. JONES:  No, it's not.4

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  At this time I do not have 09:24AM 5

anyone signed up from the public to speak.  Is there 6

anyone from the public that wishes to speak on this 7

matter today?  Yes, ma'am.  8

AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I didn't file a form to speak 9

but I do live right there next to where it is.  09:24AM 10

MR. BRISKE:  Ma'am, we'll have to have you fill 11

out a form and come forward and be sworn in, please.  12

While she's getting that, let me let you know, 13

for those members of the public who wish to speak on 14

this matter, please note that the Planning Board 09:10AM 15

bases its decisions on the criteria and exceptions 16

described in Section 2.0802D of the Escambia County 17

Land Development Code.  During our deliberations, 18

the Planning Board will not consider general 19

statements of support or opposition.  Accordingly, 09:10AM 20

please limit your testimony to the criteria and 21

exceptions described in Section 2.0802D.  22

Please also note that only those individuals 23

who are present and give testimony on the record 24

before this hearing of the Planning Board will be 09:11AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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allowed to speak at the subsequent hearing before 1

the Board of County Commissioners.  2

MR. GOODLOE:  Mr. Chairman.  3

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  4

MR. GOODLOE:  I do have a question for the 09:25AM 5

Staff.  Is there no opportunity here under ID-1 for 6

conditional uses to meet the requirements as desired 7

by the Applicant?  8

MR. JONES:  Let's have Staff pull up the ID-1 9

and take a look at it.  As you can see on the board, 09:26AM 10

those are the only conditional uses that are allowed 11

in the ID-1 category.12

MR. GOODLOE:  And you did discuss with the 13

Applicant exactly what they wanted to do and it 14

would not fit into any of those?  09:26AM 15

MR. JONES:  Yes, sir.  We had a good 16

conversation with them when this project first got 17

started.18

MR. TATE:  I guess to be -- can you roll back 19

to C-2.  09:27AM 20

MR. BRISKE:  You don't wish to speak at this 21

time?  22

AUDIENCE MEMBER:  No.  23

MR. BRISKE:  Is there anyone else who wishes to 24

speak on this matter?  All right.  I'll hereby close 09:27AM 25
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the public comment portion of the hearing.  1

Mr. Tate, did you have a specific question on 2

this one?  3

MR. TATE:  No.  I wanted to look at the uses 4

and get a better understanding going back to the C-2 09:27AM 5

and different type of manufacturing, and outside 6

uses, actually.  7

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, your closing statements, 8

please.  9

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, after hearing some 09:27AM 10

discussion among the Board members and their 11

concerns, I think the client would rather have ID-1 12

as a consideration, and something more perhaps 13

reachable than the discussion I've heard here this 14

morning requesting and ID-2.  So we would change our 09:28AM 15

request then from ID-2 to ID-1.16

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Mr. Page, I see our 17

attorney here getting -- I'm sure there's some 18

concerns about the Findings-of-Fact being changed.  19

MR. WEST:  Yes.  I think you probably need to 09:28AM 20

give Staff a few minutes to reevaluate their 21

findings given this change in the request to see 22

what those -- how each of the findings for each of 23

the criteria would change under an ID-1 analysis.24

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  09:28AM 25
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39
MR. TATE:  Horace just told us it was all good 1

under ID-1 a minute ago.  But if we could get 2

something that we could rely on as a 3

Findings-of-Fact, that would be great.  4

And then, also -- I mean, I just don't have any 09:29AM 5

problem with an ID-2 use.  And I would have a 6

problem voting on where it's at today.  But I don't 7

know if the Applicant would ever consider the next 8

step if that was necessary to get that future land 9

use changed.  It's kind of a four step process at 09:29AM 10

that point.  11

MR. PAGE:  If that's a question, Mr. Chairman, 12

our response would be to consider the ID-1.13

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Based on that information, 14

the Applicant has formally changed his request to an 09:29AM 15

ID-1.  16

We're going to go ahead and take a 10 minute 17

recess here.  Come back in at 9:30 to give the Staff 18

an opportunity to change the findings and update 19

them, please.  So we'll adjourn here and come back 09:29AM 20

at 9:30.  21

(Break). 22

MR. BRISKE:  I would like to call back to order 23

of the Planning Board rezoning hearing on Case 24

Z-2012-08.  And we were asking for some updated 09:39AM 25
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Findings-of-Fact.  So does Staff have that for us?  1

MR. JONES:  Yes, sir.  On Criterion 1, by 2

changing the request to -- the rezoning request to 3

ID-1, Staff finds that Mixed Use Urban, the ID-1 4

request, is consistent with allowable uses for light 09:40AM 5

industrial and Mixed Use Urban.  6

Criterion 2, again, with all of the issues with 7

Criterion 2, Staff finds that that ID-1 could be met 8

for Criterion 2.  9

Within the compatible surrounding uses, Mixed 09:40AM 10

Use Urban does allow for residential as well as -- 11

ID-1, Staff finds compatible with the surrounding 12

uses.  13

Changed conditions.  By making the change to 14

ID-1, all of those things with the Large Scale and 09:40AM 15

the Small Scale Map Amendment that was already 16

approved for another use going across the street 17

from Becks Lake, Staff finds that that could be met, 18

as well.  19

And the last one, the final analysis.  There's 09:41AM 20

a development trend for ID-1 and industrial type 21

uses in the area.22

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Board members, any 23

questions of the updated Findings-of-Fact?  24

MR. TATE:  Really, just whether Mr. Page agrees 09:41AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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with them?  1

MR. PAGE:  Yes, we do.2

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page acknowledged he does.  3

Pleasure of the Board.  Further discussion or the 4

Chair will entertain a motion.09:41AM 5

MS. DAVIS:  I would like to place a motion, 6

please.  I move that we grant the Petitioner's 7

request for a change in zoning from VAG-1 to ID-1  8

together with Staff's findings and accept the 9

findings of the Staff, I should say.09:41AM 10

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, Ms. Davis.  11

Mr. West.  12

MR. WEST:  So it's clear on the record, if you 13

could just include in the motion that it's the 14

revised findings that Mr. Jones has presented.09:42AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  Ms. Davis.16

MS. DAVIS:  I recommend that we accept the 17

revised findings of the Staff on zoning Case 18

Z-2012-08 requesting VAG-1 to ID-1.19

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you for the motion.  Do I 09:42AM 20

have a second?  21

MR. TATE:  Second.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Seconded by Mr. Tate.  Any 23

discussion?  All those in favor, say aye. 24

(Board members vote.) 08:35AM 25
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MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  1

(None.)2

MR. BRISKE:  Motion carries unanimously.  All 3

right.  4

  *********************************5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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       CASE: Z-2012-091

2
APPLICANT: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Rick Evans, 3
Owner 
ADDRESS: 2006 Border Street 4
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023 
FUTURE LAND USE: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban 5
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 3 
OVERLAY AREA: Englewood Redevelopment Area 6

FROM: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District, 7
(cumulative) High Density
ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no residential 8
uses allowed)

9
TO: ID-2, General Industrial District (noncumulative)

10

11

MR. BRISKE:  Our next case is case Z-2012-09.  12
And this is a request from R-5, Urban Residential, 13
Limited Office District High Density ID-1 to ID-2, 14
General Industrial District.  09:43AM 15

Members of the Board, has there been any 16
ex parte communication between you, the Applicant, 17
the Applicant's agents, attorneys, witnesses, fellow 18
Planning Board members or anyone from the general 19
public prior to this hearing?  I'll also ask if you 08:56AM 20
visited the subject site.  And please disclose if 21
you are a relative or a business associate of the 22
Applicant or the Applicant's agent.  23

Starting with Mr. Stitt.  24
MR. STITT:  Mr. Chairman, no to all the above.  08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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MS. HIGHTOWER:  None to all the above.1

MR. GOODLOE:  No ex parte or relation to the 2

owners, but I have visited the site.3

MR. WOODWARD:  No to all of the above.4

MR. BRISKE:  The Chairman, no to all of the 08:51AM 5

above.6

MR. TATE:  No to all of the above.7

MS. DAVIS:  No to all of the above.8

MR. WINGATE:  I am familiar with the property.  9

I just drove by to observe.08:51AM 10

MS. SINDEL:  No to all of the above.11

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Staff, was there a 12

notice of hearing sent to all the interested 13

parties?  14

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir, it was.  08:51AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  And was that notice of 16

the hearing also posted on the subject property?  17

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir.18

MR. BRISKE:  If there are no objections by Mr. 19

Page, we'll have the Staff present the maps and the 08:51AM 20

photographs.  21

MR. LEMOS:  Juan Lemos, Escambia County 22

Planners.  23

The locational wetlands map is up on your 24

screen showing the location of the parcel with no 09:44AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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Planning Board-Rezoning  Revised Findings 5. A.            
Meeting 
Date: 

05/14/2012                                                            

CASE : Z-2012-08                                                                              
 APPLICANT:  Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Figure 8 

Florida,LLC.  
        ADDRESS:  200 Becks Lake Rd  
        PROPERTY REFERENCE 
NO.:  

11-1N-31-1000-002-001 
  

FUTURE LAND USE:  MU-U, Mixed-Use Urban   

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT:  5   

OVERLAY AREA:  NA  
        BCC MEETING DATE:  06/28/2012    

 

Information   
SUBMISSION DATA:   
REQUESTED REZONING: 
 
FROM: VAG-1, Village Agricultural District (5 du per 100 acres on one-acre 
parcels) 
 
TO: ID-2, General Industrial (noncumulative) ID-1, Light Industrial District 
(cumulative)

 

 
 
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) 

 

CRITERION (1)   
Consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Comprehensive Plan Policy (CPP)FLU 1.1.1 Development Consistency. 
New development and redevelopment in unincorporated Escambia County shall 
be consistent with the Escambia County Comprehensive Plan and the Future 
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Land Use Map (FLUM).  
 
CPP FLU 1.3.1 Future Land Use Categories.  The Mixed-Use Urban (MU-U) 
Future Land Use (FLU) category is intended for an intense mix of residential and 
nonresidential uses while promoting compatible infill development and the 
separation of urban and suburban land uses within the category as a whole. 
Range of allowable uses include: Residential, Retail and Services, Professional 
Office, Light Industrial, Recreational Facilities, Public and Civic. The minimum 
residential density is 3.5 dwelling units per acre and the maximum residential 
density is 25 dwelling units per acre. 
  
CPP FLU 1.5.3 New Development and Redevelopment in Built Areas. To 
promote the efficient use of existing public roads, utilities and service 
infrastructure, the County will encourage redevelopment in underutilized 
properties to maximize development densities and intensities located in the 
Mixed Use-Suburban, Mixed Use-Urban, Commercial and Industrial Future Land 
Use districts categories (with the exception of residential development).  
 
FINDINGS 
 
As stated above in CPP FLU 1.3.1, Mixed Use Urban category, does allow for 
intense residential uses and non-residential uses (commercial) for compatible 
infill development. Furthermore, the range of uses extends from residential to 
light-industrial. Staff concurs that the cumulative nature of the ID-2 1 zoning 
category does allow for light industrial which is specifically mentioned in MU-U. 
However, the allowable uses within the ID-2 zoning category extend beyond 
light-industrial. As a matter of fact, the allowable uses of ID-2 include heavy 
industrial land uses, highly intense manufacturing and processing operations, 
construction/heavy equipment operations, and other equivalent concentrations 
of potential noxious uses (see Criterion 2 for the list proposed uses in ID-2). In 
contrast, staff Staff agrees that the parcel in question is served by existing utility 
connections and roads that can support the proposed allowable uses of ID-2 1 
as required by Comprehensive Policy 1.5.3. Nevertheless, the Based upon the 
Comprehensive Policy 1.3.1 as written, staff concedes that the existing future 
land use designation of MU-U is not consistent with the proposed rezoning 
request of ID-21. 

CRITERION (2)   
Consistent with The Land Development 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. 
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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.  The 
intent and purpose of VAG-2 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. 
 
LDC 6.05.19. ID-2 General Industrial District (noncumulative). 
A. Intent and purpose. This district is intended to accommodate industrial uses 
which cannot 
satisfy the highest level of performance standards. It is designed to 
accommodate 
manufacturing, processing, fabrication, and other activities which can only 
comply with minimal 
performance standards. No residential development is permitted in this district, 
thereby insuring 
adequate area for industrial activities. Community facilities and trade 
establishments that provide 
needed services to industrial development also may be accommodated in this 
district. 
All industrial development, redevelopment, or expansion must be consistent with 
the locational 
criteria in the Comprehensive Plan (Policies 7.A.4.13){FLU 1.1.10} and in Article 
7. Refer to 
Article 11 for uses allowed in ID-1, light industrial areas located in the 
Airport/Airfield Environs. 
For permitted uses in ID-2 zoning category see LDC 6.05.19.B. 
 
LDC 7.20.07. Industrial Locational Criteria (ID-CP, ID-1, ID-2). 

1. Industrial uses shall be located so that the negative impacts of industrial land 
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uses on the functions of natural systems shall, as a first priority, be avoided. 
When impacts are unavoidable, those impacts shall be minimized. 
2. Sites for industrial development shall be accessible to essential public and 
private facilities and services at the levels of service adopted in the 
Comprehensive Plan. 
3. New industrial uses in the MU-1, AA-13, and AA-15 categories may be 
permitted provided such use conforms to the permitted uses listed in the ID-CP 
and ID-1 zoning categories. Industrial and MU-6 categories allow all types of 
industrial uses. 
4. Sites for industrial uses shall be located with convenient access to the labor 
supply, raw material sources and market areas. 
5. New industrial uses shall be located on parcels of land large enough to 
adequately support the type of industrial development proposed and minimize 
any adverse impacts upon surrounding properties. Compatibility of land uses 
shall be ensured consistent with Comprehensive Plan Policy 7.A.3.8. 
6. These industrial locational criteria apply to those future land use categories 
where industrial development is permitted and does not provide or permit 
industrial land uses in those categories that do not provide for such uses. 
 
FINDINGS 
 
As referenced in the LDC regulations cited above, the intent, purpose, and the 
allowable uses differ greatly from VAG-1 to ID-21. In fact, ID-2 1 is a non-
cumulative zoning district with the intent to foster and maintain separation of 
heavy industrial type uses from residential uses because of the litany of potential 
use conflicts. If the proposed rezoning request is approved, there are various 
regulations within the Land Development Code as well as other State and 
Federal regulations that must be adhered to in order to maintain separation and 
reduce or minimize the potential use conflicts.  
 
Additionally, Article 7.20.07 cited above must be reviewed to ensure appropriate 
location and compatibility with adjacent land uses. In this case, the subject 
parcel runs East along Beck’s Lake Road and North along a railroad to the east 
of Highway 95A. From what is on the ground and the existing road network in 
place, this provision is deemed to be in compliance at this level. If any future 
development is proposed, the locational criteria stated above will be reviewed for 
site design standards, accessibility to public and private service/facilities, and 
adverse impacts on surrounding areas at the time of the site plan review 
process. 
 
In consideration of all the regulations cited above and the facts presented, staff 
finds consistency with Criterion 2 could be met. 
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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 
 
Within the 500’ radius impact area, staff observed the following zoning districts: 
V-3, V-4, VR-1, VR-2, VAG-1, VAG-2, ID-1 and ID-2. With the exception of a few 
vacant parcels and the existing industrial site area on the south side of Beck’s 
Lake Road, it appears that a majority of the surrounding parcels have existing 
residential uses; furthermore, it must be noted that the parcel in question is 
adjacent to a residential neighborhood (please see ELU and Aerial map). From a 
literal perspective, the fact that the ID-2 1 potential uses would be near to the 
residential areas could make Criterion 3 as not being met.  
 
But, there are several other factors that could be considered as well. First, the 
size of parcel is approximately 188 acres+/ which could provide adequate 
screening and enhance buffering standards, given the specific use or use 
intensity proposed in relationship to the nature and density of adjoining uses. 
Equally important is the industrial land uses and zoning designations on the 
south side Beck’s Lake Road. This could be advantageous due to the fact that 
the similar like uses are in close proximity to one another and are contained to 
one area; henceforth, this could help reduce or negate any invasive impact on 
the surrounding area. 

 

CRITERION (4)   
Changed conditions

 

. 
Whether and the extent to which there are any changed conditions that impact 
the amendment or property(s). 
 
FINDINGS 
 
On December 16, 2011, the County received approval of a Large Scale 
Amendment (CPA 2011-02) from the Department of Economic Opportunity 
(DEO) approving the adoption of a Future Land Use change from Mixed-Use 
Suburban (MU-S) to Mixed-Use Urban. Based upon DEO approval, the Board of 
County Commissioner adopted the Future Land Use change Ordinance on Jan. 
19, 2012.  Additionally, the BCC on November 3, 2011 approved a petition to 
vacate various Rights-of-Way in the Leonard Tracts Subdivision, which were 
within the parcel in question.  However, it must be noted that FLU amendment 
approval by DEO and the BCC was based upon a “specific type of light- 
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industrial land use” that was germane to the FLU amendment being 
approved and adopted.  
Also, on Jan. 5, 2012, the BCC adopted a Small Scale Amendment (SSA 2012-
01) Future Land Use change from Mixed-Use Suburban to Industrial Future 
Land Use.  This amendment change is located at the corner of Highway 29 and 
Becks Lake Road, extending east to Stone Lake Blvd which is within the 
industrial park area.  This Industrial Future Land Use change, from MU-S to 
Industrial, will allow for heavy industrial type uses (ID-2 zoning) as mentioned in 
Criterion I. In like manner, the intent of the Industrial future land use category is 
to allow for industrial developments that are deemed to be compatible with 
adjacent or nearby properties. In granting approval for the Small Scale 
Amendment, it was deemed to be compatible with the adjacent properties.  
 
Based upon all the facts presented above, and as stated in Criterion 1, the 
Mixed Use Urban FLU does allow for ID-1—light industrial type uses and it 
appears that the changing conditions surrounding the subject parcel are allowing 
for industrial type uses and operations within close proximity to one another. 

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, approximately 47 (+/-) acres of 
wetlands and hydric soils were indicated on the subject property. When 
applicable, further review during the site plan review 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 
  
In the final analysis, it appears that there is an emerging land use pattern of 
industrial type uses within the vicinity of the subject parcel. The existing land 
uses, the existing zoning, the changing conditions that include the Large and 
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Small Scale Amendment, and the close proximity of the light and heavy 
industrial uses are contributing factors to the developing land use pattern within 
the general area. From the factors cited above, staff agrees that the proposed 
amendment could result in a logical and orderly development with careful site 
planning, adequate buffering standards, and strict adherence to all the 
applicable regulations. 

      
Attachments 
Z-2012-08  
Vacation Information  
DEO NOI  
Comp Plan Amendment Staff Analysis
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Planning Board-Rezoning   5. A.           
Meeting Date: 05/14/2012  

CASE : Z-2012-08

APPLICANT: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page,
Agent for Figure 8
Florida,LLC. 

ADDRESS: 200 Becks Lake Rd 

PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 11-1N-31-1000-002-001  

FUTURE LAND USE: MU-U, Mixed-Use Urban  

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5  

OVERLAY AREA: NA 

BCC MEETING DATE: 06/28/2012 

Information
SUBMISSION DATA:
REQUESTED REZONING:

FROM: VAG-1, Village Agricultural District

TO: ID-2, General Industrial (non-cumulative)

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)

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

Comprehensive Plan FLU 1.1.1 Development Consistency. New development and
redevelopment in unincorporated Escambia County shall be consistent with the Escambia
County Comprehensive Plan and the Future Land Use Map (FLUM). 

CPP 1.3.1 Future Land Use Categories.  The Mixed-Use Urban (MU-U) Future Land Use
(FLU) category is intended for an intense mix of residential and nonresidential uses while
promoting compatible infill development and the separation of urban and suburban land uses
within the category as a whole. Range of allowable uses include: Residential, Retail and
Services, Professional Office, Light Industrial, Recreational Facilities, Public and Civic. The
minimum residential density is 3.5 dwelling units per acre and the maximum residential density
is 25 dwelling units per acre.
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CPP 1.5.3 New Development and Redevelopment in Built Areas. To promote the efficient
use of existing public roads, utilities and service infrastructure, the County will encourage
redevelopment in underutilized properties to maximize development densities and intensities
located in the Mixed Use-Suburban, Mixed Use-Urban, Commercial and Industrial Future Land
Use districts categories (with the exception of residential development). 

FINDINGS

As stated above in CPP 1.3.1, Mixed Use Urban category, does allow for intense residential
uses and non-residential uses (commercial) for compatible infill development. Furthermore, the
range of uses extends from residential to light-industrial. Staff concurs that the cumulative nature
of the ID-2 zoning category does allow for light industrial which is specifically mentioned in
MU-U. However, the allowable uses within the ID-2 zoning category extend beyond
light-industrial. As a matter of fact, the allowable uses of ID-2 include heavy industrial land uses,
highly intense manufacturing and processing operations, construction/heavy equipment
operations, and other equivalent concentrations of potential noxious uses (see Criterion 2 for
the list proposed uses in ID-2). In contrast, staff agrees that the parcel in question is served by
existing utility connections and roads that can support the proposed allowable uses of ID-2 as
required by Comprehensive Policy 1.5.3. Nevertheless, the primary issue is consistency with the
MU-U and the proposed uses of ID-2 as previously mentioned. Based upon the Comprehensive
Policy 1.3.1 as written, staff concedes that the existing future land use designation of MU-U  is
not consistent with proposed rezoning request of ID-2.

CRITERION (2)
Consistent with The Land Development 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.

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.  The intent and purpose of VAG-2 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.

6.05.19. ID-2 General Industrial District (noncumulative).
A. Intent and purpose. This district is intended to accommodate industrial uses which cannot
satisfy the highest level of performance standards. It is designed to accommodate
manufacturing, processing, fabrication, and other activities which can only comply with minimal
performance standards. No residential development is permitted in this district, thereby insuring
adequate area for industrial activities. Community facilities and trade establishments that provide
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needed services to industrial development also may be accommodated in this district.
All industrial development, redevelopment, or expansion must be consistent with the locational
criteria in the Comprehensive Plan (Policies 7.A.4.13){FLU 1.1.10} and in Article 7. Refer to
Article 11 for uses allowed in ID-1, light industrial areas located in the Airport/Airfield Environs.
For permitted uses in ID-2 zoning category see LDC 6.05.19.B.

7.20.07. Industrial locational criteria (ID-CP, ID-1, ID-2).
1. Industrial uses shall be located so that the negative impacts of industrial land uses on the
functions of natural systems shall, as a first priority, be avoided. When impacts are unavoidable,
those impacts shall be minimized.
2. Sites for industrial development shall be accessible to essential public and private facilities
and services at the levels of service adopted in the Comprehensive Plan.
3. New industrial uses in the MU-1, AA-13, and AA-15 categories may be permitted provided
such use conforms to the permitted uses listed in the ID-CP and ID-1 zoning categories.
Industrial and MU-6 categories allow all types of industrial uses.
4. Sites for industrial uses shall be located with convenient access to the labor supply, raw
material sources and market areas.
5. New industrial uses shall be located on parcels of land large enough to adequately support
the type of industrial development proposed and minimize any adverse impacts upon
surrounding properties. Compatibility of land uses shall be ensured consistent with
Comprehensive Plan Policy 7.A.3.8.
6. These industrial locational criteria apply to those future land use categories where industrial
development is permitted and does not provide or permit industrial land uses in those categories
that do not provide for such uses.

LDC 6.05.19.G Roadway Access. South of Well Line Road, direct access must be provide
from a collector or arterial roadway and such access may be provided by curb cuts on the
collector or arterial roadway.

FINDINGS
As referenced in the LDC regulations cited above, the intent, purpose, and the allowable uses
differ greatly from VAG-1 to ID-2. In fact, ID-2 is a non-cumulative zoning district with the intent
to foster and maintain separation of heavy industrial type uses from residential uses because of
the litany of potential use conflicts. If the proposed rezoning request is approved, there are
various regulations within the Land Development Code as well as other State and Federal
regulations that must be adhered to in order to maintain separation and reduce or minimize the
potential use conflicts. 

Additionally, Article 7.20.07 cited above must be reviewed to ensure appropriate location and
compatibility with adjacent land uses. In this case, the subject parcel runs East along Beck’s
Lake Road and North along a railroad to the East of Highway 95A. From what is on the ground
and the existing road network in place, this provision is deemed to be in compliance at this level.
If any future development is proposed, the locational criteria stated above will be reviewed for
site design standards, accessibility to public and private service/facilities, and adverse impacts
on surrounding areas at the time of the site plan review process.

In consideration of all the regulations cited above and the facts presented, staff finds 
consistency with Criterion 2 could be met. 

CRITERION (3)
Compatible with surrounding uses.
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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

Within the 500’ radius impact area, staff observed the following zoning districts: V-3, V-4, VR-1,
VR-2, VAG-1, VAG-2, ID-1 and ID-2. With the exception of a few vacant parcels and the existing
industrial site area on the south side of Beck’s Lake Road, it appears that a majority of the
surrounding parcels have existing residential uses; furthermore, it must be noted that the parcel
in question is adjacent to residential neighborhood (please see ELU and Aerial map). From a
literal perspective, the fact that the ID-2 potential uses would be near to the residential areas
could make Criterion 3 as not being met. 

But, there are several other factors that could be considered as well. First, the size of parcel is
approximately 188 acres+/ which could provide adequate screening and enhance buffering
standards, given the specific use or use intensity proposed in relationship to the nature and
density of adjoining uses. Equally important is the industrial land uses and zoning designations
on the south side Beck’s Lake Road. This could be advantageous due to the fact that the similar
like uses are in close proximity to one another and are contained to one area; henceforth, this
could help reduce or negate any invasive impact on the surrounding area.

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

FINDINGS

On December 12, 2011, the County received approval of a Large Scale Amendment (CPA
2011-02) from the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) approving the adoption of a
future land use change from Mixed-Use Suburban (MU-S) to Mixed-Use Urban. Based upon
DEO approval of the Future Land Use change, the Board of County Commissioner adopted the
Future Land Use change Ordinance on Jan. 19, 2012. However, it must be noted that FLU
amendment approval by DEO and the BCC was based upon a “specific type of light- industrial
land use” that was germane to the FLU amendment being approved and adopted. As stated in
Criterion 1, the Mixed Use Urban FLU change, which was adopted on Jan. 19, 2012, does allow
for ID-1—light industrial type uses. Additionally, the BCC on November 3, 2011 approved a
petition to vacate various Rights-of-Way in the Leonard Tracts Subdivision, which were within
the parcel in question. 

Also, there was a Small Scale Amendment change (SSA 2012-01) approval by the BCC on Jan.
5, 2012. This amendment change is located at the corner of Highway 29 and Becks Lake Road,
extending east to Stone Lake Blvd which is within the industrial park area. The FLU change was
from MU-Suburban to Industrial Future Land Use. Now, this Industrial Future Land Use change,
from MU-S to Industrial, will allow for heavy industrial type uses (ID-2 zoning) as mentioned in
Criterion I. In like manner, the intent of the Industrial future land use category is to allow for
industrial development that are deemed to be compatible with adjacent or nearby properties. In
granting approval for the Small Scale Amendment, it was deemed to be compatible with the
adjacent properties. 
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Based upon all the facts presented above, it appears that the changing conditions surrounding
the subject parcel are allowing for industrial type uses and operations within close proximity to
one another.

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, approximately 47 (+/-) acres of wetlands and
hydric soils were  indicated on the subject property. When applicable, further review during
the site plan review 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
 
In the final analysis, it appears that there is an emerging land use pattern of industrial type uses
within the vicinity of the subject parcel. The existing land uses, the existing zoning, the changing
conditions that include the Large and Small Scale Amendment, and the close proximity of the
light and heavy industrial uses are contributing factors to the developing land use pattern within
the general area. From the factors cited above, staff agrees that the proposed amendment could
result in a logical and orderly development with careful site planning, adequate buffering
standards, and strict adherence to all the applicable regulations.

Attachments
Z-2012-08
Vacation Information
DEO NOI
Staff Analysis
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LOOKING WEST
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RECEIPT

Development Services Department

Building Inspections Division
3363 West Park Place

Pensacola, Florida, 32505

(850) 595-3550

Molino Office - (850) 587-5770

GELAWRENCashier ID :

04/04/2012Date Issued. : 552579Receipt No. :

Application No. : PRZ120400008

Project Name : Z-2012-08

Method of Payment Reference Document Amount Paid Comment

PAYMENT INFO

Check

$1,050.00001076 App ID : PRZ120400008

$1,050.00 Total Check

Received From :

Total Receipt Amount :

Change Due :

FIGURE 8 FLORIDA LLC

$1,050.00

$0.00

Job AddressBalanceInvoice AmtInvoice #Application #

APPLICATION INFO

200  BECKS LAKE , PENSACOLA, FLPRZ120400008  645710 $0.00 1,050.00

Total Amount : $0.00
Balance Due on this/these 

Application(s) as of 4/4/2012
 1,050.00

Page 1 of 1Receipt.rpt
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LOWERY THOMAS 

1320 E OLIVE RD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32514  

MCCRORY TOMMY R  

563 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MCCRORY JOE JR & CLARA S 

5416 GLASS DR  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505  

LEGASPI EDUARDO T & MAXINE H 

425 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

HATFIELD MARK D & SUL YO 

445 EDEN LANE  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

WILD OAK FARM LTD 

516 LAKEVIEW RD # 8  

CLEARWATER  FL 33756-3302  

FARM HILL LTD 

516 LAKEVIEW RD UNIT 8  

CLEARWATER  FL 33756-3302  

HUELSBECK JOHN W  

121 COUNTRI LN 

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MARABELLA MARGARET STRANZEL 

PO BOX 412  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

KROCHTA GRACE M 

PO BOX 523  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

HUELSBECK RICHARD 

12006 LURAY CT  

LOUISVILLE  KY 40245  

KROCHTA PETER J  

830 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

HABER ELIZABETH A 

808 WATSON AVE  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

KROCHTA MELINDA SUE 

4468 HWY 95A  

MOLINO  FL 32577  

HUELSBECK JOSEPH F JR 

15 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MEREDITH TROY D  

275 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

DAY JAMES D 

361 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

JORDAN WAYNE A & SHIRLEY T 

421 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

HOWELL EUNICE H 

PO BOX 130  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MUSGROVE ROBERT G & ROBERTA  

938 OAK BOWERY RD  

ELLISVILLE  MS 39437  

HALL CHARLES E & DOROTHY H 

53 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

BENSON ELIZABETH W 

1294 HWY 95 A NORTH  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

ARD RUBY ANNETTE LIFE EST  

205 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

PINSON KYLE J & DEBORAH S 

880 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

LEE DAVID E 

850 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

PEEBLES VERNON M LIFE EST 

99 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

THOMAS LARRY & PAMELA ANN 

141 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

STUCKEY SYBIL TRUSTEE 

121 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

SPRING JO ANNE JONES 

PO BOX 776  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

SCHWARTZ DAVID L & MELINDA W 

411 BECK'S LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  
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RIESENBERG BRYANT B & 

4408 CEDARBROOK DR  

PENSACOLA  FL 32526  

FIGURE 8 FLORIDA LLC 

501 RIVERSIDE AVE SUITE 902  

JACKSONVILLE  FL 32202  

POWELL VIVIAN W 

251 SAN CARLOS RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

CUTLER VIRGINIA C 

295 BECKS LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

NEW HOPE HOLINESS CHURCH OF 
GOD 

408 N HWY 29  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 

PO BOX 2118  

MEMPHIS  TN 38101  

PORTER ROSEMARY 

PO BOX 746  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

CREIGHTON G R & BERTHA G 

315 BECKS LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

STEPHENS WALTER H 

1300 E OLIVE RD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32514  

CREIGHTON CLYDE T JR 

5900 S HWY 99  

WALNUT HILL  FL 32568  

BURLINGTON NORTHERN 
RAILROAD CO 

C/O RAIL AMERICA 7411 
FULLERTON ST STE 300 
JACKSONVILLE  FL 32256  

SEVEN STATES TIMBERLANDS LLC 

654 NORTH STATE ST  

JACKSON  MS 39202  

EMERALD COAST UTILITIES 
AUTHORITY 

PO BOX 15311  

PENSACOLA  FL 32514  

SAI KRUPA INC 

4031 STEFANI RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

PENSACOLA SKID & PALLET INC 

PO BOX 81  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

BETHEA WESS 

3041 S CENTURY BLVD  

MCDAVID  FL 32568  

DAVIS NORA B REVOCABLE 

1723 E JACKSON ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32501  

CREWS LINDA 

1055 CANDLEWOOD CIR  

PENSACOLA  FL 32514  

MORREAU SHIRLEY MAY 

551 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

JOHNSON CECIL W SR 

652 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

TRAWICK TERRY R  

651 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

NOBLE JEFFREY T & CATHY 

690 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

WOODS DOROTHY 

670 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

DOTEN TROY A & KAY L 

682 VIRECENT DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

CUMMINS SHARON K 

PO BOX 639  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MILSTEAD HAROLD L SR  

676 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

KING EDMON I JR & BRENDA A 

819 HWY 95-A N  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

 

THAMES CARRIE W 

809 HWY 95-NORTH  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

JOHNSON WILLIAM R 

319 CROWNDALE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

JOHNSON HARLAN  

PO BOX 10537  

PENSACOLA  FL 32524  
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NORTHSIDE PLAZA LLC 

C/O BECK PROPERTY COMPANY 
4890 BAYOU BLVD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32504  

MIDLAM SANDRA A 

120 VAUGHN ST  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

MCCURDY WILLIAM E & BETTY L 

6645 ANGUS LN  

MOLINO  FL 32577  

HOLT PATRICIA D 

9130 COVE AVE  

PENSACOLA  FL 32534  

HARRIS CHARLES T  

98 MORRIS AVE  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

GRAY CALVIN R  

9590 PINECONE DR  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

WEBER ROBERT A JR & ANNA V 

920 COMMONWEALTH RD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32504-7022  

SCHOENFELD RON MONTE 

1080 HWY 98E UNIT 705  

DESTIN  FL 32541-2947  

JANMARENE CORPORATION 

2525 MAPLE WAY  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

TRAIL THOMAS R & MEREDITH M 

530 BECKS LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533-8402  

 

MCDUFFIE WILLIE W & CAROLYN  

554 BECKS LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

BLACK GOLD OF NORTHWEST 
FLORIDA LLC 

106 STONE BLVD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  

SCHWARTZ DAVID L  

411 BECKS LAKE RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533  
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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

Major Roads

City Road

County Road

Interstate

State Road

US Highway

All Roads

Property Line

Page 1 of 1ECPA Map

4/23/2012http://www.escpa.org/aspnet_client/ESRI/WebADF/PrintTaskLayoutTemplates/default.htm
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with them?  1

MR. PAGE:  Yes, we do.2

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page acknowledged he does.  3

Pleasure of the Board.  Further discussion or the 4

Chair will entertain a motion.09:41AM 5

MS. DAVIS:  I would like to place a motion, 6

please.  I move that we grant the Petitioner's 7

request for a change in zoning from VAG-1 to ID-1  8

together with Staff's findings and accept the 9

findings of the Staff, I should say.09:41AM 10

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, Ms. Davis.  11

Mr. West.  12

MR. WEST:  So it's clear on the record, if you 13

could just include in the motion that it's the 14

revised findings that Mr. Jones has presented.09:42AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  Ms. Davis.16

MS. DAVIS:  I recommend that we accept the 17

revised findings of the Staff on zoning Case 18

Z-2012-08 requesting VAG-1 to ID-1.19

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you for the motion.  Do I 09:42AM 20

have a second?  21

MR. TATE:  Second.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Seconded by Mr. Tate.  Any 23

discussion?  All those in favor, say aye. 24

(Board members vote.) 08:35AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

42

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  1

(None.)2

MR. BRISKE:  Motion carries unanimously.  All 3

right.  4

  *********************************5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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       CASE: Z-2012-091

2
APPLICANT: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page, Agent for Rick Evans, 3
Owner 
ADDRESS: 2006 Border Street 4
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023 
FUTURE LAND USE: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban 5
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 3 
OVERLAY AREA: Englewood Redevelopment Area 6

FROM: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District, 7
(cumulative) High Density
ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no residential 8
uses allowed)

9
TO: ID-2, General Industrial District (noncumulative)

10

11

MR. BRISKE:  Our next case is case Z-2012-09.  12
And this is a request from R-5, Urban Residential, 13
Limited Office District High Density ID-1 to ID-2, 14
General Industrial District.  09:43AM 15

Members of the Board, has there been any 16
ex parte communication between you, the Applicant, 17
the Applicant's agents, attorneys, witnesses, fellow 18
Planning Board members or anyone from the general 19
public prior to this hearing?  I'll also ask if you 08:56AM 20
visited the subject site.  And please disclose if 21
you are a relative or a business associate of the 22
Applicant or the Applicant's agent.  23

Starting with Mr. Stitt.  24
MR. STITT:  Mr. Chairman, no to all the above.  08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

44

MS. HIGHTOWER:  None to all the above.1

MR. GOODLOE:  No ex parte or relation to the 2

owners, but I have visited the site.3

MR. WOODWARD:  No to all of the above.4

MR. BRISKE:  The Chairman, no to all of the 08:51AM 5

above.6

MR. TATE:  No to all of the above.7

MS. DAVIS:  No to all of the above.8

MR. WINGATE:  I am familiar with the property.  9

I just drove by to observe.08:51AM 10

MS. SINDEL:  No to all of the above.11

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Staff, was there a 12

notice of hearing sent to all the interested 13

parties?  14

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir, it was.  08:51AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  And was that notice of 16

the hearing also posted on the subject property?  17

MS. HALSTEAD:  Yes, sir.18

MR. BRISKE:  If there are no objections by Mr. 19

Page, we'll have the Staff present the maps and the 08:51AM 20

photographs.  21

MR. LEMOS:  Juan Lemos, Escambia County 22

Planners.  23

The locational wetlands map is up on your 24

screen showing the location of the parcel with no 09:44AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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wetlands.  This is the aerial photograph for the 1

parcels.  Future land use showing Mixed Use Urban.  2

The existing land uses of the property surrounding 3

the proposed parcel.  This is our 500 foot buffer 4

and shows the zoning for the surrounding areas 09:44AM 5

within the 500 foot buffer.  This is our public 6

meeting sign, posted sign.  7

This is looking towards the southwest.  Looking 8

towards the west from the property.  Looking 9

northeast.  This is looking at the actual site on 09:45AM 10

this and looking northeast.  This is looking 11

northwest from the site.  And looking southwest.  12

This is our 500 foot radius map for the mailings and 13

the mailing list.  14

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any questions of 09:45AM 15

the maps or the photography?  16

Okay.  Mr. Page.  Sir, I'll remind you that 17

you're still under oath.  And if you would, just 18

again for this case, please state your name and 19

address.  09:45AM 20

MR. PAGE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Buddy 21

Page, 5337 Hamilton Lane in Pace.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, sir.  23

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman -- 24

MR. BRISKE:  I'm sorry.  I have to ask you 09:46AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

46
these questions because we're quasi-judicial.  Do 1

you understand that you have the burden of providing 2

substantial competent evidence that the proposed 3

rezoning is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan 4

and further the goals, objectives and policies of 09:46AM 5

that plan, and is not in conflict with any portion 6

of the County's Land Development Code?  7

MR. PAGE:  Yes, I do.8

MR. BRISKE:  And have you received a copy of 9

the rezoning hearing package with the Staff's 09:46AM 10

Findings-of-Fact?  11

MR. PAGE:  I have, Mr. Chairman.12

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, sir.  Please proceed.13

MR. PAGE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  A brief 14

history of this site, Mr. Chairman, I think is in 09:46AM 15

order.  This particular site has been used 16

historically as the Hinote Septic Tank -- concrete 17

septic tank business since 1956.  And they produced 18

probably, I would say for many years, the only 19

concrete septic tank product available in two or 09:46AM 20

three counties for some period of time.  21

When it was purchased, they wanted to continue 22

that type of use, given the fact that it is a very 23

small parcel of property.  They had a batch plant 24

concrete operation ongoing, which is basically a 09:47AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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portable type of device with the tanks up in the 1

air.  The product is made.  And it is either formed 2

there or it's sold by the cubic yard to landscapers 3

or a truck type of operation.  4

About a month and a half after they began doing 09:47AM 5

this with the different type of equipment, they 6

received a -- actually, a code enforcement officer 7

apparently drove by and told them that they would 8

probably need to check rezoning because they didn't 9

think a concrete plant in that particular area was 09:48AM 10

an allowed use.  So the owner and his partners 11

checked, and sure enough -- it was prior to my 12

time -- wasn't allowed.  Simply was not allowed in 13

that area even though it had been used for that type 14

of thing for some period of time.  09:48AM 15

So they set about to change the zoning to a 16

category that would allow that type of operation.  17

And under Criteria 1, consistency with the 18

Comprehensive Plan, Mr. Chairman, it talks about not 19

being consistent, but it would be for compatible 09:48AM 20

infill.  The owners of the property feel -- felt and 21

still feel what they are proposing is compatible 22

with the area.  It is rail front, as the Board 23

knows.  It has an operation north of it and south of 24

it that is highly nonresidential.  The property has 09:49AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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-- a portion of it is industrial now, ID-1, but they 1

simply could not put that use in place.  2

And it also says here under Criteria 2, Mr. 3

Chairman, moving on to that -- and I read under 4

605.18, the uses for which this district is designed 09:49AM 5

to accommodate include general assembly warehousing 6

and distribution facilities; in addition, major 7

repair and service activities, as well as 8

manufacturing activities meeting performance 9

standards.  09:49AM 10

So we originally thought that -- this is a 11

small operation.  By the time you take the two acres 12

and take away the landscaping, the holding pond that 13

was designed for it and engineered, by the time you 14

take all that away it's going to be small operation.  09:50AM 15

And these portable type of concrete facilities 16

certainly meet the EPA and the Florida DEP 17

requirements on the thing that concrete plants 18

always have to fight, and that's called fugitive 19

dust emissions.  They have baffles, they have fans, 09:50AM 20

they have a number of things to control fugitive 21

dust or dust that escapes out.  So we felt like we 22

could meet all of that being -- in many other areas 23

it already does meet those qualifications.  Why 24

can't it meet it here.  And by doing that then it 09:50AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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could be something that does not produce a noxious 1

use and it would then meet performance standards.  2

Under roadway access, moving along.  One of the 3

other concerns that was presented here is that of 4

something like this being located on what is 09:50AM 5

essentially a residential street.  Mr. Chairman, 6

Border Street might have some residences on the 7

westerly side of Border Street, but we would submit 8

that Border Street always has been and will continue 9

to be a shortcut underneath the viaduct at Mobile 09:51AM 10

Highway where Martines used to be, straight up and 11

connecting into Fairfield Drive.  It is not a 12

classic residential street where people just simply 13

pull in, go a certain number of blocks and pull into 14

their homes.  09:51AM 15

On the right-hand side, almost exclusively all 16

the way up, it is either an ID-1 or 2 type of 17

activity, not necessarily being zoned for that.  So 18

we think that roadway access in terms of some 19

concern about Border being designated as just a 09:51AM 20

local residential road is perhaps a misnomer.  21

Almost comparing that to the same thing as 22

Stumpfield Drive going through Marcus Pointe before 23

it gets back into the industrial area.  There are 24

tractor trailer trucks that drive right through that 09:52AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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subdivision to get to the back, and that's a County 1

industrial park designed just that way.  So we don't 2

think that what we are requesting here is certainly 3

going to have much more impact than a tractor 4

trailer truck pulling in front of quarter million 09:52AM 5

dollar home in the Marcus Pointe area.  6

And, Mr. Chairman, also under industrial use 7

criteria, I read under Number 4, it says, sites for 8

industrial uses shall be located in convenient areas 9

to the labor supply, raw materials and sources for 09:52AM 10

market areas.  We think that being located in there 11

certainly would give rise to some economic 12

opportunity.  And the owners are aware that it is in 13

a redevelopment area.  As a matter of fact, Border 14

Street separates Englewood Redevelopment area from 09:52AM 15

yet another redevelopment area right across the 16

street.  They also are aware that there are a number 17

of financial incentives involved in being in a 18

community redevelopment area, especially where there 19

may be some subsidy towards wages for a certain 09:53AM 20

period of time if you meet the criteria of hiring 21

people that are within that particular area.  So 22

they're aware of that and will certainly take 23

advantage, if approved.  24

Under Criteria 5, the effect on the natural 09:53AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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environment.  They have documentation that the type 1

of equipment that they have operating on the site, 2

which they removed when they found out it was not 3

zoned, that can meet that type of situation.  4

The development patterns that are in that area, 09:53AM 5

we have not observed any new type of residential 6

activities going on in there.  It appears to us that 7

when something becomes available it becomes 8

converted over to a nonresidential use.  9

And, Mr. Chairman, with regard to comments from 09:53AM 10

the community redevelopment area, my only comment 11

perhaps would be in response to Item 2, which has a 12

percentage breakdown that says at the very end of 13

that paragraph, the majority of the industrial uses 14

are located along the railroad track west of 09:54AM 15

Hollywood Avenue.  That's right where we are.  16

That's exactly where we are.  So that's the only 17

response we would have probably for that.  18

I would also, in closing, Mr. Chairman, 19

indicate to you that as a roadmap of activity, if 09:54AM 20

you will, we know and this Board knows if we have a 21

particular type of use that we need to change the 22

adopted map, we have a procedure dealing with Staff 23

in terms of filling out the appropriate forms.  We 24

know the roadmap on how to go before this body and 09:55AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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the County Commissioners and have things presented 1

for consideration for change.  That's not the case 2

with the community redevelopment area process.  3

And I was just speaking Mr. Wilkins about that.  4

There is no procedure.  There is no application to 09:55AM 5

make changes to that.  If this Board reviewed and 6

approved that in 2009 and it went to the County 7

Commissioners, we don't know how to change it.  8

There's no process.  There's no roadmap for that.  9

So we have a conundrum here.  While we can deal with 09:55AM 10

one body, we can't necessarily openly deal with the 11

other, because to date, that's simply not been 12

considered and put into place.  Mr. Wilkins may 13

certainly correct me on that, but that was my 14

understanding of our discussion.09:55AM 15

So Mr. Chairman, we are requesting the ID-2 16

because of a specific use that the owner was using 17

the property for, shut it down, moved it off site.  18

Matter of fact, is in operation right now.  I think 19

Mr. Campbell has it up in the good town of Century 09:56AM 20

right now, operating up there benefiting those 21

folks, but he wants to bring that back down and set 22

it up at that location.  23

The other problem that we have -- and I'll 24

close with this -- is ID-2 is very similar to what 09:56AM 25
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this Board looked at over the past year or so as far 1

as the things that are allowed under C-1 -- or 2

rather C-2, the bars, the nightclubs and how that 3

competes and generally gets a lot of neighborhoods 4

up in arms when they hear that type of thing is 09:56AM 5

coming in because it will allow that.  Well, this 6

Board separated that out so that it now has its own 7

specific use.  The problem we have with ID-2 is -- 8

and this would be a complicated one, and I 9

acknowledge for the Staff -- would be to identify 09:56AM 10

some of those things that would require ID-2 11

categories that could be compatible.  We think we 12

have something here that meets all the rules and 13

regulations but it happens to be a concrete plant, 14

and for that name, it's simply shipped over to 09:57AM 15

something that is very difficult to accomplish in 16

these types of areas.  17

So Mr. Chairman, I will conclude my remarks.  18

Thank you.  19

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, questions of Mr. 09:57AM 20

Page 4.21

MR. TATE:  I have a question.  22

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Tate.23

MR. TATE:  Mr. Page, you mentioned that this 24

was an ongoing use.  You just mentioned that it's 09:57AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

54
since shut down and moved.  And that's occurred 1

since code enforcement came; is that correct?  2

MR. PAGE:  That's correct.3

MR. TATE:  Prior to code enforcement coming, 4

this was a -- the septic tanks that were formed and 09:57AM 5

built there, that continued to be in operation?  It 6

was the company that was sold or was that closed and 7

somebody else bought it and is doing the same thing?  8

I need to understand.9

MR. PAGE:  I think a fair assessment would be 09:57AM 10

to say that the Hinote plant shut down.  Some period 11

of time passed.  This owner got together with some 12

guys up in Cantonment that are in the concrete and 13

rock business.  They decided to buy the property.  14

And I think it was closed down for more than -- 09:58AM 15

perhaps more than a year.16

MR. TATE:  So it wasn't a continuing operation?  17

MR. PAGE:  That's a fair statement, yes, sir.18

MR. TATE:  Thank you.  That's all the questions 19

I have.  09:58AM 20

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, did you have any other 21

witnesses that you wanted to present?  22

MR. PAGE:  No, sir.  23

MR. BRISKE:  Any other questions from the 24

Board?  Okay.  Staff's findings, please. 09:58AM 25
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MR. LEMOS:  Chairman, Board members, I would 1

like to say, because this is in the Englewood 2

Redevelopment area, I would ask you to please 3

consider having the representative from the 4

redevelopment area after I go through my findings, 09:58AM 5

so they can present their findings.  6

Once again, this is R-5, ID-1, requesting ID-2, 7

General Industrial District, noncumulative.  8

From our findings, number one, the proposed 9

amendment is not consistent with the intent and 10

purpose of CPP Future Land use 1.3.1 Future Land Use 11

Categories, as stated above in the intent of the 12

Mixed Use Urban category.  It does allow for intense 13

residential uses and nonresidential uses, 14

commercial, for compatible infill development. 15

Furthermore, the range of uses extends from 16

residential to light industrial.  Staff concurs that 17

the cumulative nature of the ID-2 zoning category 18

does allow for light industrial which is 19

specifically mentioned in the Mixed Use Urban. 20

However, the allowable uses within the ID-2 zoning 21

category extend beyond light industrial.  As a 22

matter of fact, the allowable uses of ID-2 include 23

heavy industrial land uses, highly intense 24

manufacturing and processing operations, 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

56
construction, heavy equipment operations, and other 1

equivalent concentrations of potential noxious uses. 2

With this understanding, Staff concludes that the 3

future land use designation of Mixed Use Urban is 4

not consistent with the proposed rezoning request of 5

ID-2.6

 The proposed amendment is also not consistent7

with the intent and purpose of CPP Future Land Use 8

1.1.10 Locational Criteria further addressed with 9

the Land Development Code consistency.10

Criterion 2.  Under Criterion 2, the proposed 11

amendment is not consistent with the roadway access 12

requirements as stated in LDC 6.05.17.F of the Land 13

Development Code which states that access to the 14

parcel must be from a collector or arterial roadway.  15

Direct access to the property is provided by Border 16

Street, a local public two lane roadway.  Should 17

this amendment be approved, the industrial 18

locational requirements set forth in LDC 7.20.07 19

will be reviewed during the site plan review 20

process.  There are no natural systems or sensitive 21

lands that may be affected by this proposed request. 22

Under Criterion 3, the proposed amendment is 23

not compatible with the surrounding existing uses in 24

the area.  Within the 500 foot radius impact area, 25
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Staff observed properties with zoning districts 1

ID-1, C-2 and R-5.  Cloverland Subdivision, Property 2

Book 3, Page 52 is within the radius.  There are 21 3

single family residences, one mobile home park, six 4

mobile homes, seven vacant residential properties, 5

one church and four open storage properties and one 6

wholesale parcel. 7

Under Criterion 4, the proposed amendment does 8

have changed conditions that impact the rezoning 9

request by the applicant.  This parcel is designated 10

as part of the Englewood Community Redevelopment 11

Area, under the Community Redevelopment Plan adopted 12

by the Board of County Commissioners on July 6, 2000 13

and updated March 19, 2009.  It appears that the 14

proposed amendment, as stated, would not meet the 15

intent of the adopted plan.  This issue will have to 16

be addressed by the Community Redevelopment Agency 17

staff.18

Criterion 5, according to the National Wetland 19

Inventory, wetlands and hydric soils were not 20

indicated on the subject property.  There are no 21

natural systems or sensitive lands that may be 22

affected by this proposed request.  When applicable, 23

further review during the site plan review process 24

will be necessary to determine if there will be any 25
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significant adverse impact on the natural 1

environment. 2

And Criterion 6, the proposed amendment will 3

not result in a logical and orderly development 4

pattern, as the allowed uses and intensities for the 5

ID-2 zoning are incompatible with the intent of the 6

Englewood Redevelopment Plan, which identify the 7

less intense industrial uses and specific standards 8

adopted by the County Commissioners for the 9

redevelopment area.10

That concludes the findings.  11

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any questions for 12

the Findings-of-Fact?  13

Mr. Page, do you wish to cross-examine?  14

MR. PAGE:  No, sir.  10:03AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Thank you.  David, are you 16

going to be the one presenting?  Please come 17

forward.  18

(WHEREUPON, the Mr. Forte was sworn). 19

MR. BRISKE:  David, please state your name and 10:03AM 20

address and your position for the record?21

MR. FORTE:  David Forte, Urban Planner II, with 22

the Escambia County Community Redevelopment Agency.  23

Pleasure to see the Board again.  I believe 24

there's only one Board member since the last time 10:03AM 25
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I've been here, so Mr. Woodward, nice to meet you.  1

MR. WOODWARD:  Thank you.  2

MR. FORTE:  I would like to go through the CRA 3

comments, if that's okay, just to get them on the 4

record.  10:03AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  6

MR. FORTE:  This is for 2006 Border Street, 7

Z-2012-09 in the Englewood Redevelopment District.  8

The rezoners request for the above mentioned 9

property is located in the Englewood Community 10:04AM 10

Redevelopment area.  The plan which was originally 11

adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in July 12

of 2000 and updated in March of 2009 is intended to 13

accomplish several key objectives to help revitalize 14

and improve the Englewood Redevelopment District.  10:04AM 15

These key objectives include appearance, citizen 16

involvement, code compliance, infrastructure 17

improvements, residential and commercial 18

reinvestment, traffic commingling and circulation 19

and zoning and land use administration.  10:04AM 20

The zoning and land use objective is intended 21

to support and implement zoning policies that 22

protected residential neighborhoods and encourage 23

compatible commercial, industrial reinvestment.  24

MR. BRISKE:  David, if I could ask you -- this 10:04AM 25
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is part of the record as part of the 1

Findings-of-Fact.  So if you would just summarize 2

each of them instead of reading them verbatim, just 3

in the essence of time.  So just summarize the 4

comments, because we have the verbatim -- the 10:04AM 5

document is in the record.6

MR. FORTE:  Yes, sir.  Will do.  7

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  8

MR. FORTE:  Comment Number 1, we state on Page 9

8, the redevelopment plan, major findings were as 10:05AM 10

follows:  It talks about, and particularly Number 2, 11

a secondary -- a second priority is reinvestment in 12

the four principal commercial corridors, Pace 13

Boulevard, West Street -- W Street, E Street and 14

Fairfield Drive.  The Border Street, Hollywood 10:05AM 15

Avenue railroad corridor affords a unique 16

opportunity for an urban, commerce or a light 17

industrial park.  18

One of the major findings in the ERP was -- the 19

ERP, I'm sorry, the Englewood Redevelopment Plan -- 10:05AM 20

was the potential opportunity for the urban commerce 21

or light industrial park.  22

The concern for the rezoning to the ID-2 zoning 23

district would allow more intense industrial uses 24

such as land use, rendering plants, slaughter 10:05AM 25
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houses, junk yards, salvage yards and such.  1

Number 2, ERP on Page 17 touches on the 2

existing land uses for the Englewood Redevelopment 3

District.  Mr. Page had talked about the percentages 4

earlier.  That is correct, it does state though, the 10:06AM 5

CRA understands that the industrial uses are a 6

tremendous economic factor when properly planned and 7

managed.  Industrial uses are in the vast minority 8

throughout the Englewood Redevelopment District and 9

definitely need proper promotion for the economic 10:06AM 10

viability of the area.  11

The CRA supports existing uses allowed under 12

this ID-1 zoning.  However, the additional intensive 13

uses that in turn would be allowed under the IS-2 14

zoning district would become intrusive to the 10:06AM 15

surrounding residential areas.  16

Number 3, we talk about -- the CRA talks about 17

the inconsistency with the Future Land Use, MU-U, 18

and we support Staff's findings.  The current zoning 19

of ID-1 supports the intent of the MU-U, Future Land 10:06AM 20

Use.  However, the proposed rezoning to ID-2 would 21

be in conflict with the MU-U category as ID-2 allows 22

for the uses I've stated earlier.  23

The applicant, in the CRA's position, would 24

need to apply for a future land use map amendment to 10:07AM 25
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amend to MU-U to ID-1 prior to the rezoning request 1

for -- to meet the plan that they are intending.  2

Number 4.  I'll just state that the proposed 3

rezoning from ID-1 to ID-2 would create the first 4

and only ID-2 zoning property within the Englewood 10:07AM 5

Redevelopment District.  The CRA feels the zoning 6

amendment would result in spot zoning, and as 7

mentioned above in Comment Number 3, the amendment 8

would be inconsistent with the future land use 9

category of MU-U.  As the Border Street, Hollywood 10:07AM 10

Avenue corridor has the potential to become urban 11

commerce or light industrial park serviced by the 12

existing railroad, the CRA cannot support the 13

rezoning of the current ID-1 to ID-2.  CRA 14

respectfully requests that the Board deny the 10:07AM 15

rezoning request.  16

I would like to ask one thing, if I can.  I 17

believe Mr. Page was talking about, and Mr. Tate you 18

were asking about when the use was ended or stopped 19

and then reopened or done again.  A nonconforming 10:08AM 20

use -- and I think Horace can touch on this better 21

than I can -- the nonconforming use, I believe you 22

have 365 days, one year to -- 23

MR. JONES:  Yes.  24

MR. FORTE:  That you can, I guess, go back and 10:08AM 25
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redo the use that's been -- that's occurred on that 1

site.  However, when you go over that 365 day limit 2

you have to go back and meet what the Land 3

Development Code or any codes of the County require.  4

So I would like to just state that.  10:08AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  6

MR. WOODWARD:  Let me just ask you a question.  7

So you're saying this is not a grandfathered 8

situation?  9

MR. FORTE:  Grandfathered in up to that 365 10:09AM 10

days.  So it's a nonconforming -- 11

MR. WOODWARD:  If it was a nonconforming use 12

that predated the plan, wouldn't it be allowed to 13

continue as long as it didn't have the one year 14

interruption; is that correct, Horace?  10:09AM 15

MR. JONES:  And that is -- 16

MR. FORTE:  Correct.  It's the one year 17

interruption that -- 18

MR. WOODWARD:  And this was not used for over a 19

year?  20

MR. JONES:  That's correct.21

MR. WOODWARD:  So the grandfathering is gone?  22

MR. JONES:  Absolutely.  23

MR. BRISKE:  David, Mr. Page indicated that 24

there is no mechanism in place for adjustments to be 10:09AM 25
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made to your plan.  Could you address that or maybe 1

someone else can address that?  2

MR. FORTE:  I know Keith was -- I think he was 3

saying Mr. Wilkins had a conversation.  The only 4

thing I could say is these plans are -- they go 10:09AM 5

through an extensive public participation process 6

where we meet with probably three or four workshops, 7

with all the residents in the areas.  They are 8

brought before the Planning Board and the Board of 9

County Commissioners for adoption.  We do our best 10:09AM 10

to try to every year update one of our plans.  So 11

this year we're actually working on Brownsville.  12

Last year we did Barrancas.  So about every five 13

years each plan will be updated.  That's what I 14

could speak about.10:10AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  But there's no mechanism for 16

amendment.  Mr. Wilkins?  17

Good morning, sir.  Please be sworn in.  18

(WHEREUPON, Mr. Wilkins was sworn). 19

MR. BRISKE:  Please state your name, address 10:10AM 20

and position for the record.21

MR. WILKINS:  Good morning.  My name is Steve 22

Wilkins.  I am Escambia County's Director of 23

Community and Environment, 221 Palafox Place.  24

I wasn't in the room when Mr. Page made the 10:10AM 25
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comments, so I don't know exactly what was said.  1

However, our conversation prior was with regards to 2

the ability to amend plans.  But a point to be made, 3

I believe, is that the CRA plans are just that, they 4

are plans.  They are not in code.  Therefore, there 10:10AM 5

is nothing necessarily to appeal or nothing to be 6

applied regulatorily in the sense of the Land 7

Development Code.  And that was the discussion we 8

had was with regards to amending a boundary of a CRA 9

area, because those areas are adopted by ordinance.  10:11AM 10

So to amend that you would have to amend an 11

ordinance.  12

But otherwise, as far as regulatory standards 13

go with the plans, they are plans and therefore, 14

appeals don't necessarily apply.  And so that's the 10:11AM 15

context of hearing that secondhand.  If you have any 16

questions I'll be glad to answer them.17

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, do you have any 18

questions for these witnesses, either David or Mr. 19

Wilkins?  10:11AM 20

MR. PAGE:  Mr. Chairman, my comment perhaps 21

would be more of an administrative one.  You are 22

being asked to listen to a presentation today from 23

CRA for which a document exists that, as I indicated 24

earlier, can't be changed.  I'm not necessarily 10:12AM 25
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interested in a conversation on changing the 1

boundary of the CRA as much as I am the designated 2

land use recommendations that are made therein.  3

There's no mechanism for that.  4

As Mr. Wilkins indicated, too, it's not a part 10:12AM 5

of the code.  This Board, set up under 163, is 6

responsible for all of the activities associated 7

with the Comprehensive Plan and the Land Development 8

Code, not the CRA as it's presently configured.  So 9

it's difficult for me to understand why this Board 10:12AM 10

has to hear that presentation when you can't vote on 11

it, you can't change it, you can't do anything with 12

it, as we can't.  13

Keith and I talked about a better mechanism to 14

make that work better, where we have one planning 10:12AM 15

department that we know how to work.  We have 16

another planning department, if you will, that's 17

doing things a little differently.  We certainly 18

would like to see them work a little bit better than 19

they do now.  10:13AM 20

But as we sit here today, this Board has no 21

control over that CRA, as I see it and as I 22

understand the way it's been situated.23

MR. TATE:  Can I address the CRA issue?  24

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, please.  10:13AM 25
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MR. TATE:  I think, Mr. Page, and also speaking 1

with our friends from the Community Redevelopment 2

Agency, both this Board and Staff have disagreed 3

with the findings of the plan in the past.  And 4

while it's a tool, it's not the final decision that 10:13AM 5

we use in regards to any decision that this Board 6

makes or even the findings of Staff in regards to a 7

particular rezoning case.8

MR. PAGE:  Glad to hear that.9

MR. TATE:  Yes.  So it's a tool, not a bottom 10:13AM 10

line for us.11

MR. PAGE:  Thank you.12

MR. KERR:  Mr. Chairman, if I may.  13

MR. BRISKE:  Lloyd were you here -- 14

MR. KERR:  I'm sorry.  No, I was late coming in 15

the room.16

MR. BRISKE:  We'll ask him to be sworn in, 17

please.18

(WHEREUPON, Mr. Kerr was sworn). 19

MR. BRISKE:  State your name and address and 10:14AM 20

your position, please.21

MR. KERR:  Lloyd Kerr.  I'm the Director of 22

Development Services for Escambia County.  23

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  24

MR. KERR:  And I just want to remind the Board 10:14AM 25
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that the overlay areas are a part of our Land 1

Development Code.  So inasmuch as the zoning would 2

be -- and any questions regarding the development 3

and the rezoning and subsequent development, would 4

be subject to those requirements that are already in 10:14AM 5

the Land Development Code.  And many of the things 6

that are in the Land Development Code incorporate 7

the suggestion or recommendations that have come in 8

the past from earlier plans.  9

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Wilkins testified that the 10:14AM 10

code was an ordinance and therefore, I believe as an 11

ordinance -- and Mr. West, you may correct us if 12

this is wrong -- but as an ordinance it has a 13

bearing on the decision that the Board would make 14

even though it's not directly written in the Land 10:15AM 15

Development Code; is that correct?  16

MR. WEST:  Yes, that would be correct.  The 17

ordinance does create a boundary and establish those 18

redevelopment areas.  That's my recollection of what 19

the ordinances say.  And beyond that there's the 10:15AM 20

plan that is updated, as Mr. Wilkins said.21

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Thank you.  Questions.22

MS. DAVIS:  I have a question of Mr. West.  I 23

notice that the parcel, the south side of the parcel 24

has a church adjacent to it.  Now, changing this to 10:15AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
 

 

GMr:6-28-12 Rezoning Z-2012-09

 

 

Page 8 of 61



ESCAMBIA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD  --  MAY 14, 2012

06/08/2012 11:15:56 AM Page 69 to 72 of 143 18 of 57 sheets

69
Industrial II, how would that affect -- the bars, 1

for example, could not be open that close to a 2

church and there are various things that are 3

prohibited.  How would that work?  4

MR. WEST:  Just like you said, there are 10:16AM 5

restrictions on what can go next to churches, 6

specifically alcohol related.7

MS. DAVIS:  But we can still change it to 8

industrial.9

MR. WEST:  Again, as Mr. Tate mentioned 10:16AM 10

earlier, there are additional restrictions that 11

arise in different parts of the code, and that's one 12

of them.13

MR. BRISKE:  I noticed on this map -- if we 14

could zoom in a little bit.  It appears that those 10:16AM 15

are individual parcels that are within this red box; 16

is that correct?  There's a portion of one of them 17

that kind of -- little point of it that sticks out 18

past the -- is that considered a parcel, and would 19

we have very split zoning on that parcel if this 10:16AM 20

went forward?  21

MS. CAIN:  No, sir.  Actually, this is now all 22

one parcel.  The applicant has actually combined all 23

parcels so it's one property reference number.  24

MR. BRISKE:  Of the -- I believe it was maybe 10:17AM 25
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the zoning map, the colored zoning map, maybe we can 1

see that.  2

MS. CAIN:  It's still ID-1.  Yes, at the top 3

portion of that, which is now all one parcel, is 4

ID-1.  10:17AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  But look down at the lower 6

right-hand side of where the little blue square is.  7

Down a little bit more.  It appears that a piece of 8

that was originally a parcel that was included.9

MS. CAIN:  I'm not sure that the lines really 10:17AM 10

match up.  But they started out as three parcels and 11

the applicant chose to combine all three.  12

MR. BRISKE:  Do you see what I'm talking about?  13

MR. LEMOS:  That could be a result of the GIS, 14

the pixelation of the system, itself, on the 10:17AM 15

software and hardware we use with GIS.  Sometimes 16

the lines just don't match up the way they're 17

supposed to be.  I see what you're talking about on 18

that lower eastern corner.19

MR. BRISKE:  Just a little tiny piece there.  10:17AM 20

But it appears that that line is intended to cover 21

those parcels up there, which you're now saying are 22

all one parcel.  They've been joined together.  23

MR. LEMOS:  They are one property.24

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, additional 10:18AM 25
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questions?  We're going to go into the public 1

comment.  We do have a speaker signed up on this 2

one, and then we'll come back and let Mr. Page cover 3

some more information.  4

Excuse me.  For those members of the public who 10:18AM 5

wish to speak, please note that the Planning Board 6

bases our decisions only on the criteria and 7

exceptions described in Section 2.0802D of the Land 8

Development Code.  During our deliberations, the 9

Planning Board does not consider general statements 09:10AM 10

of support or opposition.  Accordingly, please limit 11

your testimony to the criteria and exceptions 12

described in Section 2.0802D.  13

Also, please note that only those individuals 14

who are here before the Planning Board today 09:11AM 15

speaking will be allowed to speak at the subsequent 16

Board of County Commissioners.  17

So far I do have one speaker signed up.  Mr. 18

Ronald Stewart, please.  19

Good morning, sir.  I'll ask that you be sworn 10:19AM 20

in and then after that we'll have you state your 21

name and address for the record.22

(WHEREUPON, Mr. Stewart was sworn). 23

MR. BRISKE:  Good morning, sir.  Please state 24

your name and address for the record.10:19AM 25
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MR. STEWART:  Good morning.  My name is Ronald 1

Stewart.  I live at 1321 Border Street.  2

I'm here just to say no again.  The last time I 3

appeared before you was December 14th.  And I 4

appeared before you and asked you to stop destroying 10:19AM 5

my neighborhood.  There are people that live in that 6

neighborhood.  I'm one of the victims that live 7

there now.  8

I will ask the Attorney General to open a 9

criminal investigation into the Board of County 10:19AM 10

Commissioners, the Board of Adjustment.  You have 11

conspired and extorted through force and 12

intimidation to deprive my family of our right to 13

life, liberty and our property.  You have tortured 14

us.  You have harassed us, threatened us for the 10:20AM 15

last five years.  You have destroyed and stolen the 16

value of our properties our -- for your industrial 17

park infrastructure already built -- it's 18

intimidation.  19

Already -- the pits are done.  The road is 10:20AM 20

paved.  We've got street lights.  None of them 21

happened before all this came about.  There are 22

people -- and I don't know how you people can sit 23

back there and do this -- there are people, 60, 70, 24

80 years old.  My next door neighbor is in a 10:20AM 25
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wheelchair and his wife is blind.  The pots dance 1

off their shelves.  We have to listen to this crap 2

all day long.  We are at war, because one 3

statement -- wiped out 100 gold fish.  I realize 4

they're just gold fish, but they're dead.  My 10:20AM 5

aquariums had to be emptied because of your 6

decision.  7

You're going to kill somebody before it's over 8

with.  I have called the Sheriff's Department and 9

told them because of the crap that that new machine 10:21AM 10

that you put out there -- the guy was screaming at 11

three o'clock in the morning, he was going to kill 12

somebody.  I, like a sorry human being, did not call 13

that night.  I waited until the next morning when my 14

conscience caught up with me and then I called the 10:21AM 15

Sheriff and told him what had happened.  16

I don't know what you guys are doing.  Y'all 17

are trying to run us all out of our homes.  Nobody 18

in that neighborhood -- Border Street is being 19

turned into a dump.  The bottom end of it is nothing 10:21AM 20

but scrap yards, trash, and it just keeps getting 21

worse.  22

The cement company -- you know, when I was a 23

child the cement company was working.  That was the 24

last time I saw it working.  I'm 54 years old now.  10:22AM 25
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You know, enough.  We're choking on this crap.  1

Every morning our cars are covered with this stuff.  2

Our homes are being shaken.  Down there where this 3

cement company is has turned into a dump.  4

You know, Pensacola is too beautiful.  I raised 10:22AM 5

my kids to welcome tourists here.  And all you're 6

doing is destroying the damn thing.  Please stop.  7

Thank you very much.  Any questions?  8

MR. BRISKE:  Any questions for Mr. Stewart?  9

MR. STEWART:  I didn't think so.  10:22AM 10

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, do you wish to -- 11

MR. PAGE:  I have nothing further.  12

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Anyone else that wishes to 13

speak on this matter?  Okay.  I hereby close the 14

public comment portion of the hearing.  10:22AM 15

Mr. Page, I'll give you the opportunity for any 16

closing statements.  You said you have none.17

MR. PAGE:  None.18

MR. BRISKE:  Members of the Board, discussion 19

or a motion?  10:23AM 20

MR. GOODLOE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a motion.  21

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  22

MR. GOODLOE:  I recommended the denial of the 23

rezoning application to the Board of County 24

Commissioners and adopt the Findings-of-Fact 10:23AM 25
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provided in the rezoning hearing package Z-2012-09.  1

MS. SINDEL:  I second.2

MS. SINDEL:  A motion and a second.  3

Discussion.  All those in favor, say aye. 4

(Board members vote.) 08:35AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  6

Mr. Page, the request has been denied.  7

***********************************8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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          CASE: Z-2012-111

2

APPLICANT: Carol J. Simpson. Agent for Mary J. Moye, John W. 3

Huelsbeck, Jr., Linda Aligood, Owner 
ADDRESS: 11 Eden Lane 4
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009 
FUTURE LAND USE: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban 5

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5 
OVERLAY AREA: NA 6

REQUESTED REZONING:
FROM: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District 7

TO: VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District 
8

9

MR. BRISKE:  Like I stated at the beginning of 10:23AM 10

the meeting our next case, Z-2012-10 has a couple of 11

items that will have to be considered in the regular 12

Planning Board meeting, so we're going to move that 13

one to the end of the agenda.  So we'll move forward 14

with Case Z-2012-11, which is 11 Eden Lane, V-4, 10:24AM 15

Villages Multifamily Residential District 16

to a VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District.  17

Members of the Board, once again I'll ask if 18

there's been any ex parte communication on this case 19

with the Applicant, the agents, attorneys, witnesses 08:56AM 20

or with any fellow Planning Board members or anyone 21

from the general public prior to this hearing.  I'll 22

also ask that you disclose if you have visited the 23

subject property.  And if you are a relative or a 24
business associate of the Applicant or the 08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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Planning Board-Rezoning   5. B.           
Meeting Date: 05/14/2012  

CASE : Z-2012-09

APPLICANT: Wiley C. "Buddy" Page,
Agent for Rick Evans, Owner 

ADDRESS: 2006 Border Street 

PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023  

FUTURE LAND USE: MU-U, Mixed-Use Urban  

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 3  

OVERLAY AREA: Englewood Redevelopment
Area 

BCC MEETING DATE: 06/28/2012 

Information
SUBMISSION DATA:
REQUESTED REZONING:

FROM: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District, (cumulative) High Density
            ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no residential uses allowed)

TO: ID-2, General Industrial District (noncumulative)
 
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)

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

Comprehensive Plan Policy (CPP) FLU 1.1.10 Locational Criteria. The LDC shall include
locational criteria for broad categories of proposed non-residential land uses. The site criteria for
such uses shall address the transportation classification of, and access to adjoining streets, the
proximity of street intersections and large daily trip generators (i.e. college or university), the
surrounding land uses, the ability of a site to accommodate the proposed use while adequately
protecting adjoining uses and resources, and other criteria that may be appropriate to those
categories of uses.

CPP FLU 1.3.1 Future Land Use Categories. General descriptions, range of allowable uses
and residential densities and non-residential intensities for all future land use categories in
Escambia County. The Mixed-Use Urban (MU-U) Future Land Use (FLU) category is intended
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for an intense mix of residential and nonresidential uses while promoting compatible infill
development and the separation of urban and suburban land uses within the category as a
whole. Range of allowable uses include: Residential, Retail and Services, Professional Office,
Light Industrial, Recreational Facilities, Public and Civic. The minimum residential density is 3.5
dwelling units per acre and the maximum residential density is 25 dwelling units per acre.

CPP FLU 1.5.3 New Development and Redevelopment in Built Areas. To promote the
efficient use of existing public roads, utilities and service infrastructure, the County will
encourage redevelopment in underutilized properties to maximize development densities and
intensities located in the Mixed-Use Suburban, Mixed-Use Urban, Commercial and Industrial
Future Land Use districts categories (with the exception of residential development).

FINDINGS

The proposed amendment is not consistent with the intent and purpose of CPP FLU 1.3.1
Future Land Use Categories, as stated above in the intent of the Mixed-Use Urban category, it
does allow for intense residential uses and non-residential uses (commercial) for compatible
infill development.  Furthermore, the range of uses extends from residential to light-industrial. 
Staff concurs that the cumulative nature of the ID-2 zoning category does allow for light industrial
which is specifically mentioned in MU-U. However, the allowable uses within the ID-2 zoning
category extend beyond light-industrial.  As a matter of fact, the allowable uses of ID-2 include
heavy industrial land uses, highly intense manufacturing and processing operations,
construction/heavy equipment operations, and other equivalent concentrations of potential
noxious uses. With this understanding, staff concludes that the future land use designation of
MU-U is not consistent with the proposed rezoning request of ID-2.  The proposed amendment
is  not consistent with the intent and purpose of CPP FLU 1.1.10 Locational Criteria further
addressed with the Land Development Code consistency, Criterion 2. 

CRITERION (2)
Consistent with The Land Development 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.

6.05.12. R-5 Urban Residential/Limited Office District, (cumulative) high density. 
This district is intended to provide for high density urban residential uses and compatible
professional office development, and designed to encourage the establishment and
maintenance of a suitable higher density residential environment and low intensity services.
These uses form a transition area between lower density residential and commercial
development. Maximum density is 20 dwelling units per acre except in the Low Density
Residential (LDR) future land use category where the maximum density is 18 dwelling units per
acre. Refer to Article 11 for uses, heights and densities allowed in R-5, urban residential/limited
office areas located in the Airport/Airfield Environs.

6.05.18. ID-1 Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no residential uses allowed). 
This district is intended primarily for research-oriented activities, light manufacturing and
processing not involving the use of materials, processes or machinery likely to cause
undesirable effects upon nearby industrial establishments of this type. The uses shall be within
completely enclosed buildings wherever practical and provide a buffer between commercial
districts and other higher intensive industrial uses. The uses which this district is designed to
accommodate include general assembly, warehousing and distribution activities. In addition,
major repair and service activities, as well as manufacturing activities meeting performance
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standards are intended to be accommodated in this district. Finally, commercial trade and
service activities not compatible with activities adapted to more restrictive districts, but which
satisfy site plan criteria and performance criteria of this Code, should be accommodated in this
district. Residential development is excluded from this district, both to protect residences from
undesirable influences and to ensure the preservation of adequate areas for industrial
development. Refer to the overlay districts within section LDC 6.07.00 for additional regulations
imposed on individual parcels with ID-1 zoning located in the Scenic Highway Overlay District or
C-4(OL) Brownsville-Mobile Highway and "T" Street Commercial Overlay District. All industrial
development, redevelopment, or expansion must be consistent with the locational criteria in the
Comprehensive Plan (FLU 1.1.10) and in Article 7. Refer to Article 11 for uses, heights and
densities allowed in ID-1, light industrial areas located in the Airport/Airfield Environs.

6.05.19. ID-2 General Industrial District (noncumulative).
This district is intended to accommodate industrial uses which cannot satisfy the highest level of
performance standards. It is designed to accommodate manufacturing, processing, fabrication,
and other activities which can only comply with minimal performance standards. No residential
development is permitted in this district, thereby insuring adequate area for industrial activities.
Community facilities and trade establishments that provide needed services to industrial
development also may be accommodated in this district. All industrial development,
redevelopment, or expansion must be consistent with the locational criteria in the
Comprehensive Plan (FLU 1.1.10) and in Article 7. Refer to Article 11 for uses allowed in ID-1,
light industrial areas located in the Airport/Airfield Environs. 
B. Permitted uses. 
1. Manufacturing or industrial uses permitted in the ID-1 light industrial district. 
2. Asphalt plants. 
3. Concrete plants. 
4. Iron works. 
5. Landfills. 
6. Borrow pits and reclamation activities thereof (subject to local permit and development review
requirements per Escambia County Code of Ordinances, Part I, Chapter 42, article VIII, and
performance standards in Part III, the Land Development Code, article 7). 
7. Paper mills. 
8. Refineries. 
9. Rendering plants and slaughter houses. 
10. Steel mills. 
11. Solid waste transfer stations, collection points, and/or processing facilities. 
12. Public utility and service structures. 
13. Junkyards, salvage yards, and waste tire processing facilities.
14. Other uses similar to those listed herein. Recommendations on other permitted uses shall
be made by the planning board (LPA) and based on an application for such other use. Final
determination shall be made by the BCC upon receipt of the planning board's (LPA's)
recommendation.

LDC 6.05.17.F. Roadway access. Direct access must be provided from a collector or arterial
roadway and such access may be provided by curb cuts on the collector or arterial roadway or a
private or public commercial access road linking the use with the collector or arterial roadway
provided that such private or public road does not traverse a predominately residential
neighborhood or subdivision between the use and the collector or arterial roadway. No permit
shall be issued or any proposed use which requires access through a residential neighborhood
or subdivision.
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LDC 7.20.07. Industrial locational criteria (ID-CP, ID-1, ID-2).
New industrial development must meet the following locational criteria:
1. Industrial uses shall be located so that the negative impacts of industrial land uses on the
functions of natural systems shall, as a first priority, be avoided. When impacts are unavoidable,
those impacts shall be minimized.
2. Sites for industrial development shall be accessible to essential public and private facilities
and services at the levels of service adopted in the Comprehensive Plan. 
3. New industrial uses in the MU-1, AA-13, and AA-15 categories may be permitted provided
such use conforms to the permitted uses listed in the ID-CP and ID-1 zoning categories.
Industrial and MU-6 categories allow all types of industrial uses.
4. Sites for industrial uses shall be located with convenient access to the labor supply, raw
material sources and market areas.
5. New industrial uses shall be located on parcels of land large enough to adequately support
the type of industrial development proposed and minimize any adverse impacts upon
surrounding properties. Compatibility of land uses shall be ensured consistent with
Comprehensive Plan Policy 7.A.3.8. (FLU 1.1.9) 
6. These industrial locational criteria apply to those future land use categories where industrial
development is permitted and does not provide or permit industrial land uses in those categories
that do not provide for such uses.

FINDINGS
 
The proposed amendment is not consistent with the roadway access requirements as stated in
LDC 6.05.17.F of the Land  Development Code which states that access to the parcel must be
from a collector or arterial roadway. Direct access to the property is provided by Border Street, a
local public two lane roadway. Should this amendment be approved, the industrial locational
requirements set forth in LDC 7.20.07 will be reviewed during the site plan review process.
There are no natural systems or sensitive land that may be affected by this proposed request. 

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. Within
the 500’ radius impact area, staff observed properties with zoning districts ID-1, C-2 and R-5.
Cloverland Subdivision, (PB3, PG52) is within the radius. There are 21 single family residences,
one (1) mobile home park, six (6) mobile homes, seven (7) vacant residential properties, one (1)
church, four (4) open storage properties and one (1) wholesale parcel. 

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

FINDINGS

The proposed amendment does have changed conditions that impact the rezoning request by
the applicant. This parcel is designated as part of the Englewood Community Redevelopment
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the applicant. This parcel is designated as part of the Englewood Community Redevelopment
Area, under the Community Redevelopment Plan adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners July 6, 2000 and updated March 19, 2009. It appears that the proposed
amendment, as stated, would not meet the intent of the adopted plan. This issue will have to be
addressed by the Community Redevelopment Agency staff.

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 and hydric soils were not indicated on
the subject property. When applicable, further review during the site plan review 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, as the
allowed uses and intensities for the ID-2 zoning are incompatible with the intent of the
Englewood Redevelopment Plan, which identify the less intense industrial uses and specific
standards adopted by the County Commissioners for the redevelopment area.  

Attachments
Z-2012-09
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 

The mission of the CRA is to enhance the quality of life within the County's Redevelopment Areas 
and Enterprise Zone by encouraging private sector reinvestment, promoting economic 

development and providing public sector enhancements. 

 
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

 
 
TO:  Planning Board  
 
FROM: David Forte, Urban Planner II, Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) 
 
THRU: Eva A. Peterson, CRA Manager 
 
DATE: Tuesday, May 2, 2012 
 
RE: Rezoning, May 14, 2012 meeting – 2006 Border Street – Z-2012-09 – 

Englewood Redevelopment District 
 
The rezoning request for the above mentioned property is located within the Englewood 

Community Redevelopment Area Plan (ERP). The plan, which was originally adopted by the 

Board of County Commissioners in July of 2000 and updated in March of 2009, is intended to 

accomplish several key objectives to help revitalize and improve the Englewood Redevelopment 

District. These key objectives include appearance, citizen involvement, code compliance, 

infrastructure improvements, residential and commercial reinvestment, traffic calming and 

circulation, and zoning and land use administration.  

 

The Zoning and Land Use objective is intended to support and implement zoning policies that 
protect residential neighborhoods and encourage compatible commercial/industrial 
reinvestment. 
 
CRA Comments: 
 

1) The ERP states on page 8, “The Redevelopment Plan’s major findings were as 
follows: 1. Code enforcement combined with residential reinvestment assistance 
is considered a priority to improvement efforts in the Englewood Redevelopment 
Area. 2. A second priority is reinvestment in the four principal commercial 
corridors (Pace Boulevard, “W” Street, “E” Street, and Fairfield Drive). 3. The 
Border Street/Hollywood Avenue railroad corridor affords a unique opportunity for 
an urban commerce or light industrial park…” 
 
One of the major findings of the ERP was the potential opportunity for the Border 
Street/Hollywood Avenue railroad corridor to become an urban commerce or light 
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industrial park. Both park opportunities would support general commercial to light 
industrial type uses, in which the ID-1 zoning district states “Intent and purpose. This 
district is intended primarily for research-oriented activities, light manufacturing and 
processing not involving the use of materials, processes or machinery likely to cause 
undesirable effects upon nearby industrial establishments of this type. The uses shall be 
within completely enclosed buildings wherever practical and provide a buffer between 
commercial districts and other higher intensive industrial uses. The uses which this 
district is designed to accommodate include general assembly, warehousing and 
distribution activities. In addition, major repair and service activities, as well as 
manufacturing activities meeting performance standards are intended to be 
accommodated in this district. Finally, commercial trade and service activities not 
compatible with activities adapted to more restrictive districts, but which satisfy site plan 
criteria and performance criteria of this Code, should be accommodated in this district.” 
 
The concern for a rezoning to the ID-2 zoning district would allow more intense industrial 
uses such as landfills, rendering plants and slaughter houses, junkyards, salvage yards, 
etc.  
 

2) The ERP on page 17 touches on the existing land uses for the Englewood 
Redevelopment District and states, “The Englewood Redevelopment Area is 
composed of 2,353 parcels across 883.2 acres, excluding roads and rights-of-way. 
Four primary land uses are represented: Residential (comprising approximately 
39% of total land use), Institutional (approximately 28%), Commercial 
(approximately 16%), Vacant (approximately 13%), and Industrial (approximately 
4%). A more detailed description of these land-use types follows below.” The ERP 
goes on to state on page 19, “Industrial and utilities are by far the smallest land 
use types in the Englewood Redevelopment Area. Together they account for less 
than 4% of total acreage and 74 of the area’s 2,353 parcels. The majority of the 
industrial uses are located along the railroad west of Hollywood Avenue.” 

 
The CRA understands that industrial uses are a tremendous economic factor when 
properly planned and managed as it generates jobs, increases property values which in 
turn increases the ad valorem tax base, and provides goods for consumers. Industrial 
uses are the vast minority throughout the Englewood Redevelopment District and 
definitely need proper promotion for the economic viability for the area. The CRA 
supports the existing uses allowed under the ID-1 zoning for the property; however, the 
additional intensive uses that, in turn, would be allowed under the ID-2 zoning district 
would become intrusive to the surrounding residential areas. 
 

3) The ERP on page 22 details the future land use categories located within the 
Englewood Redevelopment District; however, the Comprehensive Plan, which 
amended the future land use categories, has been updated through the Evaluation 
& Appraisal Report Based Amendments (EAR 2010) since the ERP has been 
updated (2008). The future land use category for the proposed site at the time of 
adoption of the EAR was Mixed Use-1, but the current future land use category for 
the site is Mixed Use-Urban (MU-U). FLU Policy 1.3.1 states “Intended for an 
intense mix of residential and nonresidential uses while promoting compatible 
infill development and the separation of urban and suburban land uses within 
the category as a whole.” And further the MU-U category states the range of 
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allowable uses are “Residential, Retail and Services, Professional Office, Light 
Industrial, Recreational Facilities, Public and Civic.”  

 
The current zoning of ID-1 supports the intent of the MU-U future land use category as it 
would allow for light industrial type uses; however, the proposed rezoning to ID-2 would 
be in conflict with the MU-U category as ID-2 allows for all types of industrial uses 
including intensive industrial. The applicant would need to apply for a future land use 
map amendment from MU-U to Industrial (I) prior to the rezoning request from ID-1 to 
ID-2. The ranges of allowable uses within the Industrial future land use category are 
“light to intensive industrial, ancillary retail and office, and no new residential 

development is allowed.” The rezoning amendment is inconsistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan as the amendment would be inconsistent with the MU-U future 
land use category.  

 
4) The ERP of page 26 details the land development regulations for the Englewood 

Redevelopment District. The plan states, “Three primary zoning categories are 
represented in the Englewood Redevelopment Area—residential, commercial, and 
industrial (Fig. 2.5). As with land use, the share of each zoning designation 
reflects the dominance of the corresponding land use, with residential occupying 
just over 60% of the total acreage, commercial occupying a little more than 31%, 
and industrial representing the remaining proportion. More specifically, these 
three zoning categories are divided among seven particular divisions, R-2, R-4, R-
5, R-6.C-1, C-2 and ID-1.” 

 
The proposed rezoning from ID-1 to ID-2 would create the first and only ID-2 zoning 
properties within the Englewood Redevelopment District. The CRA feels the zoning 
amendment would result in spot zoning and, as mentioned above under comment #3, 
the amendment would be inconsistent with the MU-U future land use category. 

 

As the Border Street/Hollywood Avenue corridor has the potential to become an urban 

commerce or light industrial park, serviced by the existing railroad, the CRA cannot support the 

rezoning of the current ID-1 zoning to the proposed ID-2 zoning for the reasons stated above. 

The CRA respectfully requests that the Board deny the rezoning request. 

 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at the following: 

 

David Forte 

Work: 850.595.3595 

Cell: 850.554.8187 

Email: dvforte@myescambia.com 
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RECEIPT

Development Services Department

Building Inspections Division
3363 West Park Place

Pensacola, Florida, 32505

(850) 595-3550

Molino Office - (850) 587-5770

GELAWRENCashier ID :

04/04/2012Date Issued. : 552580Receipt No. :

Application No. : PRZ120400009

Project Name : Z-2012-09

Method of Payment Reference Document Amount Paid Comment

PAYMENT INFO

Check

$1,750.0010309 App ID : PRZ120400009

$1,750.00 Total Check

Received From :

Total Receipt Amount :

Change Due :

EVANS CONTRACTION INC

$1,750.00

$0.00

Job AddressBalanceInvoice AmtInvoice #Application #

APPLICATION INFO

0  BORDER ST & JORDAN , PENSACOLA, FL, 32505PRZ120400009  645718 $0.00 1,750.00

0  BORDER ST & JORDAN , PENSACOLA, FL, 32505PRZ120400009  645719 $0.00 70.00

Total Amount : $0.00
Balance Due on this/these 

Application(s) as of 4/5/2012
 1,820.00

Page 1 of 1Receipt.rpt
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RECEIPT

Development Services Department

Building Inspections Division
3363 West Park Place

Pensacola, Florida, 32505

(850) 595-3550

Molino Office - (850) 587-5770

GELAWRENCashier ID :

04/04/2012Date Issued. : 552582Receipt No. :

Application No. : PRZ120400009

Project Name : Z-2012-09

Method of Payment Reference Document Amount Paid Comment

PAYMENT INFO

Cash

$70.00 App ID : PRZ120400009

$70.00 Total Cash

Received From :

Total Receipt Amount :

Change Due :

BUDDY PAGE

$70.00

$0.00

Job AddressBalanceInvoice AmtInvoice #Application #

APPLICATION INFO

0  BORDER ST & JORDAN , PENSACOLA, FL, 32505PRZ120400009  645718 $0.00 1,750.00

0  BORDER ST & JORDAN , PENSACOLA, FL, 32505PRZ120400009  645719 $0.00 70.00

Total Amount : $0.00
Balance Due on this/these 

Application(s) as of 4/5/2012
 1,820.00

Page 1 of 1Receipt.rpt
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OREN INTERNATIONAL INC 

1995 HOLLYWOOD AVE  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

BANK OF AMERICA  

C/O ROBERTSON ANSCHUTZ 

 3010 N MILIATRY  STE 300  

BOCA RATON  FL 33431

SOUTHERN STAR AUTO GROUP LLC 

2201 GLENWOOD AVE  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

EVANS CONTRACTING INC 

289 NOWAK RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

WILSON STEVE H 

817 NORTH 48TH AVE  

PENSACOLA  FL 32506 

 

SCHAFER REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS 
LLC 

1632 SUNSET POINTE  

DESTIN  FL 32541 

D & S OF PENSACOLA INC 

4419 CEDARBROOK CIR  

PENSACOLA  FL 32526 

 

RHODES EARL J & CHARLENE E 

1800 1/2 BORDER ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

FOLMAR DARRYL D  

2101 0AKWOOD AVE 

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

PAV'R CONSTRUCTION INC 

501 E GREGORY ST # 3  

PENSACOLA  FL 32502 

 

MULLINS CHARLIE & GLADYS E 

1800 N BORDER ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

ANGELOS AUTO PARTS INC 

42 SANDALWOOD ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

BODIE DANIEL P & GERMAINE R 

2004 GLENWOOD AVE  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

MARTIN LUCINDA 

4415 DEAUVILLE WAY  

PENSACOLA  FL 32503 

 

WILLIS SABRINA LYNN 

2123 NORTH T ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

SILCOX ROBERT H 

3800 W MAXWELL ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

BODIE STEVE R 

1375 LA PAZ  

PENSACOLA  FL 32506 

 

AARON LILLIAN SHAW LIFE EST 

3820 W JORDAN ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

ONGMAN GLORIA J 

22880 POPLAR RD  

ROBERTSDALE  AL 36567 

 

PENSACOLA HABITAT FOR 
HUMANITY INC 

PO BOX 13204  

PENSACOLA  FL 32591 

HENDRICKS JAMES GAWEN 

8411 KAUSE RD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32506 

 

TERRY JOHN G 

3816 W MAXWELL ST 

 PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

PENSACOLA HABITAT FOR 
HUMANITY 

1060 GUILLEMARD ST  

PENSACOLA  FL 32501 

BROWN JAMES & 

2208 OAKWOOD AVD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

GIBBES TIMOTHY & DEBORAH 

12 CLOVERLAND CT  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

JAHNKE JOSHUA J 

59 LINCOLN ST  

HUDSON  MA 01749 

 

HARBORTH HARVEY & BARBARA A 

14 CLOVERLAND CT 

 PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

HENDRIX JAMES E 

C/O WANDA HENDRIX WHITE 

205 HUNTERS HILL LN  

MOLINO  FL 32577 

DOWNEY JOSEPH M 

16 CLOVERLAND CT  

PENSACOLA  FL 32508 

 

FOLKER TIMOTHY W & ROSEMARY  

711 MEADOWVIEW LN  

PENSACOLA  FL 32504 
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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

Major Roads

City Road

County Road

Interstate

State Road

US Highway

All Roads

Property Line

Page 1 of 1ECPA Map

4/23/2012http://www.escpa.org/aspnet_client/ESRI/WebADF/PrintTaskLayoutTemplates/default.htm
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wheelchair and his wife is blind.  The pots dance 1

off their shelves.  We have to listen to this crap 2

all day long.  We are at war, because one 3

statement -- wiped out 100 gold fish.  I realize 4

they're just gold fish, but they're dead.  My 10:20AM 5

aquariums had to be emptied because of your 6

decision.  7

You're going to kill somebody before it's over 8

with.  I have called the Sheriff's Department and 9

told them because of the crap that that new machine 10:21AM 10

that you put out there -- the guy was screaming at 11

three o'clock in the morning, he was going to kill 12

somebody.  I, like a sorry human being, did not call 13

that night.  I waited until the next morning when my 14

conscience caught up with me and then I called the 10:21AM 15

Sheriff and told him what had happened.  16

I don't know what you guys are doing.  Y'all 17

are trying to run us all out of our homes.  Nobody 18

in that neighborhood -- Border Street is being 19

turned into a dump.  The bottom end of it is nothing 10:21AM 20

but scrap yards, trash, and it just keeps getting 21

worse.  22

The cement company -- you know, when I was a 23

child the cement company was working.  That was the 24

last time I saw it working.  I'm 54 years old now.  10:22AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

74

You know, enough.  We're choking on this crap.  1

Every morning our cars are covered with this stuff.  2

Our homes are being shaken.  Down there where this 3

cement company is has turned into a dump.  4

You know, Pensacola is too beautiful.  I raised 10:22AM 5

my kids to welcome tourists here.  And all you're 6

doing is destroying the damn thing.  Please stop.  7

Thank you very much.  Any questions?  8

MR. BRISKE:  Any questions for Mr. Stewart?  9

MR. STEWART:  I didn't think so.  10:22AM 10

MR. BRISKE:  Mr. Page, do you wish to -- 11

MR. PAGE:  I have nothing further.  12

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Anyone else that wishes to 13

speak on this matter?  Okay.  I hereby close the 14

public comment portion of the hearing.  10:22AM 15

Mr. Page, I'll give you the opportunity for any 16

closing statements.  You said you have none.17

MR. PAGE:  None.18

MR. BRISKE:  Members of the Board, discussion 19

or a motion?  10:23AM 20

MR. GOODLOE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a motion.  21

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, sir.  22

MR. GOODLOE:  I recommended the denial of the 23

rezoning application to the Board of County 24

Commissioners and adopt the Findings-of-Fact 10:23AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 

75

provided in the rezoning hearing package Z-2012-09.  1

MS. SINDEL:  I second.2

MS. SINDEL:  A motion and a second.  3

Discussion.  All those in favor, say aye. 4

(Board members vote.) 08:35AM 5

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  6

Mr. Page, the request has been denied.  7

***********************************8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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          CASE: Z-2012-111

2

APPLICANT: Carol J. Simpson. Agent for Mary J. Moye, John W. 3

Huelsbeck, Jr., Linda Aligood, Owner 
ADDRESS: 11 Eden Lane 4
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009 
FUTURE LAND USE: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban 5

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5 
OVERLAY AREA: NA 6

REQUESTED REZONING:
FROM: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District 7

TO: VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District 
8

9

MR. BRISKE:  Like I stated at the beginning of 10:23AM 10

the meeting our next case, Z-2012-10 has a couple of 11

items that will have to be considered in the regular 12

Planning Board meeting, so we're going to move that 13

one to the end of the agenda.  So we'll move forward 14

with Case Z-2012-11, which is 11 Eden Lane, V-4, 10:24AM 15

Villages Multifamily Residential District 16

to a VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District.  17

Members of the Board, once again I'll ask if 18

there's been any ex parte communication on this case 19

with the Applicant, the agents, attorneys, witnesses 08:56AM 20

or with any fellow Planning Board members or anyone 21

from the general public prior to this hearing.  I'll 22

also ask that you disclose if you have visited the 23

subject property.  And if you are a relative or a 24
business associate of the Applicant or the 08:56AM 25

TAYLOR REPORTING SERVICES, INCORPORATED 
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Applicant's agent.  Starting with Mr. Stitt.1

MR. STITT:  Mr. Chairman, thank you.  None to 2

all of the above.3

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Ms. Hightower.4

MS. HIGHTOWER:  None to all of the above.10:24AM 5

MR. GOODLOE:  No to all.6

MR. WOODWARD:  No to all.7

MR. BRISKE:  And the Chairman, no to all.8

MR. TATE:  No to all.9

MS. DAVIS:  No to all.10:25AM 10

MR. WINGATE:  I only drove over to the area to 11

observe.  No contact.12

MS. SINDEL:  None to all of the above.13

MR. BRISKE:  All right.  Thank you.  14

Sorry about that, folks.  Having a little bit 10:25AM 15

of technical difficulties up here.  Our next case, 16

Z-2012-11.  Ms. Carol J. Simpson, who is the agent 17

for Mary Moye and John Huelsbeck, Jr., and Linda 18

Aligood.  Ms. Simpson, would you please come 19

forward.  10:27AM 20

Good morning, ma'am.  We'll ask you to be sworn 21

in, please.22

(WHEREUPON, Ms. Simpson was sworn). 23

MR. BRISKE:  Good morning.  Would you please 24

state your name and address for the record.10:27AM 25
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MS. SIMPSON:  My name is Carol Simpson.  My 1

address is 320 Gulf Breeze Parkway, Gulf Breeze, 2

Florida.3

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Have you received a 4

copy of the Staff's Findings-of-Fact?  10:27AM 5

MS. SIMPSON:  Yes, I have.6

MR. BRISKE:  Do you understand that you have 7

the burden of providing substantial competent 8

evidence that this proposed rezoning is consistent 9

with the Comprehensive Plan, further the goals, 10:28AM 10

objectives and policies of that plan, and is not in 11

conflict with any portion of the County's Land 12

Development Code?  13

MS. SIMPSON:  Yes, sir, I do.14

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, ma'am.  You may 10:28AM 15

proceed.16

MS. SIMPSON:  On Number 1, consistency with the 17

Comprehensive Plan.  Our proposed plan is compliant 18

with the Comprehensive Plan and the County Land 19

Development Code.  10:28AM 20

Consistency with the code.  The Land 21

Development Code for the area is mainly rural and 22

rural land development with affordable single 23

residence, as well as agricultural activity, which 24

will fit into the code.  10:28AM 25
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The compatibility with the surrounding uses.  1

The proposed plan is compatible with surrounding 2

areas.  The properties around the site are zoned 3

rural residential as well as agriculture.  4

The change in conditions.  There will be no 10:29AM 5

major structural change to the said property with 6

the exception of removal of debris and underbrush.  7

However, this should help the appearance of the 8

house, and the land will be greatly improved, 9

therefore, improving the surrounding properties.  10:29AM 10

The effect on natural environment.  It is not 11

believed that the repurposing of the property will 12

have any negative effects on the surrounding 13

environmental area.  14

And the development plan patterns.  The 10:29AM 15

proposed amendments will be consistent with the 16

surrounding property's current zoning.17

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Board members, any 18

questions at this point?  19

Do you have any witnesses to offer?  10:29AM 20

MS. SIMPSON:  No, sir.21

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  And I got myself out 22

of whack.  We didn't do the pictures and the maps.  23

So if you will just have a seat we will be calling 24

you back up in just a moment.  Go ahead and present 10:30AM 25
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the pictures and the maps here, please.  1

MR. FISHER:  John Fisher, Urban Planner, II.  2

This is case Z-2012-11.  From V-4, Villages 3

Multifamily Residential District 4

to VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District.  10:30AM 5

This is our locational wetlands map.  This is 6

the aerial map of the 500 foot buffer.  This is the 7

future land use map MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban.  This 8

is the existing land use map.  This is a public 9

hearing sign.  10:30AM 10

This is looking west along Eden Lane.  This is 11

looking southwest onto the subject property.  This 12

is looking southeast onto the subject property.  13

This is looking east along Eden Lane.  This is 14

looking south onto the subject property.  And this 10:30AM 15

is the 500 foot radius map.  And this is the mailing 16

list.  17

Do you want me to go to Staff Findings?  18

MR. BRISKE:  Before you go into that, any 19

questions on the maps or photography, please?  10:31AM 20

Okay.  John, when you do the criterion, I 21

noticed that the findings in Criterion 4 seem to be 22

a little bit open ended.  It doesn't have typically 23

what we normally state in there, whether there's a 24

changed condition or not.  So if you'll just address 10:31AM 25
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that when we get in there.  It addresses some other 1

properties, but it doesn't specifically say here we 2

have a changed condition impact.  So with that, 3

we'll let you go ahead and start the findings.4

MR. FISHER:  Sure thing.  Thanks, Mr. Chairman.  10:31AM 5

Criterion (1), consistent with the Comprehensive 6

Plan.  The proposed amendment to VR-2 is consistent7

with the intent and purpose of the Future Land Use 8

category Mixed Use Suburban as stated in Future Land 9

Use 1.1.1 because the proposed use of the property 10

is one permitted under Mixed Use Suburban.11

The proposed amendment is consistent with the 12

intent and purpose of the Future Land Use category 13

Mixed Use Suburban as stated in Future Land Use 14

1.3.1.  The surrounding and abutting existing land 15

uses are agricultural and residential.16

The proposed amendment is consistent with the 17

intent of Future Land Use 1.5.3 promoting the 18

efficient use of the existing public roads, 19

utilities and service infrastructure.  The proposed 20

amendment also encourages redevelopment of the 21

underutilized property.  22

Criterion 2, consistent with the Land 23

Development Code.  The proposed amendment is 24

consistent with the intent and purpose of the Land 25
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Development Code.  Permitted uses range from single 1

family residential, characterized by rural land 2

development patterns, to agricultural related 3

activities. 4

Criterion 3, compatible with the surrounding 10:33AM 5

uses.  The proposed amendment is compatible with the 6

surrounding existing uses in the area.  Within the 7

500 foot radius impact area, Staff identified 8

properties with zoning districts VR-2, V-4, V-3, 9

VAG-1, VR-1 and P.  There are five vacant parcels, 10

seven single family, four mobile homes, three 11

multifamily and one elementary school. 12

Criterion 4, changed conditions.  Staff found 13

rezoning cases Z-2004-19 at 1172 Highway 95A North 14

that was rezoned from V-3 to VR-2.  A Large Scale 15

Amendment at 200 Becks Lake Rd was approved by the 16

Department of Economic Opportunity on December 16, 17

2011 and adopted by the Board of County 18

Commissioners on January 19, 2012.  The parcel was 19

currently rezoned from VAG-1 to ID-1 today, Case 20

Number 2012-08.  We don't see any changed 21

conditions.  22

Criterion 5 findings.  According to the 23

National Wetland Inventory, wetlands were indicated24

on the subject property, but no hydric soils were 25
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indicated.  When applicable, further review during 1

the site plan review process will be necessary to 2

determine if there would be any significant adverse 3

impact on the natural environment. 4

Criterion 6, development patterns.  The 10:34AM 5

proposed amendment would result in a logical and 6

orderly development pattern.  The proposed request 7

to VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District is 8

consistent and does contribute to the existing 9

residential type and agricultural uses in the 10

surrounding development patterns.11

And that consists of Staff's findings.  12

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Ms. Simpson, do you 13

have any questions for Staff members?  14

MS. SIMPSON:  No, sir.  10:35AM 15

MR. BRISKE:  You indicated no.  Okay.  Board, 16

any questions of Staff?  17

MS. DAVIS:  Can I ask you, are we doing the 18

last case or the third case?  19

MR. BRISKE:  Yes, ma'am, we're doing the last 10:35AM 20

one on Eden Lane, that is correct.  21

Any questions before we go to public comment?  22

We do have a speaker.  23

I'm not going to read again the whole 24

statement, but I will just ask you to limit your 10:35AM 25
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comments to criterion exceptions if you're going to 1

speak.  And, obviously, you must be present here 2

today before speaking before the Board of County 3

Commissioners.  4

I do have one speaker signed up today.  I 10:35AM 5

didn't say this at the beginning, but we do have a 6

three minute time limit for members of the public to 7

speak.  That's why you'll see the stopwatch up 8

there.  9

Ms. Edna Francis Lee, please.  Good morning, 10:35AM 10

ma'am.  Please be sworn in.11

(WHEREUPON, Ms. Lee was sworn). 12

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you, ma'am.  If you'll 13

please come forward and state your name and address 14

for the record.10:36AM 15

MS. STEWART:  My name is Edna Frances Lee.  I 16

live at 850 Ferasent (phonetic) Road, which is 17

behind the area.  18

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  If you would, just pull the 19

microphone just a little bit closer to you.  We're 10:36AM 20

recording everything here today.  Thank you.  Go 21

ahead, please.  22

MS. LEE:  Yes.  What I am here for is I'm 23

concerned because my friend and I who owns property 24

right across, which is adjoining the area that y'all 10:36AM 25
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were talking about, we would not like -- really, the 1

neighbors around there do not like -- want change in 2

it.  We want it to stay -- cleaned up, yes.  But as 3

far as multi complexes and stuff coming in, no.  We 4

want it -- we like our quiet and we don't want it 10:37AM 5

changed.  6

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  Anything else to add?  7

MS. LEE:  No.  8

MR. BRISKE:  Thank you.  Board members, are 9

there any questions of Ms. Lee?  10:37AM 10

Okay.  Thank you, ma'am.  11

Horace, would you just take one moment and 12

quickly describe the two changes, the change from 13

V-4 to VR-2, what that might encompass?  14

MR. JONES:  Yes.  VR-2 zoning does not allow 10:37AM 15

for any duplexes or any apartments or anything like 16

that.  Basically, it does allow for more 17

agricultural type uses in zonings, but as far as any 18

type of apartments or complexes of that type, yes, 19

all those uses are prohibited.  10:38AM 20

MR. BRISKE:  Okay.  All right.  Ms. Simpson, if 21

you'll please come forward again.  22

I'm sorry.  Was there anyone else from the 23

public who wishes to speak on this matter?  24

All right.  I'm hereby closing the public 10:38AM 25
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comment portion of the meeting.  1

Ms. Simpson, do you have anything else to add?  2

MS. SIMPSON:  No, I don't.3

MR. BRISKE:  Board members, any additional 4

questions?  All right.  The chair will entertain a 10:38AM 5

motion.  6

MR. TATE:  Mr. Chairman, I move that the Board 7

recommend approval of Z-2012-11 from V-4, Village 8

Multifamily Residential to VR-2, Villages Rural 9

Residential District and accept Staff's 10:38AM 10

Findings-of-Fact.11

MS. DAVIS:  Second that.12

MR. BRISKE:  We have a motion and a second.  13

Any discussion?  All right.  All those in favor, 14

indicate by saying aye. 08:35AM 15

(Board members vote.) 16

MR. BRISKE:  Opposed?  17

(None.)18

MR. BRISKE:  Passes unanimously.  It's been 19

granted.  You'll go in front of the Board of County 08:47AM 20

Commissioners next.21

MS. SIMPSON:  Thank you very much.  22

MR. BRISKE:  At this time we are going to go 23

back to case Z-2012-10.  We will pause before we 24

start that case.  Put our rezoning hearing request 10:39AM 25
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on hold for just a moment.  And I'm hereby going to 1

open the official Escambia County Planning Board 2

Meeting.  We won't need you to make verbatim notes 3

of this meeting so just be on standby when we come 4

back to do the rezoning, the quasi-judicial.5

(Break).6

**********************************7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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        CASE: Z-2012-101

2

APPLICANT: Neal Bjorklund, Agent for Galen and Rosalie 3

Schmidt 
ADDRESS: Highway 97A 4
PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 11-4N-33-4100-000-000 
FUTURE LAND USE: AG, Agricultural 5

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5 
OVERLAY AREA: NA BCC MEETING DATE: 6

FROM: VAG-1, Village Agricultural District(5 du per 100 
acres on one-acre parcels) 7

TO: ID-2, Industrial, General Industrial District 
(noncumulative)8

9

10

MR. BRISKE:  We have temporarily put the 11

Planning Board meeting on hold and have come back 12

into session with the quasi-judicial rezoning 13

hearings.  And we are going to hear case Z-2012-10, 14

Highway 97A, from Villages Agricultural 1 to ID-2, 11:20AM 15

Industrial, General Industrial District.  16

Members of the Board, I will ask if there's 17

been any ex parte communication between you, the 18

applicant, agents, attorneys, witnesses, fellow 19

planning board members or any member of the general 11:20AM 20

public prior to this hearing?  I'll also ask that 21

you disclose whether you have visited the subject 22

property and if you are a relative, business 23

associate of the applicant or the applicant's 24
agents.  We'll start at the far end again, Mr. 11:20AM 25
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Planning Board-Rezoning   5. D.           
Meeting Date: 05/14/2012  

CASE : Z-2012-11

APPLICANT: Carol J. Simpson. Agent for
Mary J. Moye, John W.
Huelsbeck, Jr., Linda
Aligood, Owner 

ADDRESS: 11 Eden Lane 

PROPERTY REFERENCE NO.: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009  

FUTURE LAND USE: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban  

COMMISSIONER DISTRICT: 5  

OVERLAY AREA: NA 

BCC MEETING DATE: 06/28/2012 

Information
SUBMISSION DATA:
REQUESTED REZONING:

FROM: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District 

TO:      VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District 

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)

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

Comprehensive Plan Policy (CPP) FLU 1.1.1 Development Consistency. New development
and redevelopment in unincorporated Escambia County shall be consistent with the Escambia
County Comprehensive Plan and the Future Land Use Map (FLUM).

CPP FLU 1.3.1 Future Land Use Categories. The Mixed-Use Suburban (MU-S) Future Land
Use (FLU) category is intended for a mix of residential and nonresidential uses while promoting
compatible infill development and the separation of urban and suburban land uses.  Range of
allowable uses include: Residential, Retail and Services, Professional Office, Recreational
Facilities, Public and Civic.  The minimum residential density is two dwelling units per acre and
the maximum residential density is ten dwelling units per acre.  
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CPP FLU 1.5.3 New Development and Redevelopment in Built Areas. To promote the
efficient use of existing public roads, utilities and service infrastructure, the County will
encourage redevelopment in underutilized properties to maximize development densities and
intensities located in the Mixed-Use Suburban, Mixed-Use Urban, Commercial and Industrial
Future Land Use district categories (with the exception of residential development).

FINDINGS

The proposed amendment to VR-2 is consistent with the intent and purpose of Future Land
Use category Mixed-Use Suburban as stated in CPP FLU 1.1.1 because the proposed use of
the property is one permitted under Mixed-Use Suburban. 

The proposed amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose of Future Land Use
category Mixed-Use Suburban as stated in CPP FLU 1.3.1. The surrounding and abutting
existing land uses are agricultural and residential, which allow density of 10 units per acre
as VR-2 zoning allows one unit per 0.75 acre. 

The proposed amendment is consistent with the intent of CPP FLU 1.5.3 promoting the
efficient use of existing public roads, utilities and service infrastructure; the proposed
amendment also encourages redevelopment of an underutilized property.

CRITERION (2)
Consistent with The Land Development 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.

6.05.25. V-4 Villages Multifamily Residential District. Gross density (seven units per acre). 

A. Intent and purpose of district. Multifamily residential district characterized by a mix of
duplexes, apartments, townhouses, patio homes, and mobile home subdivisions. Single-family
detached residences are also allowed in this district. There is a maximum height limitation of two
stories. No minimum lot size for new subdivisions, but development must meet overall maximum
density requirements. Refer to article 11 for uses and densities allowed in V-4, villages
multifamily residential areas located in the Airport/Airfield Environs. Structures within
Airport/Airfield Environs, Zones, and Surfaces remain subject to the height definitions, height
restrictions, and methods of height calculation set forth in Article 11. 
B. Permitted uses. 
1. Any use permitted in V-1, V-2 or V-3. 
2. Multiple-family dwellings and structures, including single-family attached dwellings, duplexes,
quadraplexes, townhouses, building clusters and zero lot line developments. 
3. Boarding and lodging houses. 
4. Community residential homes. 
5. Nursing homes, retirement homes, convalescent homes, adult congregate living facilities,
kindergartens, child care centers and foster care centers. 
6. Mobile home subdivisions. 
C. Conditional uses. 
1. Any conditional use allowed in V-1, V-2 or V-3. 
2. Hospitals and clinics (except animal hospitals and veterinary clinics). 
3. Dormitories, fraternity and sorority houses.

6.05.23. VR Villages Rural Residential Districts. 
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VR-2-- Gross density: One unit per 0.75 acre. 

A. Intent and purpose of districts. Single-family residential district characterized by rural land
development patterns. Rural community nonresidential uses are allowed. Home occupations are
considered permitted uses. Mobile homes are allowed as single-family dwellings. Mobile home
subdivisions are allowed. Mobile home parks are allowed as conditional uses. Parcels
designated as VR are generally not assessed as agriculturally productive parcels. VR-1
densities reflect large lot rural land development patterns, while VR-2 densities reflect the need
for more affordable lot sizes for single family and mobile home development. Refer to Article 11
for uses, heights and densities allowed in VR, villages rural residential areas located in the
Airport/Airfield Environs. 
B. Permitted uses. 
1. Single-family residences. 
2. Agricultural, farm animals and agricultural-related activities and customary accessory
buildings. 
3. Silviculture. 
4. Mariculture and aquaculture. 
5. Campground and recreational vehicle parks. 
6. Public utility. 
7. Stables, private and public (minimum lot size two acres). 
8. Animal hospitals, clinics and kennels (minimum lot size two acres). 
9. Display and sale of fruit, vegetables and similar agricultural products. 10. Mobile homes as
single-family dwelling, subject to the other relevant provisions of this Code. 
11. Places of worship. 
12. Educational facilities. 
13. Clubs and lodges. 
14. Guest residences. 
15. Public utility and service structures not included in subpart C. or D., below. 
16. Feed and farm equipment stores. 
17. Home-based "cottage businesses" such as crafts, florists, woodworking, sewing, and other
similar uses. 
18. Other rural area related commercial uses meeting the locational requirements of
Comprehensive Plan Policy 8.A.11. 
19. Golf courses, tennis centers, swimming clubs, and customary attendant facilities and
accessory buildings. 
20. Home occupations. 
21. Existing auto salvage business. 
22. Family day care homes and family foster homes. 
23. Reclamation of borrow pits that existed prior to September 16, 2004 (subject to local permit
and development review requirements per Escambia County Code of Ordinances, Part I,
Chapter 42, Article VIII, and performance standards in Part III, the Land Development Code,
Article 7).
C. Conditional uses. 
1. Mobile home parks, duplexes, triplexes, and quadraplexes. 
2. Public buildings for general administrative, executive or studio functions, or for general
warehousing or maintenance operations (see section 6.08.02). 
3. Shooting ranges, gun and rifle clubs, etc. 
4. Hunting preserve, shooting ranges, gun and rifle clubs, etc. 
5. Wastewater treatment facilities, electric power generation facilities or substations, and solid
waste transfer stations, collection points and/or processing facilities. 
6. Hospitals, clinics, nursing homes and similar uses. 
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7. Borrow pits and reclamation activities thereof (subject to local permit and development review
requirements per Escambia County Code of Ordinances, Part I, Chapter 42, article VIII, and
performance standards in Part III, the Land Development Code, article 7). 
8. Junkyards, salvage yards, and waste tire processing facilities. 
9. Any conditional use permitted in the preceding villages districts. 
D. Prohibited uses. 
1. Landfills or hazardous waste storage facilities (permanent), but not including solid waste
transfer stations, collection points and/or processing facilities. 
2. Commercial communication towers. 

FINDINGS

The proposed amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose of the Land Development
Code.  Permitted uses include farm animals, agricultural-related activities, single family
residential characterized by rural land development patterns. 

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 compatible with surrounding existing uses in the area. Within the
500’ radius impact area, staff identified properties with zoning districts VR-2, V-4, V-3, VAG-1,
VR-1 and P. There are five vacant parcels, seven single family, four mobile homes, three
multifamily properties, and one elementary school.

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 rezoning case Z-2004-19 at 1172 Hwy 95A N that was rezoned from V-3 to VR-2. A
large scale amendment  at 200 Becks Lake Rd that was approved by the Department of
Economic Opportunity (DEO) on  December 16, 2011 and adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on January 11, 2011. The same parcel is currently requesting a rezoning from
VAG-1 to ID-2.

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 were indicated on the subject property,
but no hydric soils were indicated. When applicable, further review during the site plan
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review 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 result in a logical and orderly development pattern. 
The proposed request to VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District is consistent and does
contribute to the existing residential type and agricultural uses in surrounding development
patterns.   
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Public Hearing Sign
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Looking West along Eden Lane
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Looking Southwest onto subject property
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Looking Southeast onto Subject Property
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L ki E t l Ed LLooking East along Eden Lane
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Looking South onto Subject Property
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WILD OAK FARM LTD 

516 LAKEVIEW RD # 8  

CLEARWATER  FL 33756-3302 

 

COTTAGE HILL LTD 

516 LAKEVIEW RD UNIT 8  

CLEARWATER  FL 33756-3302 

 

SCHOOL BOARD OF ESCAMBIA CO 

75 N PACE BLVD  

PENSACOLA  FL 32505 

 

ARNETTE LESLIE D  

1974 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

THAMES CARRIE W 

809 HWY 95-NORTH  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

HUELSBECK JOHN W  

121 COUNTRI LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

MARABELLA MARGARET STRANZEL 

PO BOX 412  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

KROCHTA GRACE M 

PO BOX 523  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

HUELSBECK RICHARD 

12006 LURAY CT  

LOUISVILLE  KY 40245 

 

KROCHTA PETER J  

830 VIRECENT RD 

 CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

HABER ELIZABETH A 

808 WATSON AVE  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

KROCHTA MELINDA SUE 

4468 HWY 95A  

MOLINO  FL 32577 

 

HUELSBECK JOSEPH F JR 

15 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

HALL CHARLES E & DOROTHY H 

53 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

WELCH DONALD G  

50 EDEN LN  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

BENSON ELIZABETH W 

1294 HWY 95 A NORTH  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

PINSON KYLE J & DEBORAH S 

880 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

LEE DAVID E 

850 VIRECENT RD  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 

 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 

C/O FIGURE 8 FLORIDA LLC 501 
RIVERSIDE AVE SUITE 902 
JACKSONVILLE  FL 32202 

KING EDMON I JR & BRENDA A 

819 HWY 95-A N  

CANTONMENT  FL 32533 
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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

Major Roads

City Road

County Road

Interstate

State Road

US Highway

All Roads

Property Line

Page 1 of 1ECPA Map

4/23/2012http://www.escpa.org/aspnet_client/ESRI/WebADF/PrintTaskLayoutTemplates/default.htm
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AI-2679     Growth Management Report      14. 2.             
BCC Regular Meeting Public Hearing             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

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

RECOMMENDATION:
5:45 p.m.  A Public Hearing for Consideration for Adopting an Ordinance Amending the Official
Zoning Map

That the Board adopt an Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map to include the rezoning
cases heard by the Planning Board on May 14, 2012, and approved during the previous agenda
item and to provide for severability, inclusion in the code, and an effective date.

BACKGROUND:
Rezoning cases Z-2012-08, Z-2012-09 and Z-2012-11 were heard by the Planning Board on
May 14, 2012. 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



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 Department and interested citizens. The Development Services Department will ensure
proper advertisement. 
 

Attachments
Draft Ordinance
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2012-______ 
 

 
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-2012-08 
Location: 200 Becks Lake Rd  

Property Reference No.: 11-1N-31-1000-002-001  
Property Size: 188-61(+/-) acres 

From: VAG-1, Village  

To:  ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative)  

FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban  
 

 

 

Case No.:   Z-2012-09 
Location: 2006 Border St 

Property Reference No.: 16-2S-30-2300-001-023 

Property Size: 2.23 (+/-) acres 
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From: R-5, Urban Residential/Limited Office District, 
(cumulative) High Density & 
ID-1, Light Industrial District (cumulative) (no 
residential uses allowed)  

 

To:  ID-2, General Industrial District 
(noncumulative)  

FLU Category: MU-U, Mixed Use Urban  

 

 

 

Case No.:   Z-2012-11 
Location: 11 Eden Ln 

Property Reference No.: 02-1N-31-3402-000-009 

Property Size: 9.55 (+/-) acres 

From: V-4, Villages Multifamily Residential District  

To:  VR-2, Villages Rural Residential District 

FLU Category: MU-S, Mixed Use Suburban 

 
 
 

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. 
 
 
Section 4. Effective Date. 
 
This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 
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DONE AND ENACTED by the Board of County Commissioners of  
 
Escambia County Florida, this ________day of __________________, 2012. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
        ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
____________________________ 

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman 
 
ATTEST:  ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 
       CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
 
                ____________________________ 
                                  Deputy Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
ENACTED: 
 
FILED WITH DEPARTMENT OF STATE: 
 

EFFECTIVE DATE:   



   

AI-1967     Growth Management Report      14. 3.             
BCC Regular Meeting Public Hearing             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: 5:46 p.m. - Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance Article 6- "Zoning Categories"
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Department Director
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
5:46 p.m. A Public Hearing Concerning the Review of an LDC Ordinance Article 6 "Zoning
Category"

That the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) review and adopt an Ordinance to the Land
Development Code (LDC) amending Article 6 "Zoning Districts," to create a zoning designation
"C-2NA" under the C-2 Zoning district.

BACKGROUND:
During the BCC agenda review meeting held on November 3, 2011, the BCC directed staff to
create a zoning designation that would allow for the prohibition of bars, nightclubs, and adult
entertainment.  At the  December 12, 2011 Planning Board meeting, staff, along with the legal
department of Escambia County, presented a discussion on the C-2NA zoning designation,
which is a sub-category of C-2 zoning district, that would prohibit bars, nightclubs, and adult
entertainment. 
At the February 13, 2012 Planning Board meeting, the board recommended approval to the
BCC.

This hearing serves as the second of two required public hearings before the Board of County
Commissioners (BCC) as set forth in Section 2.08.04 (b) and F.S. 125.66(4)(b).

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

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The attached Ordinance has been reviewed and approved for legal sufficiency by Ryan Ross,
Assistant County Attorney. Any recommended legal comments are attached herein.

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
Department, the County Attorney’s Office and all interested citizens.  The Development
Services Department will ensure proper advertisement.

Attachments
Legal sign off; Ordinance
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ORDINANCE NO. 2012 - _____ 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; AMENDING ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.08.00., TO ALLOW 7 
REZONING APPLICANTS TO APPLY FOR C-2NA (NO BARS, 8 
NIGHTCLUBS, OR ADULT ENTERTAINMENT USES) DESIGNATION 9 
WHEN APPLYING FOR REZONING TO THE C-2 ZONING DISTRICT; 10 
AMENDING ARTICLE 6, SECTION 6.05.00., TO ESTABLISH A 11 
PROCEDURE FOR OBTAINING A C-2NA DESIGNATION; PROVIDING 12 
FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; 13 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 14 
 15 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the Escambia County 16 
Board of County Commissioners has adopted and implemented a comprehensive plan 17 
and a land development code to govern land use in the unincorporated areas of 18 
Escambia County; and 19 
 20 
 WHEREAS, through its comprehensive plan and land development code, the 21 
Board has established zoning districts that regulate property use within each district; 22 
and 23 
 WHEREAS, from time to time, property owners may apply for a rezoning of their 24 
property to allow for more intensive property uses; and 25 
 26 
 WHEREAS, the public has a right to participate in the rezoning process through 27 
public hearings; and 28 
 29 
 WHEREAS, the C-2 zoning district allows for property owners to establish bars, 30 
nightclubs, and adult entertainment facilities within the zoning district; and 31 
 32 
 WHEREAS, the potential establishment of these uses frequently results in public 33 
opposition even when the rezoning applicant does not intend an immediate use of her 34 
or his property as a bar, nightclub, or adult entertainment facility; and 35 
 36 
 WHEREAS, the Board seeks to establish a more efficient and expeditious 37 
rezoning process by allowing a C-2 rezoning applicant to voluntarily relinquish her or his 38 
right to establish any of these uses; and 39 
 40 
 WHEREAS, a more efficient and expeditious rezoning process promotes 41 
economic development and the productive use of property, and therefore advances the 42 
public health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Escambia County. 43 
 44 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 45 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 46 

Section 1.  Legislative findings. 47 
The aforementioned recitals are hereby incorporated into this ordinance as 48 

legislative findings rendered by the Board of County Commissioners in support of this 49 
ordinance. 50 

 51 
Section 2.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 52 
Code of Escambia County, Article 2, Section 2.08.00, is hereby amended as follows: 53 
 54 
2.08.00 Rezonings, amendments to the zoning map, and text amendments to 55 
  this Code. 56 
 57 
2.08.02. Quasi-judicial rezonings. 58 
 59 
 C.  Applications for rezoning.  Any person requesting a rezoning of a given parcel 60 
of real property shall make an application for such change with the planning staff on 61 
forms provided by the county.  The application forms shall be accompanied by a copy of 62 
this ordinance and those resolutions that establish procedures for quasi-judicial 63 
hearings and procedures for the disclosure of ex-parte communications. 64 
 65 
 1.  When such application is initiated by the owner of the property in question or 66 
the authorized agent(s) of such owner, the application shall indicate by legal description 67 
and by street address, where possible, the property to be affected by the proposed 68 
change, setting forth the present zoning applicable thereto and specifying the zoning 69 
district, requested by the applicant.  Such application shall be in a form substantially in 70 
accordance with the form prescribed by the county. 71 
 72 
 2.  All such applications by owners or duly authorized agents or individuals shall 73 
include a verified statement showing each and every individual person having a legal 74 
and/or equitable ownership interest in the property upon which the application for 75 
rezoning is sought, except limited partnerships and corporations in which case the 76 
name and address of the partnership or corporation will be sufficient.  When the 77 
property is in fee simple ownership, a copy of the deed shall be sufficient to comply with 78 
the terms of this part. 79 
 80 
 3.  Upon submitting an application, there shall be paid to the planning staff a sum 81 
for each requested change; provided, however, that as many contiguous lots or parcels 82 
of property as the applicant owns may be included in any single petition.  The sum to be 83 
paid for said rezoning shall be prescribed by the board of county commissioners. 84 
 85 
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 4.  Not later than 60 days after submission, the planning staff shall schedule a 86 
hearing and forward completed applications to the planning board who shall conduct a 87 
public hearing and make a recommendation to the board of county commissioners. 88 
 89 
 5.  Special application for designation as C-2NA zoning.  If an applicant applies 90 
for a rezoning to the C-2 zoning district, the applicant shall additionally indicate whether 91 
the applicant is voluntarily seeking a C-2NA designation in conformance with Section 92 
6.05.16.K. of this land development code. 93 
 94 

Section 3.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 95 
Code of Escambia County, Article 6, Section 6.05.00, is hereby amended as follows: 96 
 97 
6.05.00. District Regulations. 98 
 99 
6.05.16. C-2 General commercial and light manufacturing district    100 
  (cumulative). 101 
 102 
 K.  C-2NA zoning designation.  If a parcel is designated as C-2NA, then 103 
notwithstanding any other provision of this section, bars, nightclubs, and adult 104 
entertainment uses shall be prohibited uses for that parcel.  Any applicant for a rezoning 105 
to the C-2 zoning district may request a C-2NA zoning designation.  Such request shall 106 
be in the form of a notarized affidavit that acknowledges this use restriction and affirms 107 
that it is a voluntary request.  Once approved, in conformance with Section 2.08.00 of 108 
this land development code, a property owner must apply for a rezoning to C-2 in order 109 
to remove the designation.  The C-2NA zoning designation shall apply to all subsequent 110 
owners unless and until the parcel is rezoned to the C-2 zoning district without the C-111 
2NA zoning designation. 112 
 113 
 114 
Section 4. Severability. 115 
 116 
 If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 117 
unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 118 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 119 
 120 
 121 
 122 
Section 5.

It is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of 125 
this Ordinance shall be codified as required by F.S. § 125.68 (2011); and that the 126 
sections, subsections and other provisions of this Ordinance may be renumbered or 127 

 Inclusion in the Code. 123 
 124 
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relettered and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or such other 128 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. 129 

 130 
Section 6. Effective Date. 131 

 This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 132 

 DONE AND ENACTED THIS_____ DAY OF ______________, 2012. 133 

      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 134 
      ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 135 

 136 
 137 

     By: ______________________________ 138 
         Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman  139 
   140 
ATTEST: ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 141 

Clerk to the Circuit Court 142 
 143 
By: _________________________    144 

Deputy Clerk  145 
  146 
(SEAL) 147 
 148 
Enacted: 149 
Filed With The Department Of State:    150 
Effective Date:  151 
 152 
 153 
 154 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2012 - _____ 
 
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 2, SECTION 2.08.00., TO ALLOW 
REZONING APPLICANTS TO APPLY FOR C-2NA (NO BARS, 
NIGHTCLUBS, OR ADULT ENTERTAINMENT USES) DESIGNATION 
WHEN APPLYING FOR REZONING TO THE C-2 ZONING DISTRICT; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 6, SECTION 6.05.00., TO ESTABLISH A 
PROCEDURE FOR OBTAINING A C-2NA DESIGNATION; PROVIDING 
FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE CODE; 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 
 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the Escambia County 
Board of County Commissioners has adopted and implemented a comprehensive plan 
and a land development code to govern land use in the unincorporated areas of 
Escambia County; and 
 
 WHEREAS, through its comprehensive plan and land development code, the 
Board has established zoning districts that regulate property use within each district; 
and 
 WHEREAS, from time to time, property owners may apply for a rezoning of their 
property to allow for more intensive property uses; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the public has a right to participate in the rezoning process through 
public hearings; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the C-2 zoning district allows for property owners to establish bars, 
nightclubs, and adult entertainment facilities within the zoning district; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the potential establishment of these uses frequently results in public 
opposition even when the rezoning applicant does not intend an immediate use of her 
or his property as a bar, nightclub, or adult entertainment facility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board seeks to establish a more efficient and expeditious 
rezoning process by allowing a C-2 rezoning applicant to voluntarily relinquish her or his 
right to establish any of these uses; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a more efficient and expeditious rezoning process promotes 
economic development and the productive use of property, and therefore advances the 
public health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Escambia County. 
 
 



 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 

Section 1.
The aforementioned recitals are hereby incorporated into this ordinance as 

legislative findings rendered by the Board of County Commissioners in support of this 
ordinance. 

  Legislative findings. 

 
Section 2.

 

  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 
Code of Escambia County, Article 2, Section 2.08.00, is hereby amended as follows: 

2.08.00 Rezonings, amendments to the zoning map, and text amendments to 
  this Code. 
 
 
2.08.02. Quasi-judicial rezonings. 
 
 C.  Applications for rezoning.  Any person requesting a rezoning of a given parcel 
of real property shall make an application for such change with the planning staff on 
forms provided by the county.  The application forms shall be accompanied by a copy of 
this ordinance and those resolutions that establish procedures for quasi-judicial 
hearings and procedures for the disclosure of ex-parte communications. 
 
 1.  When such application is initiated by the owner of the property in question or 
the authorized agent(s) of such owner, the application shall indicate by legal description 
and by street address, where possible, the property to be affected by the proposed 
change, setting forth the present zoning applicable thereto and specifying the zoning 
district, requested by the applicant.  Such application shall be in a form substantially in 
accordance with the form prescribed by the county. 
 
 2.  All such applications by owners or duly authorized agents or individuals shall 
include a verified statement showing each and every individual person having a legal 
and/or equitable ownership interest in the property upon which the application for 
rezoning is sought, except limited partnerships and corporations in which case the 
name and address of the partnership or corporation will be sufficient.  When the 
property is in fee simple ownership, a copy of the deed shall be sufficient to comply with 
the terms of this part. 
 
 3.  Upon submitting an application, there shall be paid to the planning staff a sum 
for each requested change; provided, however, that as many contiguous lots or parcels 
of property as the applicant owns may be included in any single petition.  The sum to be 
paid for said rezoning shall be prescribed by the board of county commissioners. 
 



 4.  Not later than 60 days after submission, the planning staff shall schedule a 
hearing and forward completed applications to the planning board who shall conduct a 
public hearing and make a recommendation to the board of county commissioners. 
 
 

 

5.  Special application for designation as C-2NA zoning.  If an applicant applies 
for a rezoning to the C-2 zoning district, the applicant shall additionally indicate whether 
the applicant is voluntarily seeking a C-2NA designation in conformance with Section 
6.05.16.K. of this land development code. 

Section 3.

 

  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 
Code of Escambia County, Article 6, Section 6.05.00, is hereby amended as follows: 

6.05.00. District Regulations. 
 
6.05.16. C-2 General commercial and light manufacturing district    
  (cumulative). 
 
 

 

K.  C-2NA zoning designation.  If a parcel is designated as C-2NA, then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this section, bars, nightclubs, and adult 
entertainment uses shall be prohibited uses for that parcel.  Any applicant for a rezoning 
to the C-2 zoning district may request a C-2NA zoning designation.  Such request shall 
be in the form of a notarized affidavit that acknowledges this use restriction and affirms 
that it is a voluntary request.  Once approved, in conformance with Section 2.08.00 of 
this land development code, a property owner must apply for a rezoning to C-2 in order 
to remove the designation.  The C-2NA zoning designation shall apply to all subsequent 
owners unless and until the parcel is rezoned to the C-2 zoning district without the C-
2NA zoning designation. 

 
Section 4.
 

 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 5.
 

 Inclusion in the 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 (2011); and that the 
sections, subsections and other provisions of this Ordinance may be renumbered or 
relettered and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or such other 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. 

 



Section 6.

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

 Effective Date. 

 DONE AND ENACTED THIS_____ DAY OF ______________, 2012. 

      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
      ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 
 

     By: ______________________________ 
         Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman  
   
ATTEST: ERNIE LEE MAGAHA 

Clerk to the Circuit Court 
 
By: _________________________    

Deputy Clerk  
  
(SEAL) 
 
Enacted: 
Filed With The Department Of State:    
Effective Date:  
 
 
 



   

AI-2320     Growth Management Report      14. 4.             
BCC Regular Meeting Public Hearing             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: 5:47 p.m. - A Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance - Article 13 - SRIA Design
Guidelines for Signs & Outdoor Display

From: Paola Ghiro, SRIA Thru Lloyd Kerr, AICP
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
5:47 p.m. A Public Hearing Concerning the Review of an Ordinance Article 13, SRIA Design
Guidelines for Signs 

That the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) review and adopt an Ordinance prepared
by the Santa Rosa Island Authority (SRIA) amending Article 13, Section 13.22.03 to add
standards and guidelines for new and existing businesses for wall signs and outdoor displays.

BACKGROUND:
At the July 27, 2011 Santa Rosa Island Architectural & Environmental Committee meeting,
Article 13, Section 13.22.03 was reviewed, the members expressed concerns and
recommended that staff make the appropriate changes to be more consistent with Article 8,
Section 8.07.05 of the Escambia County Land Development Code.  At the August 10, 2011
SRIA Regular Board meeting, the SRIA Board approved the recommendation and at the April 9,
2012 Planning Board the Board recommended approval.

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

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The proposed Ordinance has been reviewed and approved for legal sufficiency by Ryan Ross,
Assistant County Attorney.  Any recommended legal comments are attached herein.

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



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 Santa Rosa Island Authority,
Development Services Department, the County Attorney’s Office and all interested citizens. The
Development Services Department will ensure proper advertisement.

Attachments
Legal sign off, Draft Ordinance; Ordinance Clean Copy
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RE: Art. 13 
Ordinance Draft1B Page 1 
 

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2012-____ 1 
 2 
AN ORDINANCE OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING 3 
PART III OF THE ESCAMBIA COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES 4 
(1999), THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, 5 
FLORIDA, AS AMENDED; AMENDING ARTICLE 13 SECTION 6 
13.22.03.D.9.b, ADDING STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES FOR NEW 7 
AND EXISTING BUSINESSES FOR WALL SIGNS AND OUTDOOR 8 
DISPLAY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR 9 
INCLUSION IN THE CODE AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 10 
DATE. 11 
 12 
WHEREAS, land under the jurisdiction of the Santa Rosa Island Authority is 13 

unique to Escambia County, the State of Florida and the United States of America. All 14 
property within this jurisdiction is owned by Escambia County and the Santa Rosa 15 
Island Authority is charged with the stewardship of the island to protect the public 16 
interest of the citizens of Escambia County; and, 17 

 18 
WHEREAS, this unique requirement for stewardship of public property requires 19 

that the Santa Rosa Island Authority take great care in its protection of this asset.  The 20 
Santa Rosa Island Authority is also responsible for ensuring compliance with the 21 
National Flood Insurance Program regulations to make certain that flood insurance is 22 
available for those residing on and investing in the island; and, 23 

 24 
WHEREAS, the Santa Rosa Island Authority unanimously recommended to the 25 

Board of County Commissioners to amend Section 13.22.03 of Article 13 of the 26 
Escambia County Land Development Code to maximize the square footage allowable 27 
for attached signage and further the Santa Rosa Island Authority’s efforts for 28 
consistency with Escambia County, specifically Section 8.07.05 of the LDC; and, 29 

 30 
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners believes that the amendments 31 

to Article 13 to the Escambia County Land Development Code of Escambia County as 32 
recommended by the Santa Rosa Island Authority will further the Santa Rosa Island 33 
Authority’s efforts for consistency with Escambia County, specifically Section 8.07.05 of 34 
the LDC. 35 

 36 
 NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 37 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 38 
 39 
Section 1.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 40 
Code of Escambia County, Article13, Section 13.22.03 D. 9.b., is hereby amended as 41 
follows (words underlined

13.22.03. D.   Design guidelines for signs and outdoor displays. 45 

 are additions and words stricken are deletions):   42 
 43 
 44 



DRAFT 

BCC 06-28-12 
RE: Art. 13 
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9.   Attached signs are defined as those which are attached to or incorporated 1 
into a building. 2 

b.   In order to keep signs proportional to the building, they shall be limited in 3 
size to ten percent of the area of the first floor, street elevation of the building 4 
with an allowable minimum of 32 square feet and an allowable maximum of 5 
96 square feet. In those instances where a business also has a freestanding 6 
sign, the attached sign shall be limited to eight percent of the area of the first 7 
floor, street elevation of the building with an allowable minimum of 32 square 8 
feet and an allowable maximum of 96 square feet. In those cases where the 9 
letters are attached directly to the building with no background difference in 10 
color or texture from the building, the size of the sign will be determined as 11 
the area of the smallest rectangle that will enclose the letters. (Amended 12 
10/26/94). 13 

b. Wall Signs. The maximum square footage for a wall sign shall not exceed 14 
10 percent of the wall surface facing the addressed street. For those 15 
businesses with more than one store front, the maximum square footage for a 16 
wall sign shall not exceed 15 percent of the wall surface facing the addressed 17 
street.  Any one sign shall not exceed 200 square feet.  The wall surface shall 18 
be measured by determining the total vertical wall surface and the horizontal 19 
wall surface and can include the roof surface when the roof slope is steeper 20 
than 45 degrees.  21 

1. New commercial businesses: For commercial businesses not operating 22 
in a zone lot prior to the enactment of this ordinance, the square footage 23 
of wall signs are deducted from the total allowable square footage 24 
permitted for the zone lot. 25 

 26 
2. Existing commercial businesses: For commercial businesses operating in 27 

a zone lot prior to the enactment of this ordinance, the square footage of 28 
wall signs is calculated by using the elevation of each individual store 29 
front.  The square footage is calculated separately from free standing 30 
signs. 31 

 32 

Note:  The square footage authorized under this provision may be allocated to 33 
one or more wall signs mounted on the vertical wall surface or the 34 
sloped roof surface.   35 

 36 

 37 
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Section 3. Severability. 1 
 2 
If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 3 
unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 4 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 5 
 6 
Section 4. Inclusion in Code. 7 
 8 
It is the intention of the Board of County Commissioners that the provisions of this 9 
Ordinance shall be codified as required by F.S. § 125.68 (2011); and that the sections, 10 
subsections and other provisions of this Ordinance may be renumbered or re-lettered 11 
and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “section,” “article,” or such other 12 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intentions. 13 
 14 
Section 5. Effective Date. 15 
 16 
This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 17 
 18 
DONE AND ENACTED this_____ day of ______________, 2012. 19 
 20 
 21 

 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 22 
 OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 23 

  24 
      By: _______________________________ 25 

               Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman 26 
 27 

ATTEST:    ERNIE LEE MAGAHA                                             28 
    Clerk of the Circuit Court 29 

 30 
  By: __________________________    31 
    Deputy Clerk  32 
(SEAL) 33 
 34 
ENACTED: 35 
 36 
FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE:    37 
 38 
EFFECTIVE DATE:  39 
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1 
 

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2012-____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE 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 13 SECTION 
13.22.03.D.9.b, ADDING STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES FOR NEW 
AND EXISTING BUSINESSES FOR WALL SIGNS AND OUTDOOR 
DISPLAY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR 
INCLUSION IN THE CODE AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 
 
WHEREAS, land under the jurisdiction of the Santa Rosa Island Authority is 

unique to Escambia County, the State of Florida and the United States of America. All 
property within this jurisdiction is owned by Escambia County and the Santa Rosa 
Island Authority is charged with the stewardship of the island to protect the public 
interest of the citizens of Escambia County; and, 

 
WHEREAS, this unique requirement for stewardship of public property requires 

that the Santa Rosa Island Authority take great care in its protection of this asset.  The 
Santa Rosa Island Authority is also responsible for ensuring compliance with the 
National Flood Insurance Program regulations to make certain that flood insurance is 
available for those residing on and investing in the island; and, 

 
WHEREAS, the Santa Rosa Island Authority unanimously recommended to the 

Board of County Commissioners to amend Section 13.22.03 of Article 13 of the 
Escambia County Land Development Code to maximize the square footage allowable 
for attached signage and further the Santa Rosa Island Authority’s efforts for 
consistency with Escambia County, specifically Section 8.07.05 of the LDC; and, 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners believes that the amendments 

to Article 13 to the Escambia County Land Development Code of Escambia County as 
recommended by the Santa Rosa Island Authority will further the Santa Rosa Island 
Authority’s efforts for consistency with Escambia County, specifically Section 8.07.05 of 
the LDC. 

 
 NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 
 
Section 1.  Part III of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Land Development 
Code of Escambia County, Article13, Section 13.22.03 D. 9.b., is hereby amended as 
follows (words underlined
 

 are additions and words stricken are deletions):   

 



  

2 
 

13.22.03. D.   Design guidelines for signs and outdoor displays. 

9.   Attached signs are defined as those which are attached to or incorporated 

into a building. 

b.   In order to keep signs proportional to the building, they shall be limited in 

size to ten percent of the area of the first floor, street elevation of the building 

with an allowable minimum of 32 square feet and an allowable maximum of 

96 square feet. In those instances where a business also has a freestanding 

sign, the attached sign shall be limited to eight percent of the area of the first 

floor, street elevation of the building with an allowable minimum of 32 square 

feet and an allowable maximum of 96 square feet. In those cases where the 

letters are attached directly to the building with no background difference in 

color or texture from the building, the size of the sign will be determined as 

the area of the smallest rectangle that will enclose the letters. (Amended 

10/26/94). 

b. Wall Signs. The maximum square footage for a wall sign shall not exceed 

10 percent of the wall surface facing the addressed street. For those 

businesses with more than one store front, the maximum square footage for a 

wall sign shall not exceed 15 percent of the wall surface facing the addressed 

street.  Any one sign shall not exceed 200 square feet.  The wall surface shall 

be measured by determining the total vertical wall surface and the horizontal 

wall surface and can include the roof surface when the roof slope is steeper 

than 45 degrees.  

1. New commercial businesses: For commercial businesses not operating 

 

in a zone lot prior to the enactment of this ordinance, the square footage 
of wall signs are deducted from the total allowable square footage 
permitted for the zone lot. 

2. Existing commercial businesses: For commercial businesses operating in 

 

a zone lot prior to the enactment of this ordinance, the square footage of 
wall signs is calculated by using the elevation of each individual store 
front.  The square footage is calculated separately from free standing 
signs. 

 

Note:  The square footage authorized under this provision may be allocated to 

one or more wall signs mounted on the vertical wall surface or the 

sloped roof surface.   



  

3 
 

 
Section 3.
 

 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 4.
 

 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 (2011); 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. 
 
Section 5.
 

 Effective Date. 

This Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 
 
DONE AND ENACTED this_____ day of ______________, 2012. 
 
 

 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

  
      By: _______________________________ 

               Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman 
 

ATTEST:    ERNIE LEE MAGAHA                                             
    Clerk of the Circuit Court 

 
  By: __________________________    
    Deputy Clerk  
(SEAL) 
 
ENACTED: 
 
FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE:    
 
EFFECTIVE DATE:  



   

AI-2719     Growth Management Report      14. 5.             
BCC Regular Meeting Public Hearing             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: 5:48 p.m. Public Hearing - Brickton Borrow Pit 
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Department Director
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
5:48 p.m.  Public Hearing Concerning the Brickton Borrow Pit 

That the Board review and approve the proposed land clearing debris (LCD)  facility and
reclamation use of the existing Brickton Borrow Pit located at 8700 North Highway 29, Molino,
FL, requested by C.R. Campbell, owner and operator.

BACKGROUND:
On February 6, 2012, Mr. C.R. Campbell submitted a site plan application to the Development
Review Committee (DRC) for an expansion to an existing land clearing debris facility on a
10-acre parcel off Highway 29 in Molino, FL. The plan proposed to expand the borrow pit from
10-acres to 33.04-acres. The plan proposes to reclaim the mined-out land by filling with land
clearing debris. It has been estimated that the pit would have a life span of 20 years.

The site is located within the Villages Agricultural District (VAG-1) zoning district and a future
land use of Rural Community (RC). A conditional use was approved by the Board of
Adjustments (BOA) on April 23, 2012, allowing an expansion of an existing borrow pit onto
adjacent properties.  The Development Review Committee has approved the Resource
Extraction Development Order at the May 16, 2012, Meeting; however, the final LCD site and
reclamation plan must be approved by the Board.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
No budgetary impact is anticipated by the approval of this item.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The attached document has been reviewed and approved for legal sufficiency by Stephen West,
Assistant County Attorney.  Any recommended legal comments are attached herein.

PERSONNEL:
No additional staff is required to process the site plan application.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
As required by Section 82-226, Escambia County Code of Ordinances, the Board must approve
all new LCD sites at a duly advertised public hearing.



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Following Board approval of the proposed reclamation use, a Development Order for the LCD
facility site plan will be issued.  Use of the site as a LCD facility requires permitting through the
Escambia County Solid Waste Management Department and FDEP.

The applicant must provide proof of an FDEP LCD permit, proof of insurance, and additional
operational data.  The Development Services Department will ensure proper advertisement.

Attachments
Narrative and Reclamation Plan
Development Order
Boundary Survey























   

AI-2680     Growth Management Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Scheduling of Public Hearings
From: T. Lloyd Kerr, AICP, Department Director
Organization: Development Services

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Scheduling of Public Hearings

That the Board authorize the scheduling of the following Public Hearings:

A.  Thursday July 12, 2012

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance Article 3 Definitions - Criteria for Local
Roadways

2. 5:46 p.m. - A Public Hearing - LDC Ordinance Article 13 - Floodplain Management SRIA

3. 5:47 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Moratorium of Rezonings in AIPD Areas

B.  Thursday July 26, 2012

1. 5:45 p.m. - A Public Hearing to amend the official zoning map to include the following
Rezoning Case to be heard by the Planning Board on July 9, 2012:

Case No.: Z-2012-12
Address: Hanks Rd
Property Reference No.: 14-5N-31-2301-000-000
Property Size: 7.01 (+/-) acres
From: P, Public District
To: VAG-1, Villages Agriculture District
FLU Category: REC, Recreational
Commissioner District: 5
Requested by: Kale Schneider, Owner

2. 5:46 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Review of Small Scale Amendment (SSA) 2012-02

3. 5:47 p.m. - A Public Hearing - Review of Large Scale Amendment (CPA) 2012-02



   

AI-2741     County Administrator's Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Disposition of Property Request for Supervisor of Elections
From: Michael Hardin
Organization: Escambia County Super. of Elections
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Request for Disposition of Surplus Property for the Supervisor of
Elections - David H. Stafford, Supervisor of Elections 

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the Supervisor of
Elections Office, for property to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of, which is listed
on the Disposition Form with agency and reason stated.

BACKGROUND:
Escambia County established policy for disposing of surplus or obsolete equipment.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with BCC policy B-1,2, Section II, Procedures for
Disposition of County Property. 

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
property disposition- soe







   

AI-2704     County Administrator's Report      14. 2.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Enterprise Zone Development Agency Appointment
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Enterprise Zone Development Agency Appointment - Keith
Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board ratify the June 28, 2012, action of the Board of County Commissioners of
Escambia County, acting in its capacity as the Escambia County Community Redevelopment
Agency, concerning the Enterprise Zone Development Agency (EZDA) Board, appointing Dr.
Andrew G. Armani, owner, Navy Boulevard Animal Hospital, as a Business Representative
operating within the Enterprise Zone area, effective immediately and running until March 2014.
This appointment is made in order to replace Jay Bradshaw and will fulfill his remaining two-year
term.

BACKGROUND:
On April 27, 2012, the EZDA Board recommended Dr. Andrew G. Armani, Owner, Navy
Boulevard Animal Hospital, to replace Jay Bradshaw and fulfill his remaining two year term.  Dr.
Armani's resume is attached.

Community & Environment Department/Community Redevelopment Agency (CED/CRA) staff
has attached a copy of the EZDA Board membership list.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
No budgetary impact is anticipated.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
There were no legal documents considered.

PERSONNEL:
Community & Environment Department/Community Redevelopment Agency (CED/CRA) staff
shall provide all administrative and staff services for the EZDA Board.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Ordinance 2003-48 provides that the Board of County Commissioners shall appoint a board of
commissioners to serve as the EZDA Board.



IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
CED/CRA staff convenes quarterly meetings and coordinates with the EZDA Board to solicit
their input and assistance in implementing the EZ Strategic Plan.

Attachments
Dr. Armani Resume
EZDA Member List







Board Members CATEGORY
TERM 

EXPIRES

Scott Luth Local Chamber 10/30/2015
P.O. Box 550            

Pensacola, FL  32591
Pensacola Bay Area Chamber 
of Commerce 438-4081 scottl@pensacolachamber.com

Larry Strain At-Large 7/21/2015

401 E. Chase St,         
Suite 100         Pensacola, 

FL  32502
UWF Small Business      
Development Center 473-7830 lstrain@uwf.edu

Meredith Nunnari, Chair
Non Profit Organization 

located in EZ 3/18/2014
P.O. Box 18178          

Pensacola, FL  32523

Escambia County 
Neighborhood Enterprise 
Foundation, Inc. 458-0466 meredith@nefi.gccoxmail.com

Jaunita Williams Residents living in EZ 10/30/2015
318 Frisco Road         

Pensacola, FL  32507

Edgewater Homeowners' 
Association & Neighborhood 
Watch 455-6993 haucho@aol.com

Teresa Frye, Vice Chair Local Finance Entity 7/21/2015
9070 W. Hwy. 98

Pensacola, FL  32506  Navy Federal Credit Union
529-4007 cell   
912-2973 wk teresa_frye@navyfederal.org

Steven Littlejohn Local Code Enforcement 12/11/2012
 3363 West Park Place    

Pensacola, FL  
Environmental Code 
Enforcement

471-6161      
cell 554-2759 steven_littlejohn@co.escambia.fl.us

Chief Deputy Larry Aiken Local Law Enforcement 10/30/2015
1700 W. Leonard St      

Pensacola, FL  32501
Escambia County Sheriff's 
Office 436-9162 laiken@escambiaso.com

Susan Nelms
Local Workforce 

Development Board 10/30/2015

9111 Sturdevant St,     
Suite A              

Pensacola, FL 32514 Workforce Escarosa 473-0939 snelms@escarosa.org

Lumon May At-Large 1/21/2014
1525 North J Street 

Pensacola, FL  32503 Mays Construction 433-7319 lumonmay@bellsouth.net

Nita Freeman Residents living in EZ 10/20/2012
420 Norris Avenue       

Pensacola, FL  32505
Bell Acres Neighborhood 
Watch 292-3879 nl.freeman@cox.net

Ruth McKinon At-Large 7/21/2015
4416 Cedarbrook Drive 
Pensacola, FL  32526

Coordinator Training 
Development - Pensacola 
State College 484-1363 rmckinon@pensacolastate.edu

Dr. Andrew Armani Business located in EZ 3/18/2014
3840 West Navy Blvd 
Pensacola, FL  32507

Owner/Veterinarian - Navy 
Boulevard Animal Hospital andrew.armani@gmail.com

County Staff

Eva A. Peterson Division Manager
221 Palafox Pl, Suite 305  

Pensacola, FL Escambia County  CRA 595-3217 eapeters@myescambia.com

Ms. Clara Long Urban Planner II
221 Palafox Pl, Suite 305  

Pensacola, FL Escambia County CRA 595-3596 cflong@myescambia.com
For Changes or Updates to Information, Please email: cflong@myescambia.com
Revised 06/05/2012

ESCAMBIA COUNTY ENTERPRISE ZONE DEVELOPMENT AGENCY BOARD 



   

AI-2754     County Administrator's Report      14. 3.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Disposition of Property
From: David Musselwhite, IT Director
Organization: Information Technology
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for the Information
Technology Department - David Musselwhite, Information Technology Department Director

That the Board approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the Information
Technology Department for two items of equipment, which are described and listed on the
Request Form, with reason for disposition stated.  The items are to be auctioned as surplus or
properly disposed of.

BACKGROUND:
Escambia County policy establishes the procedures for disposing of surplus or obsolete
equipment. This policy and procedure is in accordance with Florida Statute 274.06.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the Board's Policy Section II, Part B.1, Procedures
for Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval by the Board and document execution, the Information Technology Department
will remove the property tag and return the tag and signed Disposition to the Clerk of the Circuit
Court. The Clerk's Office will remove the equipment from the Information Technoloty
Department's inventory.

Attachments



Disposition of Property Request





   

AI-2792     County Administrator's Report      14. 4.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Disposition of Property
From: Charles Bourne State Attorney's Office
Organization: State Attorney's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Request for Disposition of Property for the State Attorney's
Office - Charles Bourne, State Attorney's Office MIS Director

That the Board approve the 4 Request for Disposition of Property Forms for the State Attorney's
Office for 20 items of equipment, all of which is described and listed on the Request Forms, with
reason for disposition stated.  The items are to be auctioned as surplus or properly disposed of.

BACKGROUND:
Escambia County policy establishes the procedures for disposing of surplus or obsolete
equipment. 

This policy and procedure is in accordance with Florida Statute 274.06.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the Board's Policy Section II, Part B.1, Procedures
for Disposition of County Property.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval by the Board and document execution, the State Attorney IT Division will remove
the property tag and return the tag and signed Disposition to the Clerk of the Circuit Court. The
Clerk's Office will remove the equipment from the State Attorney's inventory.

Attachments



State Attorneys Disposals











   

AI-2732     County Administrator's Report      14. 5.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Schedule a Public Hearing to Consider the Petition to Vacate Three Un-Named
Rights-of-Way in National Land Sales Subdivision

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Scheduling of a Public Hearing to Consider the Petition to
Vacate Three Un-Named Rights-of-Way in National Land Sales Subdivision and a Subdivision
of a Portion of Section 1, Township 1 South, Range 32 West - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public
Works Department Director

That the Board schedule a Public Hearing for July 26, 2012, at 5:31 p.m., to consider the Petition
to Vacate three un-named rights-of-way in the National Land Sales Subdivision
and a Subdivision of a Portion of Section 1, Township 1 South, Range 32 West (approximately
152,175 square feet or 3.49 acres), as petitioned by Terry M. Oswald.

BACKGROUND:
Terry M. Oswald owns property lying within or abutting the boundaries of the National Land
Sales Subdivision as recorded in Plat Deed Book 102 at Page 600 and a Subdivision of a
Portion of Section 1, Township 1 South, Range 32 West, as recorded in Plat Deed Book 85 at
Page 220 of the public records of Escambia County, Florida. The National Land Sales
Subdivision and the Subdivision of a Portion of Section 1, Township, 1 South, Range 32
West are located north of State Highway 90A (West Nine Mile Road) and Tower Ridge Road in
the Beulah area. The petitioner is requesting the Board vacate any interest the County has in
two 30 foot wide rights-of-way and one 15 foot wide right-of-way of  varying lengths
(approximately 152,175 square feet or 3.49 acres) abutting or lying within the boundaries of
Petitioner's property. Staff has made no representations to the Petitioner that Board approval of
this request operates to confirm the vesting or return of title to the land in the Petitioner or any
other interested party.

There are no encroachment issues involved with this vacation request. Staff has reviewed the
request and has no objection to the vacation. All utility companies concerned have been
contacted and have no objections to the requested vacation. No one will be denied access to his
or her property as a result of this vacation.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Indirect staff cost associated with the preparation of recommendation.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:



N/A

PERSONNEL:
All work associated with this request is being done in-house and no additional staff is required.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Based on the Board’s Vacating, Abandoning, and Closing Existing Public Streets,
Rights-of-Way, Alleyways, Roads, Highways, Other Places Used for Travel or Other Lands
Dedicated for Public Use or Purposes, or Any Portions Thereof to Renounce and Disclaim Any
Right of the County and The Public In and To Said Lands policy for closing, vacating and
abandoning County owned property – Section III and Florida Statutes, Cha pter 336.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Once the Public Hearing has been scheduled, the Petitioner will be notified, the date and time
will be advertised and all owners of property within 500 feet notified.

Staff has been in contact with Terry M. Oswald, Petitioner. It is the responsibility of the
Petitioner to advertise the Notice of Public Hearing.

Attachments
Petition
Plat-102_Page-600
Plat-85_Page-220
Aerial_View_Map
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SUBDIVISION OF A PORTION OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP, 1 SOUTH, RANGE 32 WEST            PLAT DEED BOOK 85 PAGE 220



ESCAMBIA COUNTY         
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

JCC  02/22/12          DISTRICT 1 

 PORTION OF RIGHTS-OF-WAY TO BE VACATED AS SHOWN ON PLATS RECORDED IN PLAT DEED BOOK 85 AT PAGE 220 AND 
PLAT DEED BOOK 102 AT PAGE 600 

Petitioners:  Terry M. Oswald 

Portion of  Rights-of-Way to be vacated as shown on the 
Plats as recorded in Plat Deed Book 85 at Page 220 and Plat 
Deed Book 102 at Page 600 

 

        EXHIBIT  “A” 

Petitioner’s Property 

VICINITY MAP 



   

AI-2613     County Administrator's Report      14. 6.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Donation of a School Bus to The Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola
From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Donation of a School Bus to The Miracle League of Northeast
Pensacola - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning disposition of a 1990 International
School Bus to the Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc.:

A.  Approve the Request for Disposition of Property Form for the vehicle, which is obsolete,
serves no useful function to Escambia County, and was retired from County assets in 2004, to
be appropriately disposed through donation to The Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc.;

B.  Adopt a Resolution authorizing conveyance of the vehicle to The Miracle League of
Northeast Pensacola, Inc. (Miracle League); and

C.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution and all required documents related to the
donation.

The Miracle League, a 501c3 organization, states in its by-laws and Rules for the Miracle
League Ball Park that the park officials are required to have a "buddy" for every player on the
field.  With their rosters totaling nearly 200 players at the present time, there is a need for more
volunteers than ever before.  A group of men and women aboard NAS Pensacola are eager to
participate and to assist these special-needs children, but the Miracle League must furnish
transportation for them.  In early May 2012, Packy Mitchell, Director of Facilities/Transportation
at The Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, Inc., wrote the County, requesting the donation
of this school bus. 

Florida Statutes Section 274.06, authorizes the Board to dispose of obsolete property, the value
of which it estimates to be under $5,000, in the most efficient and cost-effective means possible,
i.e., donation or surplus auction.  This vehicle was retired from County assets in 2004, due to
criteria of being valued at less than $1,000; it is obsolete and serves no useful purpose to
Escambia County.

BACKGROUND:
The Miracle League, a 501C3 organization, states in its by-laws and Rules for the Miracle



The Miracle League, a 501C3 organization, states in its by-laws and Rules for the Miracle
League Ball Park that the park officials are required to have a "buddy" for every player on the
field. With their rosters totaling nearly 200 players at the present time, there is a need for more
volunteers than ever before.  A group of men and women aboard NAS Pensacola are eager to
paticipate and to assist these special needs children, but the Miracle League must furnish
transportation for them. In early May 2012, Packy Mitchell, Director of Facilities/Transportation at
The Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola, wrote the County, requesting the donation of this
school bus. 

Florida Statutes s. 274.06 authorizes the Board to dispose of obsolete property, the value of
which it estimates to be under $5,000, in the most efficient and cost-effective means possible,
ie, donation or surplus auction. This vehicle was retired from County assets in 2004, due to
criteria of being valued at less than $1,000, it is obsolete, and serves no useful purpose to
Escambia County.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
None.  Any cost related to transferring ownership of the vehicle shall be paid by The Miracle
League of Northeast Pensacola.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
This Resolution was written by Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney, and approved as to legal
form and sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Florida Statutes require the Board to follow certain procedures for proper disposal of tangible
personal property owned by local governments.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Sherry Holland, of the Public Works Department, Roads Division, will ensure transfer of title to
The Miracle League of Northeast Pensacola.

Attachments
Bus Donation Request
Bus Title and Date Retired
Disposition of Property Form
Resolution















   

AI-2672     County Administrator's Report      14. 7.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Appointment to the Escambia County Mass Transit Advisory Committee (MTAC)
From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning an Appointment to the Escambia County Mass Transit Advisory
Committee - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board confirm the appointment of Mr. Stephen Davidson, the Mayoral appointee from
the City of Pensacola, to the Escambia County Mass Transit Advisory Committee (MTAC).  The
term of the appointment shall be effective June 28, 2012, and shall run concurrent with the term
of the current Mayor of the City of Pensacola, Mr. Ashton J. Hayward, III.

BACKGROUND:
Resolution Number 2009-202, adopted by the BCC on October 1, 2009, established the MTAC
committee and detailed the requirements thereof, which, among other components, stated that
the committee shall consist of thirteen (13) members, one of whom shall be appointed by the
Mayor of the City of Pensacola. Mr. Stephen Davidson is the representative for the Mayor of the
City of Pensacola, Mr. Ashton J. Hayward, III.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Board's policy requires the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners approval of
all committee appointments.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This appointment shall become effective upon approval by the Board.

Attachments



Resume







   

AI-2698     County Administrator's Report      14. 8.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Commission on Oil Spill Response Coordination
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Appointing Commissioner Grover C. Robinson, IV, as Escambia
County's Representative to the Commission on Oil Spill Response Coordination - Charles R.
"Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board approve the appointment of Commissioner Grover C. Robinson, IV, as Escambia
County's Representative to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection's Commission
on Oil Spill Response Coordination.

BACKGROUND:
The Deepwater Horizon oil spill has had significant fiscal and environmental impacts on our
state.  In the wake of this disaster, the Florida Legislature charged the Board of Trustees of the
Internal Improvement Trust Fund with establishing the Commission on Oil Spill Response
Coordination to identify ways to ensure that the health and welfare of Florida's citizens and
natural resources are best protected in the future from such potential disasters.

Chapter 2011-142, Laws of Florida, directs the Board of Trustees to appoint members of the
Coordination Commission to include a representative of the office of each board member, a
representative of each state agency that directly and materially responded to the Deepwater
Horizon oil spill, and a representative of the Board of County Commissioners for Bay, Escambia,
Franklin, Gulf, Okaloosa, Santa Rosa, Walton, and Wakulla counties.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Any appointees to represent the Board of County Commissioners must be approved by the



Any appointees to represent the Board of County Commissioners must be approved by the
Board.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
FDEP Commission on Oil Spill Response Coordination





   

AI-2742     County Administrator's Report      14. 9.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Naval Air Station Concurrent Jurisdiction
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Continued Support of Jurisdictional Change at Saufley Field -
Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board take the following action concerning support of the jurisdictional change at
Saufley Field:

A.  Approve the letter confirming continued support of the change in the jurisdictional status of
Saufley Field to concurrent State and Federal jurisdiction, provided the Navy continues staffing
Saufley Field Fire Station, maintains a presence at the airfield, and the prison is in use by the
Federal Government; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the letter.

BACKGROUND:
In a letter dated July 13, 2009, the Commanding Officer of Naval Air Station Pensacola
requested support regarding a jurisdictional change to the property located at Saufley Field from
its status of exclusive federal jurisdiction to concurrent jurisdiction.  On October 9, 2009,
Chairwoman Marie Young signed such a letter of support for the initiative.

The Navy has approved the jurisdictional change and the request is currently with the Florida
Governor's office.  The Office of the Staff Judge Advocate, in a letter dated November 7, 2011,
has requested a letter confirming continued support of the change to concurrent jurisdiction, as
requested by the Governor's office.

The recommended letter supports concurrent jurisdiction of Saufley Field as long as the Navy
continues staffing of the Fire Station and maintains a presence at the airfield, and the prison is
in use by the Federal Government.  The County's MSBU would be applicable to all property
served in the area when the Saufley Field Station is no longer staffed by the Navy.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A



N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires that any correspondence signed by the Chairman must be approved by
the Board.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
letter to christopher plummer re:concurrent jurisdiction





   

AI-2731     County Administrator's Report      14. 10.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Scheduling a Public Hearing to Consider an Ordinance to Repeal an EDATE for
WDC Florida Realty Company, LLC, Subsidary of Overhead Door Corporation

From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Scheduling a Public Hearing to Repeal Ordinance Number
2010-24, Granting WDC Florida Realty Company, LLC, a Wholly-Owned Subsidiary of
Overhead Door Corporation, Certain County Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax
Exemptions - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board schedule a Public Hearing on July 12, 2012, at 5:31 p.m., to consider repealing
Ordinance Number 2010-24 (renewing and amending Ordinance 2003-52 and Ordinance
2008-14), granting WDC Florida Realty Company, LLC, a wholly-owned subsidiary of Overhead
Door Corporation, certain County Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemptions
(EDATE).

BACKGROUND:
Section 196.1995, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 90, Article IV, Division 2, Sections 90-146
through 90-153 of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances authorizes Escambia County to
grant certain Economic Development Ad Valorem Tax Exemptions (EDATE) for an expanding
existing business established in the County meeting certain statutory requirements.

In 2003 and 2008, Escambia County granted Wayne Dalton Corporation certain tax exemptions
for the purpose of facilitating the expansion of the existing business as defined by Section
90-148, Escambia County Code of Ordinances, and Section 196.012(16), Florida Statutes. (The
exemption granted in 2003 expired on December 31, 2011.) 

The Ordinances were originally granted to Wayne Dalton Corporation based on the following
information:

Ordinance 2003-52: expansion of an existing business
*Real property-

Add 90,000 sq. ft.
Expand manufacturing facility
Expand R&D offices and facilities
Expand front office
Total value= $5,650,000 Completed as of 2008



*Create 43 new jobs with 308 existing employees (351 total)
*Personal Property-
Total value= $13,950,000

Ordinance 2008-14: expansion of an existing business
*Real property-
Add 100,000 sq. ft.
Install 500 ft manufacturing line
Install steel forming and strut insertion system
Reconfigure assembly equipment
Add 16 shipping docks
Total value= $4,000,000 Proposed completion date- 2012

*Create 146 new jobs by 2009 (497 total)
*Personal Property-
Total value=$2,676,848

In June 2009, Wayne Dalton Corporation established a property holding company and
transferred legal title of the subject property to WDC Florida Realty Company I, LLC. All assets
of Wayne Dalton, including the subject property, were subsequently purchased by Overhead
Door Corporation with the legal title remaining in the name of the holding company as a wholly
owned subsidiary of Overhead Door. 

In March 2010, Overhead Door Corporation filed an EDATE application seeking renewal of the
EDATEs granted to the previous property owner, Wayne Dalton. At that time, the company
employed approximately 140 employees and anticipated creating 128 new positions (268 total)
by 2011. The capital improvements were to be completed as of 2012. 

On August 5, 2010, this Board adopted Ordinance 2010-24 renewing the Ordinances 2003-52
(expired effective 2011) and 2008-14 and amending said ordinances to reflect the proper name
of the current property owner, WDC Florida Realty I, LLC, a wholly owned subsidiary of
Overhead Door Corporation. 

In February of 2012, Overhead Door filed a renewal application seeking renewal of the
remaining EDATE for the current tax year. While the renewal application was under review, the
State of Florida provided notice of terminating certain economic development incentives
previously granted to Overhead Door Corporation citing noncompliance with program
requirements relating to employment numbers.

According to the most recent data, Overhead Door currently employs approximately 130 full time
employees at its facility in Escambia County. The number of employees currently employed by
Overhead Door does not meet the statutory definition of an expansion of an existing business as
defined by Sec. 90-148, Escambia County Code of Ordinances, and §196.012(16), Florida
Statues. In addition, the Escambia County Property Appraiser concluded the property to which
the remaining exemptions applied does not meet the minimum criteria set forth in the relevant
statute or the applicable Code provisions governing such exemptions. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A



LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Ordinance was reviewed by the County Attorney's Office for form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
A copy of the Ordinance will be filed with the Escambia County Property Appraiser's Office.  The
original will be filed with the Department of State.

Attachments
Overhead Door Backup 06282012













































































   

AI-2736     County Administrator's Report      14. 11.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Surplus of Equipment No Longer Held by the Public Safety Department
From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Surplus of Equipment No Longer Held by the Public Safety
Department - Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board approve the three Request for Disposition of Property Forms to declare as
surplus and authorize removal from the County assets inventory, 34 items, aged 6 to 40 years,
which are obsolete and no longer held by the Public Safety Department, having been disposed
of as junk or used for spare parts.

BACKGROUND:
According to the assets inventory, the items listed on the disposition forms were associated with
the County’s microwave tower system and are aged from 6 to 40 years. These items have been
junked or used for spare parts without appropriate disposal paperwork.

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
RDP Forms for Microwave Equipment











   

AI-2781     County Administrator's Report      14. 12.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Memorandum of Agreement between the Board and the FEMA Integrated
Public Alert and Warning System (IPAWS) Program Management Office

From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Memorandum of Agreement between the Escambia County
Board of County Commissioners and the Federal Emergency Management Agency Integrated
Public Alert and Warning System Program Management Office - Michael D. Weaver, Public
Safety Department Director 

That the Board take the following action regarding the Memorandum of Agreement between the
Escambia County Board of County Commissioners and the Federal Emergency Management
Agency Integrated Public Alert and Warning System (IPAWS) Program Management Office: 

A.  Approve the Memorandum of Agreement (MOU) which establishes a management
relationship between the two parties, defines the professional conduct with respect to the
access, utilization, and security standards between the inter-operable notification systems of
Escambia County’s portal to Florida's Emergency Message Notification System for Emergency
Alert Messages and the FEMA IPAWS-Open national backbone communication/notification
system, that structures the alert and distributes the emergency messages from one
inter-operable system to another.  A select few Public Safety Department staff will be designated
by the Division of Emergency Management Manager to be trained and authorized to utilize the
notification system and maintain the integrity of the emergency notification system; and 

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the MOU and all related documents as
required to implement the MOU. 

BACKGROUND:
It is the intent of both parties to this agreement to establish and utilize a standardized web based
application interface (as defined by the IPAWS-OPEN Web Service Interface Design Guidance)
between information technology (IT) systems to facilitate the exchange of emergency messages
within the production environment. The testing of the interoperability of these systems has been
performed through the use of FEMA's Test and Development environment to ensure the
transference and receipt of emergency messages using approved messaging standards. The
interoperability between these systems is supported by the use of SOAP over HTTPS via the
public internet.



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:
Implementation of this agreement will be accomplished with existing Division of Emergency
Management staff.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board of County Commissioners' Policies require Memorandums of Agreement be approved by
it.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Implementation of this Agreement will be coordinated between the Escambia County Division of
Emergency Management staff, FEMA, and the State of Florida Division of Emergency
Management.

Attachments
IPAWS Agreement

























   

AI-2765     County Administrator's Report      14. 13.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Crime Prevention Program
From: Gordon Pike, Department Head
Organization: Corrections
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a Crime Prevention Program for Wedgewood/Rolling Hills
Subdivision – Gordon Pike, Corrections Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Subdivision: 

A. Adopt the Resolution establishing a crime prevention program for neighborhood safety for the
Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Subdivision; and

B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution and any other agreements necessary to
accomplish goals of the Wedgewood/Rolling Hills Crime Prevention Program.

BACKGROUND:
Fines and/or fees collected pursuant to S.S. 775.083(2), Florida Statutes, provided a revenue
source for the County Restricted Fund 101(Revenue Account: 348532). These funds must be
accounted for separately as crime prevention funds and may be expended for crime prevention
programs within the County.

The Escambia County Board of County Commissioners previously established crime prevention
programs for neighborhood safety for the Mayfair/Oakcrest and Myrtle Grove subdivisions. The
Wedgewood/Rolling Hills subdivision has been identified as an area that would benefit from a
similar program.

The Office of Environmental, Department of Community Corrections and the residents of
Wedgewood/Rolling Hills will work together to develop and implement a Crime Prevention
Program. No General Fund (001) dollars are required for this program, unless directed
otherwise by the Board.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding for the Crime Prevention Program and related enforcement activities shall be from fines
and /or fees collected and eligibility under S.S. 775.083(2), Florida Statutes.



LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The resolution has been reviewed by Kristin Haul, Assistant County Attorney.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Office of Environmental Enforcement will work with residents to establish crime prevention
program for neighborhood safety. Environmental Enforcement will coordinate with Escambia
County Sheriff’s Office.

Attachments
Wedgewood-Rolling Hills







   

AI-2767     County Administrator's Report      14. 14.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Request to Schedule a Public Hearing - Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris
Disposal Pit - Owned by Escambia County

From: Patrick T. Johnson, Department Director
Organization: Solid Waste
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris Disposal Pit, Owned by
Escambia County - Patrick T. Johnson, Solid Waste Management Department Director

That the Board authorize the scheduling of a Public Hearing for July 12, 2012, at 5:32 p.m., for
consideration of the renewal of a Permit to Construct and/or Operate a Land Clearing Disposal
Management Facility, for Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris Disposal Pit, located at 745 County
Road 99 North, Walnut Hill, Florida, owned by Escambia County.

[Funding: Fund 401, Solid Waste, Account Number 343402]

BACKGROUND:
The Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris Disposal Pit is needed for services to the north-end of the
County. The pit operates under the guidelines established under Escambia County Ordinance
2006-24, and Rules 62-4.540 and 62-701.803, Florida Administrative Code. The site is designed
for the convenience, scale of economy, and ease of access to North Escambia County.

The Escambia Code of Ordinances Chapter 82, stipulates that each entity must obtain a permit
from the Solid Waste Management Department in order to operate an infill facility in Escambia
County. The Department Director of Solid Waste Management has determined that the facility
satisfies the permitting criteria for an infill facility. A copy of the proposed permit renewal is
attached. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding is available in Fund 401, Solid Waste, Account Number 343402.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the permit for form and accuracy by legal signoff.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:



This recommendation is consistent with the Board of County Commissioners’ mission statement:
“To provide efficient, responsive services that enhance our quality of life, meet the common
needs, and promote a safe and healthy community.”

Ordinance 2006-24, enacted March 16, 2006, requires a permit to construct, operate, modify or
close a construction and demolition debris or land clearing disposal management facility. 

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Following approval of this recommendation a Permit shall be issued and distributed accordingly.

Attachments
Oak Grove LCD Permit
Oak Grove Application



             

 

Solid Waste Management Department 
13009 Beulah Road 

Cantonment, FL   32533 
Phone: 850.937.2160 

 
 

Patrick T. Johnson, Department Director 

 
Permit to Construct and/or Operate a 

Land Clearing Disposal Management Facility 
 
 

Permittee: Escambia County BOCC 
 
Facility Name:  Oak Grove Land Clearing Debris Disposal Pit                                 
 
Facility Type: In-fill facility as reclamation activity for borrow  
 pits existing prior to September 16, 2004 
 
File Number: 1996-1-001LDD 
 
Original Date of Issue: December 23, 1996 
 
Renewal Date:  July 12, 2012 
 
Expiration Date: July 11, 2013 
 
Development Review #: N/A 
 
Date:  ------------------ 
 
Total Acreage of Facility: 26 Acres 
 
Total Area Licensed for Disposal: 20 Acres 
 
 
This permit is issued under the provision of Chapter 82, Article V. Division 3, Sections 82-224 through  
82-240 of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances.  The above named applicant, hereinafter called  
Permittee, is hereby authorized to perform the work or operate the facility shown in the application and  
approved drawing(s), plans, and other documents attached hereto or on file with the Division of Solid  
Waste Management, hereinafter called Department, and made a part hereof and specifically described as  
follows:  
 
 



To operate a Land Clearing Debris Disposal Facility located on a 26-acre site on 745 County

Road 99 North, Walnut Hill, FL in Escambia County, Florida. Operation of the facility shall be

in accordance with the permit renewal application received and the general and specific

conditions required in this permit.

General Permit Conditions - All Facilities

1. The terms, conditions, requirements, limitations, and restrictions set forth in this permit

are "permit conditions" and are binding and enforceable pursuant to the authority of

Chapter 82, Article V, Division 3, Sections 82-224 through 82-240, Escambia County

Code of Ordinances. Permittees placed on notice that the Department will review this

permit periodically and may initiate enforcement action for any violation of these

conditions.

2. This permit is valid only for the specific processes and operations applied for and

indicated in the approved drawings or exhibits. Any unauthorized deviation from the

approved drawings, exhibits, specifications or conditions of this permit may constitute

grounds for revocation and enforcement action by the Department.

3. This permit does not constitute a waiver of or approval of any other federal, state or other

county permit or license that may be required for other aspects of the total project, which

are not addressed in the permit.

4. This permit does not relieve Permittee from liability for harm or injury to human health

or welfare, animal, or plant life, or property caused by the construction or operation of

this permitted facility or from penalties therefore; nor does it allow Permittee to cause

pollution in contravention of Florida Statues, County and Department rules.

5. Permittee shall properly operate and maintain the facility and systems of treatment and

control, where applicable, that are installed and used by Permittee to achieve compliance

with the conditions of this permit. This provision includes the operation of backup or

auxiliary facilities or similar systems when necessary to achieve compliance with the

conditions of the permit.

6. Permittee, by accepting this permit, specifically agrees to allow authorized Department

personnel, upon presentation of credentials or other documents as may be required by

law, access to the premises, at reasonable times, where the permitted activity is located or

conducted for the purpose of:

a. Inspecting the facility, equipment, practices or operations regulated or required

under this permit;

b. Sampling and monitoring any substance or parameters at any location reasonably

necessary to assure compliance with this permit or Department rules, and,

c. Having access to and copying any records that must be kept under the conditions

of this permit.



7. If for any reason, Permittee does not comply with or will be unable to comply with any

condition or limitation specified in this permit, Permittee shall immediately provide the

Department with the following information:

a. A description of and cause of noncompliance, and

b. The period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times; or if not corrected,

the anticipated time the noncompliance is expected to continue, and steps being

taken to reduce, eliminate, and prevent recurrence of the noncompliance.

8. In accepting this permit, Permittee understands and agrees that all records, notes

monitoring data and other information relating to the construction or operation of the

permitted facility which are submitted to the department, may be used by the Department

as evidence in any enforcement case involving the permitted facility arising under the

Florida Statutes or County or Department rules.

9. Permittee agrees to comply with changes in Department rules after a reasonable time for

compliance.

10. This permit is transferable only upon Department approval in accordance with applicable

county rules. Permittee shall be liable for any noncompliance of the permitted activity

until the Department approves the transfer of permit.

11. This permit is required to be kept at the facility, which is permitted during the entire

period of construction or operation.

12. Permittee shall submit all comments or correspondence required by this permit to:

Patrick T. Johnson, Department Director

Solid Waste Management

13009 Beulah Road

Cantonment, FL 32533

Phone 850-937-2160

E-mail Pat Johnson@co.escambia.fl.us

Copy to:

Doyle O. Butler

Engineering Project Coordinator

Department of Solid Waste Management

13009 Beulah Road

Cantonment, FL 32533

Phone 850-937-2160

E-mail DOBUTLER@,co.escambia,fl.us



Specific Permit Conditions - Infill Facilities

1. Facility Setback.

Footprint setback shall be a minimum of 100 feet from the property boundary and shall

be maintained throughout the operational life of the facility. Setback shall be applicable

to all permitted disposal areas including temporary storage and / or drop-off points,

equipment storage or maintenance areas and entrance and exit points. Section 82.226.

2. Aerial and Vertical Height.

Aerial and vertical height shall be limited to the average grade before commencement of

operations with allowance for closure and capping to promote positive drainage and

prevent ponding and stormwater intrusion into the debris pile. Section 82.226. (3)(d).

3. Fencing and Access Control.

Fencing is required on all property boundaries. Any boundary that abuts developed

property or a public road shall be fenced with a minimum of six (6) feet of wood or other

Department approved material that prevents visible observation of the permitted disposal

area. Vegetative buffering in sufficient quantity may be deemed a substitute for solid

fencing. Entrance and exit points shall be equipped with gates and locks to prevent

unauthorized access during periods when the facility is closed. Natural barriers may be

used for access control in lieu of fencing where deemed appropriate by the Department.

Section 82.227. (3)(a).

4. Cover Material and Application

Cover shall be used at least bi-weekly on working faces in sufficient quantity and type to

deprive debris of oxygen, to minimize the risk of fire and prevent emission of

objectionable odors. Section 82.227. (3)(b).

5. Operational Hours

Operational hours for receiving materials are limited to Monday through Friday between

7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Saturday hours will be limited to 7:00 a.m. until 3:00 p.m.

Notwithstanding the above, cover may be applied after the operational hours but in no

case after sundown. Operations are prohibited on Thanksgiving, Christmas, New Year's

Day and July 4th. Section 82.227. (3)(e).

6. Volume Reduction

Volume reduction may no[ be accomplished by means of chipping, shredding, or

otherwise processing the debris. Volume reduction may only occur by picking or

removing recyclables from the waste stream prior to disposal. Section 82.227. (3)(d).

7. Dust Suppression.

Active dust suppression is required to prevent dust migration off site. Section 82.227.

8. Nuisance

No person shall cause, suffer, allow or permit the discharge into the air of dust, fumes,

gas, mist, odor, smoke or vapor, or any combination thereof, so as to constitute a



nuisance as defined in county ordinance 2006-24. Section 82.225 (cc) and Section

82.227. (3)(c).

9. Queuing

Paved queuing and ingress and egress areas are provided by operator/owner; thus,

queuing or staging of vehicles, containers, or equipment on public roads or rights of way

is prohibited. Section 82.227. (3)(g).

10. Commercial General Liability Coverage

The Permittee shall maintain Commercial General Liability insurance with One Million

Dollars ($1,000,000.00) per occurrence and aggregate limits, including coverage parts of

bodily injury, property damage, personal injury, product and completed operation,

contractual liability and all additional requirements as specified in Section 86-233.

11. Litter, Sediment and Traffic Control; Road Maintenance.

The Permittee shall be responsible for maintaining the full length of road frontage and

additional length of adjacent roadway as listed below, free from all liter and sediment

generated as a result of transporting material into or out of the facility and all additional

requirements as specified in Section 82.234.

745 County Road 99 North, Walnut Hill, FL., 0.5 miles either side of facility entrance.

12. Abatement Procedures

Permittee shall consent to imposition of summary abatement procedures as hereinafter set

forth in County Ordinance 2006-24, Section 82-240.

13. Required Reports

Permittee shall submit quarterly reports of tonnage of material received, average number

of disposal vehicles enter the facility per month and remaining capacity.

14. Permit Renewals

Permittee shall submit an application, on Department provided forms, no later than 60

days before the expiration of the current permit. Applications submitted in accordance

with this section, even if incomplete, shall be deemed complete, and the current permit

will be extended until corrections are submitted. Notwithstanding the above, in no

instance will permits be extended more than 180 days past the expiration date of the

permit.



The permanent Department identification for this facility is 1996-1-001 LDD. Please cilc this

number on all reports and correspondence concerning this facility. The Department telephone

number for reporting emergencies is:

Monday - Friday: 850.937.2160

Weekends/Holidays: 850.937.2182

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA

By:.

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman

ATTEST: ERNIE LEE MAGAHA

Clerk of the Circuit Court

This document approved as to form
By: and legal sufficiency.

Deputy Clerk By

BCC Approved:

BOCC Authorization Date:

Permit Issue Date: July 12, 2012 Permit Expiration Date: July 11, 2013

Issuing Officer: Patrick T. Johnson

Department Director, Solid Waste Management

Dale:

Signature















   

AI-2658     County Administrator's Report      14. 15.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon Task Force Committee
From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon Task Force
Committee - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution creating the West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon
Task Force Committee and approve appointing the following members selected by the County
Commissioner of their residing district for a one-year term, with an effective date of August 1,
2012, through July 31, 2013:

A.  District 1 - LisaMarie Bartusik;
B.  District 2 - Terri Church;
C.  District 3 - Robin Reshard;
D.  District 4 - Margaret Henderson; and
E.  District 5 - Ruth Gordon.

BACKGROUND:
At the January Committee of the Whole meeting, the Board was presented with information
regarding the history and creation of the West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon Task Force
Committee for the purposes of development of a five-year plan for the West Florida Regional
Library System.  Department of Community Affairs staff received direction to proceed with the
solicitation of interested members of the community to serve on the West Florida Regional
Library Blue Ribbon Task Force Committee.  These interested candidates submitted resumes
which were reviewed by the appropriate county commissioner for their residing
district.  Membership of the committee consists of one person from each county district, three
members from the City of Pensacola selected by the Mayor, and one member from the West
Florida Regional Library Board.  The West Florida Regional Library Blue Ribbon Task Force
Committee will disband after completion of their task, which should be completed within a year.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney Office developed, reviewed, and approved the Resolution as to form and



The County Attorney Office developed, reviewed, and approved the Resolution as to form and
legal sufficiency. 

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires adoption and approval of all Resolutions. 

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Department of Community Affairs will continue to represent the Board and coordinate with
all pertinent parties (West Florida Regional Library Board, City of Pensacola) regarding this
matter to facilitate the successful completion of the Committee's task.

Attachments
Resolution - Blue Ribbon Task Force Committee
Resumes of Commissioner-Selected Representatives

























   

AI-2791     County Administrator's Report      14. 16.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Appointment to Workforce Escarosa, Inc. Board of Directors
From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning an Appointment to the Workforce Escarosa Board of Directors -
Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board confirm the appointment of Amber McCool, Executive Director, NW Florida Area
Agency on Aging, Inc., to the Workforce Escarosa Board of Directors, as the permanent Senior
Community Service Employment Programs (SCSEP) representative, effective June 28, 2012, for
an indefinite term.

BACKGROUND:
The Board of Directors for Workforce Escarosa, Inc. serves as the local governing board for
workforce development and job training activities as approved by Workforce Florida, Inc. and the
Agency for Workforce Innovation (AWI). Federal and state legislation that govern the board
activities require specific membership from various community sectors where the governing
boards are located. This board serves the demographic area of Region One, comprised of
Escambia and Santa Rosa counties. All appointments must conform to the requirements of the
law, and have final approval from the local governing entity of each county – which, for
Escambia County, is the Board of County Commissioners.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Appointments to this Board of Directors are made in accordance with state and federal
legislation.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
All Escambia County appointments to this Board of Directors must have approval from the
Escambia County Board of County Commissioners.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:



Upon approval by the Board, this appointment shall become effective on the expressed date.
The Department of Community Affairs has coordinated with Workforce Escarosa, Inc. on this
appointment.

Attachments
Amber McCool Letter and Resume





 
5408 St. James Street 
Milton, FL 32583 

850.623.1296 home 
850.494.7101 work 

 
mccoola @elderaffairs.org 

Amber P. McCool 

Experience January 1, 2012 – present   NW Florida Area Agency on     Pensacola, FL 
                                                     Aging, Inc. 

Executive Director 

• Manage the day-today operations of the Agency. 
• Direct all activities required to develop, implement and administer an Area Plan on Aging in 

accordance with federal and state regulations. 
• Provide leadership and visibility. 
• Determine the need for social services to the elderly in the Planning and Services Area (PSA), 

the resources available to meet such needs, and an evaluation to the extent to which such 
resources are being used effectively. 

• Direct staff efforts toward the establishment of measurable program objectives, action steps 
and priorities for implementation of the Area Plan. 

• Plan and implement all appropriate activities required to effectively and efficiently meet the 
priority needs of the older persons in the PSA. 

1992–2011          NW Florida Area Agency on Aging, Inc.          Pensacola, FL 
 
Fiscal Director/Assistant Director 

• Manage state and federal funding of approximately $10 million annually. 
• Prepare and manage budgets for numerous grants. 
• Assume responsibility of the Agency in the absence of the Executive Director. 
• Represent the Executive Director at local, state and national meetings. 
• Supervision of two fiscal assistants. 
• Attended the 2008 N4a Leadership Institute. 
• Responsible for Human Resource duties for agency. 
• Responsible for the general ledger, payroll and financial reporting 
• Starting salary:  $22,050              Current salary:   $58,011 

 
 

1981–1992                   Santa Rosa County Council on Aging, Inc.        Milton, FL 
Fiscal Officer/Assistant Director   

• Responsible for the general ledger, payroll and financial reporting 

mailto:amber_mccool@yahoo.com�


 

• Responsible for all grants and budgets with various contracting periods. 
• Managed state and federal funding of approximately $3 million annually. 
• Starting salary:  $9,500                 Final salary:  $21,800 

 
1978–1980 Rubber & Specialties, Inc.                Pensacola, FL 
Bookkeeper 

• Responsible for general ledger, accounts payable and receivables. 
• Responsible for payroll. 

  
 
  
Volunteer 
Experienc
e 
                                                        

 
 

1995- 2011          Pregnancy Resource Center, Inc.                  Milton, FL 
Bookkeeper 

• Responsible for general ledger. 
• Preparation of board quarterly financial reports 
• Preparation of quarterly/annual state and federal tax reports. 

Education 1978-1982  Pensacola Junior College              Pensacola, FL 
• A.S. degree in accounting. 
 

Interests Cooking, gardening, camping and reading. 

References Ms. Edith Lederberg, Executive Director, Aging & Disability Resource Center of Broward 
County.  

Ms. Kristen Longmore, Executive Director, Elder Options, Mid-Florida Area Agency on  
Aging, Inc. 

Mr. Jaime Estremera-Fitzgerald, Chief Executive Office, Area Agency on Aging of Palm 
Beach/Treasure Coast, Inc. 

Ms. Linda Levin, M.S.G, Executive Director, Elder Source, Area Agency on Aging for Northeast 
Florida 

Ms. Sally Gronda, Executive Director, Area Agency on Aging of Pasco-Pinellas, Inc. 

Mr. Larry Mathews, Chairman of the Board, Pregnancy Resource Center of Milton 

 



   

AI-2795     County Administrator's Report      14. 17.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Workforce Escarosa Inc. Request for Waiver of Board Membership and Training
Expenditure 

From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Request for Waiver of Board Membership and Training
Expenditure Requirement by Workforce Escarosa, Inc. - Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director

That the Board adopt and authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution, supporting the request
for a waiver of Board membership and training expenditure requirement by Workforce Escarosa,
Inc., to be forwarded to Governor Rick Scott and Workforce Florida, Inc., thusly allowing for all
four public education institutions (Escambia County School District, Santa Rosa County School
District, Pensacola State College, and University of West Florida) of Region One, comprised of
Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties, to be represented on the Workforce Escarosa, Inc., Board
of Directors; also allowing for equal private sector business representation between each
County of Region One, as stipulated in the Interlocal Agreement between the Counties and
Workforce Escarosa; and finally, allowing for a 10% waiver of the 50% training services funds
expenditure requirement for WIA (Workforce Investment Act) Adult and Dislocated
Workers under the recently-amended Florida Workforce Innovation Act.

BACKGROUND:
The Board of Directors for Workforce Escarosa, Inc. serves as the local governing board for
workforce development and job training activities as approved by Workforce Florida, Inc. and the
Agency for Workforce Innovation (AWI). Federal and state legislation that govern the board
activities require specific membership from various community sectors where the governing
boards are located. This board serves the demographic area of Region One, comprised of
Escambia and Santa Rosa counties.
 
The recently-signed Regional Workforce Board Accountability Act (RWBAA) has amended the
Florida Workforce Innovation Act, established in 2000 to implement the mandates of the federal
Workforce Investment Act (WIA) of 1998.  Specifically added was the requirement that 50% of
WIA Adult and Discolated Worker funds be expended on tuition, books, fees, and other such
training services prescribed in WIA for Individual Training Accounts.  A waiver option is
allowable if supported by the pertinent Counties.  

Also specifically amended were the local membership requirements, which are now required to
be at "minimum federal levels".  For educational representatives, Workforce Florida has defined
the level as only two per Board; Workforce Escarosa currently has four educational



representatives.  For private sector business representatives, Workforce Florida has defined the
level as one per required non-private representative plus one, or 13.  Workforce Escarosa
currently has 14 private sector representatives, divided evenly between Escambia and Santa
Rosa Counties, as established in the Interlocal Agreement for services between Workforce
Escarosa and the Counties.  The waiver request is to ensure that all of these important sectors
are represented equitably and amply for both Counties.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney Office has prepared, reviewed, and approved the Resolution as to form
and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires approval and adoption of all Resolutions.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Department of Community Affairs will continue to coordinate with Workforce Escarosa and
Santa Rosa County in the implementation and delivery of the Resolution, upon Board approval.

Attachments
Resolution - Workforce Escarosa Waiver Request







   

AI-2821     County Administrator's Report      14. 18.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Resolution Designating July 27th as the Annual Korean War Veterans Armistice
Day for the State of Florida

From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a Resolution Supporting July 27th  as Annual Korean War
Veterans' Armistice Day in Florida - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board adopt and authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution urging the Florida
Legislature to recognize the date of July 27 as the Annual Korean War Veterans' Armistice Day
for the State Florida.

BACKGROUND:
A citizen requested that Commissioner Wilson B. Robertson support an imitative to urge the
State of Florida to pass a law declaring July 27 as the Annual Korean War Veterans' Armistice
Day. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney's Office prepared the Resolution.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Resolutions must be approved by the Board of County Commissioners.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Clerk to the Board will provide copies of the Resolution as directed in Section 4 of the
Resolution.

Attachments
Resolution - Korean War Veterans' Armistice Day







   

AI-2823     County Administrator's Report      14. 19.             
BCC Regular Meeting Technical/Public Service Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Northwest Florida Big Bend Health Council/Appointment/ Reappointments
From: Charles R. (Randy) Oliver, County Administrator
Organization: County Administrator's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Reappointments/Appointment to the Northwest Florida Big Bend
Health Council - Charles R. "Randy" Oliver, County Administrator

That the Board take the following action concerning reappointments/appointment to the
Northwest Florida Big Bend Health Council, as requested by its Executive Director, R. Michael
Hill:

A. Amend the Board's action of May 17, 2012, to waive the Board’s Policy, Section I, Part B 1.
(D), Appointment Policy and Procedures, and extend the reappointments of the following five
members for an additional two-year term, effective October 1, 2012, through September 30 ,
2014: 

1. Denise Adams (Provider);
2. Dr. John Lanza (Provider);
3. Vivian Krumel, RN, (Purchaser); 
4. Hong Dang, MBA, MA, (Purchaser); and 
5. Don Turner (Consumer); and

B.  Appoint Catherine Kelly (Consumer) effective, June 28, 2012, through September 30, 2014,
to replace Marshall W. McLeod, Ed.D., who resigned. 

BACKGROUND:
In a letter dated March 12, 2012, (postmarked May 25, 2012), Mr. R. Michael Hill, Executive
Director, Northwest Florida Big Bend Health Council (NWFBBHC), requested that the Board of
County Commissioners extend the reappoint of the first five individuals listed above for an
additional term through September 30, 2014.  Mr. Hill also asked the Board to appoint Catherine
Kelly to fill the position vacated by Marshall W. McLeod, Ed.D.

Mr. Hill stated that due to the late date of this request, the Council requested that the
appointees' terms be approved to include an additional term that would remain effective until
October 2014.

Staff had made numerous attempts via telephone/email to to contact Mr. Hill's office prior to the
September 2010, expiration of the terms of the NWFBBHC appointees.   Mr. Hill's Assistant



provided an electronic copy of a letter dated October 25, 2011, concerning the expired terms of
the NWFBBHC.  There was no record of County Administration receiving that letter. 

Based on the October 25, 2011, letter from Mr. Hill, the Board at its meeting held May 17, 2012,
approved staff's recommendation to reappoint the five existing members retroactive from
October 1, 2010, through September 30, 2012.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
In accordance with Section I B, of the Board of County Commissioners Policy Manual, Board
approval is required for all appointments / reappointments to Boards and Committees
established by the Board of County Commissioners.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Mike Hill Letter-Resume March 12, 2012
Mike Hill Letter
Resumes-Resignation Letter









































   

AI-2800     County Administrator's Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant
Program-JAG Countywide-State Solicitation

From: Catherine A. White
Organization: Court Administration
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice
Assistance Grant Program-JAG County-wide State Solicitation - Catherine A. White, Drug Court
Manager

That the Board take the following action concerning the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program-JAG County-wide-State Solicitation for the
following projects:

A. Approve the following Subgrant Applications to be submitted for funding under the Federal
Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program-JAG
County-wide State Solicitation, administered by the Florida Department of Law Enforcement:

1. ESCAMBIA COUNTY DRUG COURT TREATMENT PROGRAM - The Court Administrator’s
Office is seeking funding for treatment services for 23 drug offenders. The amount of the Grant
request is $81,371; 

2. PENSACOLA STATE COLLEGE POLICE DEPARTMENT - Pensacola State College Police
Department is seeking to enhance officer and public safety by purchasing a video surveillance
system and electronic access equipment for the Century Instructional Site.  The amount of the
Grant request is $20,000; and

B. Authorize the Chairman, as the County's representative, to sign the Subgrant Applications,
acceptance documents, amendments, and request for payment or other related documents as
may be required.

BACKGROUND:
In accordance with the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance
Grant Program-JAG Countywide-State Solicitation guidelines, all agencies interested in
requesting grant funds were asked to submit a detailed project proposal for review. The grant
review committee reviewed and approved the grant proposals on April 25, 2012.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The funds are made available through the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial



The funds are made available through the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial
Justice Assistance Grant Program-JAG Countywide-State Solicitation.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires Board approval and authorization to execute grant documents.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Coordination has occurred with all related agencies.

Attachments
Drug Court FY12 Byrne Grant
PSC FY12 Byrne Grant



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Subgrant Recipient

Organization Name: Escambia County Board of Commissioners

County: Escambia

Chief Official
Name:
Title:

City:
State:

Phone:
Fax:

Email:

Wilson Robertson

Chairman

Address: 221 PalafoxPlace
Suite 400
Pensacola
FL

850-595-491 0

850-595-0478

districtl @co.escam iba.fl . us

Zip: 32502
Ext:

Chief Financial Officer
Name: Ernie Magaha

Title: Clerk

Address: 190 Governmental Center
City:
State:

Pensacola
FL Zip: 32502

Ext:Phone: 850-595-4310

Fax:

Email: magaha@escambiaclerk.com

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

lmplementing Agency

Organization Name: First Judicial Circuit

County: Escambia

Ghief Official
Name: Robin Wright
Title: Court Administrator
Address: 100 West Maxwell Street
City: Pensacola
State: FL

Phone: 850-595-3055
Zip: 32501-1719
Ext:

Fax: 850-595-3059

Email: robin_wright@co.escambia.fl.us

Project Director
Name: Catherine White

Title: Drug Court Manager

Address: Court Administration
100 West Maxwell Street

City: Pensacola
State: FL Zip: 32501

Phone: 850-595-3055 Ext:
Fax: 850-595-3059

Email: cathy.white@flcourts1.gov

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rule Reference 1'1D-9.006 OCJG-005 (rev. April 2005)
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

General Project Information

DRUG COURT TREATMENT SERVICES

Escambia County Board of Commissioners

First Judicial Circuit

1011t2012 End Date: 913012013

Drug-related criminal cases have imposed an enormous burden on court systems. According to
the FBI "Crime in the United States 2010" report, "Nationwide law enforcement made an
estimated 13,120,947 arrests." The highest percentage of those arrests (31%) were for drug
abuse violations, DUl, and larcenytheft. Substance abusing offenders present a challenge io the
criminal justice system not just because of their volume, but also because of the interrelated
nature of addiction and criminal behavior. lllegal drug use by offenders appears to increase their
criminal behavior. Many addicts commit crimes to support their substance abuse habit, while for
others, substance abuse reflects more pervasive criminalvalues and an established criminal
lifestyle. Without access to substance abuse treatment, these offenders are likely to continue use
and/or relapse and return to criminal activity following release from custody.

Federal, state, and local responses to the drug epidemic have focused on enhanced enforcement
and incarceration. These efforts have failed to signiflcantly reduce illegal drug availability or use.
At the same time, the costs of jail and prison construction have risen, while drug involved
offenders have continued to use and/or relapse and return to criminal activities. According to the
Florida Department of Corrections' inmate statistics report 2010-2011, there were 25,018
offenders sentenced to prison. Of those offenders, 34.9% were drug offenders and 21.6% were
theft, forgery, and fraud offenders. Statistics show an increase in the number of theft, forgery, and
fraud offenders of .5% and show a slight decrease in the number of drug offenders of .1%.

The Escambia County Drug Court Program is a partnership between the courts, the Escambia
County Department of Corrections, Pretrial Release Program, Office of the State Attorney, Office
of the Public Defender, Florida Department of Corrections, and Pathway Addiction Treatment
Center, a component of Lakeview Center, lnc. The primary goal of the Drug Court Program is to
provide immediate and concerted treatment to the drug offender.

This program is a twelve month, three phase approach to substance abuse. lt encompasses the
vocational, educational, and spiritual components in conjunction with providing substance abuse
treatment. Phase I provides assessment and intensive outpatient treatment plus urinalysis
exams. Phase ll addresses the padicipants'receptiveness to substance abuse treatment in an
outpatient setting, emphasizing a drug free lifestyle and developing the mechanisms for coping
with stressful situations. Phase lll provides ongoing substance abuse supporl with a focus on the
available community resources, such as educational and vocational referrals.

This program provides early intervention and serves as a meaningful alternative to incarceration
for the offender who can adequately function in the community with support. lt is the goal of this
program to realize a reduced recidivism rate for those offenders who successfully complete the
program. This in turn will provide the offender

Application Ref # 2013-JA3C-1844

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rule Reference 11D-9.006 OCJG-005 (rev. April 2005)

Project Title:
Subgrant Recipient:
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Problem ldentification
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

the basis to build upon to become a productive member of our community.

Problem Description
The Escambia County Drug Court Program is the only non-residential substance abuse treatment
program for the entire county. This grant would enable 23 participants to receive treatment
services in Escambia County.

Problem Significance
As stated by the US Census Burea, Escambia County has a land area of 056.46 square miles and
a population of 297,619. In calendar year 2010, there were 20,945 total arrest reports for new
statutory violations and probation violations. ln the State of Florida, statistics show that over 610/o
of persons arrested are either under the influence of, or have committed the crime to qain access
to, drugs and/or alcohol.

Treatment services are an essential part of the Drug Court Program. Through the treatment
process, there are several forms of treatment the offenders receive, which include individualized
intake and assessment; intensive outpatient treatment; residential treatment; psycho educational
groups; self-help groups; and ancillary treatment tools, such as life skills training and stress
management techniques. In additional to drug and alcohol related treatment, offenders are given
individual and family counseling to dealwith underlying issues of mental illnesses, depression
and/or childhood abuse, which could have caused the offender to abuse illegal substances.

Need Assessment
Due to significant budget cuts in the State of Florida, drug court funding has been significanfly
reduced. Without sufficient treatment funds available to fund the Escambia County Drug Court
Program, it will be impossible to provide the current level of treatment for offenders in Escambia
County. This will cause an increase in the number of inmates currently in the Escambia County
Jaif . Approximately 90% of the offenders who enter the Drug Court Program are incarcerated
prior to entering the program and were awaiting disposition of their cases. By entering the Drug
Court Program, these offenders are released from jail which immediately eliminated the cost of
housing the inmate.

The initial review of an offender's case is conducted by the Assistant State Attorney. The criminal
history is reviewed to determine whether the otfender meets the criteria established for entry into
the Drug Court Program. lf the criteria are met, the offender is transported to the judicial center
for appearance in Drug Court.

Defendants charged with the following offenses are eligible for the program: Possession of
Controlled Substances; Purchase of Controlled Substances; Manufacture of Controlled
Substances; Prescription Forgery; and Introduction of Contraband into Detention Facility.

The following offenses may be considered for admission into drug court if it appears that the
causalfactor involved is a drug addiction and restitution is recoverable at some point in the
foreseeable future: Theft; Forgery; Uttering Forgeries; Worthless Checks; Burglary; and Dealing in
Stolen Property. Wherever practicable, victim approval for admission must be obtained.

Project Summary (Scope of Work)
Defendants will be allowed admission to Drug Court upon entry of a plea to the instant charges
and, as a condition of probation, successfully complete the Drug Court program.

Application Ref # 2013-JAcCir844

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Upon acceptance, clients participate in an intake process consisting of the collection of identifying
data, determination of financial status, and signature of a consent for treatment. In addition, each
client participates in a clinical assessment consisting of a psychosocial and psychiatric
assessment, alcohol/drug use history, development of initial treatment plan, review of the program
schedule, documentation and follow-up. A medical history checklist is created/reviewed and a
referral for a physical and/or psychological appointment is made, if needed.

The Florida DOC has assigned three probation officers who work in conjunction with the treatment
agency and the offender. A monthly home study is conducted and regular office visits and
urinalysis occur. The focus of the probation officer is on the vocational, educational and
employment component of treatment. The probation officer and the court liaison for treatment
serve as case managers for the offender.

Goals and Objectives
The mission of the Drug Court Program is to reduce substance abuse and criminal behaviors by
providing opportunities and linkages to county resources to help clients lead healthy, productive
lives, resulting in stronger families and increased public safety. In order to accomplish this
mission, the following goals and objectives have been identified:

* Provide 23 offenders with psychosocial assessments during the grant period.
* Provide 23 offenders with substance abuse treatment services during the grant period.
" Provide 23 offenders with rehabilitation services during the grant period.
" Estimate 16 offenders will successfully complete the Drug Court Program during the grant
period.

The achievement of these goals will be measured using interviews, arrest records, and court
records.

Treatment and Prevention Project Service Provider:
The service provider is Pathway Addiction Treatment Center, a component of Lakeview Center,
Inc. which is a non-profit corporation authorized to do business in the State of Florida with
administrative offices at 1221 West Lakeview Avenue, Pensacola, Florida 32501.

lmmediately after the intake appointment, the client begins attending the treatment program.
Pathway utilizes a multi-faceted, graduated intensity approach including professional counseling,
peer support, community support systems, aftercare groups, and professional referrals. An
assessment of high risk behaviors is part of the initial assessment. HIV testing and medical care
are provided upon request of the client and through referrals. A clinical chart is developed for all
clients and documentation is contained therein. Assessments, treatment plans, progress notes,
urinalysis testing results, and discharge summaries are maintained in the client chart.

The following services are provided by the treatment agency:
Phase l: Approximately 3 months of intensive outpatient treatment using the Matrix model of
recovery. Services include a minimum of 3 hours of treatment, which includes early recovery,
relapse prevention, and abstinence and maintenance, at least 4 days per week. Services allow
program participants to attend treatment sessions either during the day or in the evening to
accommodate individuals who are employed. Treatment further
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

includes linkage of ancillary services, random urinalysis testing (a minimum of twice weekly), and
a Twelve Step supporl group.

Phase ll: Approximately 3-4 months of moderately intensive outpatient treatment. Services
include a minimum of 3 hours of treatment, which includes relapse prevention and abstinence and
maintenance, at least 3 days per week. Treatment further inciudes linkage of ancillary services,
random urinalysis testing (a minimum of twice weekly), and a Twelve Step support group.

Phase lll: Approximately 6 months of less intensive outpatient treatment. Services include a
minimum of 2 hours of treatment, which includes abstinence and maintenance, at least 2 day per
week. Treatment further includes linkage of ancillary seryices, random urinalysis testing (a
minimum of twice weekly), and a Twelve Step support group.

Throughout the year the individual is given status call court dates for the judge to review the
offender's treatment progress. Pathway provides detailed status call reports for each client at
every court appearance. Phase I clients attend court once per week, Phase ll once every other
week, and Phase lll once every three weeks. This enables the judge to provide support to the
clients as needed and to institute sanctions if warranted. lt further provides the client with a sense
of continuity and identification within the program. Rather than feeling "lost in the system," the
client becomes aware that the judge knows of, and has an interest in, his/her situation. This
aspect allows the courtroom to become a therapeutic environment for the clients.

Consistent positive urinalysis and/or nonattendance of treatment sessions could result in the
offender's incarceration in jail. Once released from jail, the offender will resume their participation
in treatment.

The Drug Court Program offers the offender the opportunity not only to participate in an intensive
treatment program, but provides the opportunity to receive vocational and educational training. lt
is our goal that the offenders remain drug fee and become productive members of the community.
It is our hope that this project permanently interrupts the cycle of criminal activity, arrest,
prosecution, conviction, incarceration, and violence on the part of the offender.

Cooperating and Participating Agencies:
The Escambia County Drug Court Program is a partnership between the Court, the Escambia
County Department of Corrections, Pretrial Release Program, Office of the State Attorney, Office
of the Public Defender, Florida Department of Corrections, and Pathway Addiction Treatment
Center, a component of Lakeview Center, Inc.

Project Activities/Ad m i n istration :

The offender is arrested and referred to the Escambia County Drug Court Program. The state
attorney and judge review the case for approval of eligibility. The public defender meets with the
offender to review legal issues, A plea is accepted, and the offender is referred to treatment for
an assessment.

Upon acceptance, the offender immediately begins treatment. During each phase of treatment,
the offender is required to attend treatment, court sessions, Twelve Step support group meetings,
and report to the probation office or community control office.

Upon successful completion of the program, the state attorney and probation officer

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

recommend the offender for graduation from the Drug Court Program. All offenders must be
approved by the judge in order to schedule a graduation date. At graduation, a key chain and
completion certificate are presented by the judge to the offender.

Target Groups, Clients, and Participants:
Offenders receiving substance abuse treatment services will be offenders who have committed a
drug related crime. The offenders could be charged with purchase, possession, or manufacturing
of a controlled substance, prescription forgery, introduction of contraband, theft, forgery, uttering
forgeries, worthless checks, burglary, and dealing in stolen property. Violation of probation cases
is accepted.

Project Results:
Successful completion of the offender in remaining drug-free for g0 days prior to their completion
of the program.

Rule Reference 1 1D-9.006 OCJG-005 (rev. April 2005)
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Depaftment of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

Does the Subgrantee receive a single grant in the amount of $500,000 or more from
the U.S. Department of Justice?
No

Does the lmplementing Agency receive a single grant in the amount of $500,000 or
more from the U.S. Department of Justice?
No

Part 1: In your business or organization's preceding completed fiscal year, did your
business or organization (the subgrantee) receive (1) 80 percent or more of your
annual gross revenues in U.S. federal contracts, subcontracts, loans, grants,
subgrants, and/or cooperative agreements; and (2) $25,000,000 or more in annual
gross revenues from U.S. federal contracts, subcontracts, loans, grants, subgrants,
and/or cooperative agreements? lf yes, answer "yes" or "no" to Pat 2, below.

No

Part 2: Does the public have access to information about the compensation of the
executives in your business or organization (the subgrantee) through periodic reports
filed under section 13(a) or 15(d) of the securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 u.s.c.
78m(a), 78o(d)) or section 6104 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986? lf answer to
Part 1, above, was "no," answer N/A.
N/A

Section Questions:
Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

PerformanceReportingFrequency: Quarterly

Federal Purpose Area: 005 - Drug Treatment Programs

State Purpose Area: A - Accomplishments: Includes any accomplishments during the
reporting period.

Activity Description
Activity:
Target Group:
Geographic Area:
Location Type:

Assessment
Drug Offenders

Urban

Other

Activity:
Target Group:
Geographic Area:
Location Type:

Drug Court
Drug Offenders
Urban
Courthouse

Activity Description

Activity Description
Activity:
Target Group:
Geographlc Area:
Location Type:

Drug Prevention Education
Drug Offenders
Urban
Other

Activity:
Target Group:
Geographic Area:
Location Type:

Drug Testing
Drug Offenders
Urban
Other

Activity Description

Activity Description
Activity:
Target Group:
Geographic Area:
Location Type:

Group Therapy
Drug Offenders
Urban

Other

General Performance lnfo:

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Objective:

Measure:

Goal:

Objectives and Measures

Al - Report on program accomplishments

Part 1

Please briefly describe what your program's accomplishments will be. please
include any benefits or changes to be observed as a result of JAG-funded activities,
such as program completion, or changes in attitudes, skills, knowledge, or
conditions. [500-character limit]
The clients will have been linked with a local educational/vocationalfacility should
they desire to obtain their GED and/or higher education" The clients will have been
given the tools, resources, and abilities to lead a healthy, productive, drug-free lives,
resulting in stronger families, increased public safety, and lower crime rate.

Objective: 42 - Report on usage of crimesolutions.gov Website

Measure: Part 1

Will you be using the crimesolutions.gov website?
Goal: Yes

State Purpose Area: DT - Drug Treatment: clinical assessment; residential; day/night
treatment with community; outpatient group, individual, intensive, or
detoxification ; addiction receiving facility; substance abuse detox.
(residential); in-home counseling; and aftercare.

Activity Description
Activity:
Target Group:
Geographic Area:
Location Type:

Drug Treatment
Drug Treatment
Urban
Other

Objectives and Measures

DTI - Report on JAG funding allocated for providing drug treatment

Pad 1

How much JAG funding has been allocated for providing drug treatment? Please
report in dollars ($).
$80.500

Objective:

Measure:

Goal:

Objective: DT2 - Provide a drug treatment program

Measure: Part 1

Will your program admit any participants to drug treatment programs?

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

Goal: Yes

Measure: Part.2

How many participants will be enrolled in the drug treatment program during the
reporting period?

Goal: 75

Measure: Part 3

How many NEW participants will be admitted to the drug treatment program?

Goal: 23

Objective: DT3 - lmplement an evidence-based program or practice in a drug treatment
program

Measure: Part 1

How many JAG-funded drug treatment programs will implement an evidence-based
program or practice? Evidence-based programs or practices are those demonstrated
by the research literature to be effective at reducing substance use (generally
obtained through one or more outcome evaluations).

Goal:

Objective:

Measure:

Goal:

Measure:

Goal:

Objective:

Measure:

Goal:

1

DTS - Provide outpatient services

Part 1

Will JAG funds be used to provide outpatient services? Services received should be
based on actual attendance of participants in mandated activities.
Yes

Part2
Enter the number of sessions for outpatient services participants will receive. To
calculate this #, determine the # of outpatient service sessions that each participant
will receive. Then add the # of sessions for each participant together to determine
the total # of sessions. Include any participant who will receive outpatient services
during the reporting period, regardless of whether that person will complete the
program, exit without completion, or remain currently enrolled.

3036

DT6 - Test participants for alcohol or illegal substances

Part 1

Of those to be enrolled in the drug treatment program for at least 90 days, please
enter the number of participants who will be tested for the presence of alcohol or
illegal substances.
75

Rule Reference 1 1D-9.006 OCJG-005 (rev. April 2005)
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

Measure:

Goal:

Objective:

Measure:

Goal:

Measure:

Goal:

Part2
of those to be enrolled in the drug treatment program for at least 90 days, please
enter the number of participants who will test positive for the presence of alcohol or
illegal substances.
50

DT7 - Report the number of drug treatment participants who successfully completed
the program

Part 1

Please enter the number of drug treatment participants who will successfully
complete all program requirements. The number entered should represent only those
participants who will successfully complete all the requirements of the program.

to

Part2
Please enter the number of participants enrolled in a drug treatment program who
will unsuccessfully complete the program. The number entered should represent only
those who will fail to successfully complete the program for voluntary reasons (e.9.,
arrests, program violation, etc.).
7

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Question: lf "other" was selected for the geographic area, please describe.

Answer: N/A

Question: lf "other" was selected for location type, please describe.

Answer: Pathway Addiction Treatment Center
6425 North Pensacola Boulevard
Building 2
Pensacola. Florida 32505-1701

Section Questions:

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Depaftment of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Note: All financial remittances will be sent to the Chief Financial Officer
of the Subgrantee Organization.

Financial Repoding Frequency for this Subgrant: Quarterly

ls the subgrantee a state agency?: No

FLAIR / Vendor Number: 596000598

Budget Gategory Federal Total

General Financial Info:

Salaries and Benefits

Contractual Services

Expenses

Operating Capital
Outlay

Indirect Costs

$0.00

$80,500.00

$871.00

$o.oo

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$o.oo

$0.00

$0.00

$o.oo

$80,500.00

$871.00

$o.oo

$0.00

-- Totals -- $81,371.00 $0.00 $81,371.00

Percentage

Project Generated Income:

100.0

Willthe project earn project generated income (PGl) ? No

0.0 100.0

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

Budget Narrative:

Contractual Services: $80,500

A total of $80,500 will be contracted to a treatment agency to provide substance abuse oulpatient
treatment, case management, court liaison services, and urinalysis. A total of 23 offenders will
receive a minimum of one year of treatment services in the Drug Court Program.

The cost per treatment slot is $3,500
Assessment - One each (includes substance abuse evaluation and intake assessment)
Treatment Services - One Unit = 4 hours of service (each slot is provided 60 units of treatment
services)

Contractual Services
Assessments-23 units @ $200/unit = $4,600
Treatment Sessions-1,380 units @ $55/unit = $75,900

Expenses:
Drug Testing Kits

Total Budget:

$ 871

$81,371

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1844
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Question: lf salaries and benefits are included in the budget as actual costs for staff in the
implementing agency, is there a net personnel increase, or a continued net personnel
increase from the previous Byrne program?

Answer: N/A

Question: lf benefits are to be included, are they reflected in the budget narrative?

Answer: N/A

Question: Indicate the Operating Capital Outlay threshold established by the subgrantee or
implementing agency, if it is the sheriffs office.

Answer: $1,000

Question: lf indirect cost is included in the budget, indicate the basis for the plan (e.g. percent of
salaries and benefits), and provide documentation of the appropriate approval of this
plan"

Answer: N/A

Question: lf the budget includes services based on unit costs, provide a definition and costfor
each service as part of the budget narrative for contractual services. Include the basis
for the unit costs and how recently the basis was established or updated.

Answer: Assessment - one per unit @ $200/unit
Treatment Services - four hours per unit @ $S5/unit

Section Questions:
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Justice Assistance Grant - Countv-wide

In witness whereof, the parties affirm they each have read and agree to the conditions set
forth in this agreement, have read and understand the agreement in it" entirety and have
executed this agreement by their duty authorized officers on the date, month and vear set
out below.

Corrections on this page, including Strikeovers,
whiteout, etc. are not acceptable.

Department of Law Enforcement
Office of Criminal Justice Grants

Title: l^/ilson B. Rcbertson Chairman

. )o1 )

lmplernenting Age ncy
Official, Adm ini stl'ator or Oesignated Reg:nes en tetive

Crrcuri

Typed Name and Title: Rob i n t"1 -__ I,.Jri ql1_,__ _r._L A_d:1-i; j s1_.r.rr-LriE

Date: Flav 31 , 2.012

Application neiii )'oi i:inoc.t a+4

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rule Reference 1 1 D-9,006 OCJG-0C5 (rev. Aprl 2005)

Signature:

Typed Name and Title: Cl+_ryto'-n iJ. _Wi_lC__e_r., Cgnmun--1_Cy Llr-'agr"a3*-l\-dr.rtrnistraror

Date:

Signature
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Subgrant Recipient
Autlrorklng Offieial of Govsrnmental Unit

(Comrnission Chairman, Mayor, or Designated Representative)

Typed Name and

Date: ,l r r r-r a
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CERTIFICATIONFORM

Recipient Name and Address:
Grant Title: Drug Courl Treatment Services Grant Number: 2013-JAGC-1844 Award Amount: $81.371
Contact Person Name and Title: Catherine A. White. Drug Court Manager Phone Number: (850) 595-3055

Federal regulations require recipients of hnancial assistance from the Office of Justice Programs (OJP), its component agencies, and the
Ofllce of Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) to prepare, maintain on file, submit to OJP for review, and implement an Equal
Employment Opportunity Plan (EEOP) in accordance with 28 C.F.R $$ 42,301-.308. The regulations exempt some recipients from all of
the EEOP requirements. Other recipients, according to the regulations, must prepare, maintain on file and implement an EEOP, but they
do not need to submit the EEOP to OJP for review" Recipients that claim a complete exemption from the EEOP requirement must
complete Section A below Recipients that claim the limited exemption fiom the submission requirement, must complete Section B
below. A recipient should complete eilher Section A or Section B, not both. If a recipient receives multiple OJP or COPS grants,
please complete a form for each grant, ensuring that any EEOP recipient certifies as completed and on file (ifapplicable) has been

prepared within two years of the latest grant. Please send the completed form(s) to the Office for Civil Rights, Office of Justice Programs,

U.S. Deparlment of Justice, 810 7 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 2053 1. For assistance in completing this form, please call (.202)307-

0690 or TTY (202) 307-2027.

Section A- Declaration Claiming Complete Exemption from the EEOP Requirement. Please check att the boxes that

apply.
Q Recipient has less than 50 employees, Q Recipient is an Indian tribe,

Q Recipient is a non-profit organization, Q Recipient is an educational institution, or

Q Recipient is a medical institution, Q Recipient is receiving an award less than $25,000

I, [responsible official], cefiiry that

[recipient] is not required to
prepare an EEOP for the reason(s) checked above, pursuant to 28 C.F.R 542.302.I furlher certiry that_

[recipient] will comply with applicable Federal civil
rights
laws that prohibit discrimination in employment and in the delivery of sen'rices.

Print or type Name and Title Signature

Section B- Declaration Claiming Exemption from the EEOP Submission Requirement and Certifying That an

EEOP Is on File for Review.

Ila recipient agency has 50 or more employees and is receiving a single award or subaward for $25,000 or more, but less than $500,000,

then the recipient agency does not have to submit an EEOP to OJP for review as long as it certifies the following (42 C.F.R. $ 42 305):

I- Wilson B. Roberlson [responsible official], ceftiry that
the [recipient],which has 50 or more

employees and is receiving a single award or subaward for $25,000 or more, but less than $500,000, has formulated an

EEOP in accordance with 28 CFR $42.301, et seq., subpart E. I further ceftify that the EEOP has been formulated and

signed into effect within the past two years by the proper authority and that it is available for review. The EEOP is on file
in the office of: Human Resources [organization],
at [address],for review by the public and

employees or for review or audit by officials of the relevant state planning agency or the Office for Civil Rights, Office of
Justice Programs, U. S. Department of Justice, as required by relevant laws and regulations.

Date

Wilson B Robertson. Chairman
Print or type Name and Title

OMB Approval No 1121-0140 Expiration Date: l2l3l/12

Signature

ATTEST: ERNIE LEE MAGAHA

Clerk 0f The Circuit Court

June .2012
Date

By

Deputy Clerk



CER'I'IFICATIONFORN{
Recipient Na
Grant Title : 251)1

Contact Person Name and Title; Catherine A. White. Dms (

1l lllti*ci:rl Office of Justice prograns 
d rhe{.t Scrr iccs mainlain on file, -submit to _Louiri:ri rL ur:|ord $f 42.301-.30g. The regula ;j;r,tS. , i.Luc{-}rijl

Lh irr r.i iir
compJete Section A below. Recipients thut clairn the limitcd exempt
belorv, A recipient should complcte eitlrcr Section A or Section B,

granl. recip
latest mple
7 Stre .C.21

5,'"1ion a- p.it*rti* Claiming Complete Exernption fiom thc EEOP Requiremertt. t'tu*, .tn4r ou"tr," nn, ,Et
appl.v

Q Recipient has less than 50 employees,
Q Rccipient is a non-profit organiztrtion.
Q Itecipicnt is a medical institution,

Q Recipient is an lndian tribc,
Q Recipient is an cducalional institution, or
Q Recipient is receiving an award less than $25,000

I. {responsible offi cial], ceft ifl' that

prepare an EEOP for the reason(s) checked above, pursuant to 28

riqhts
I a.,r,s th at prohibit d iscrimination in employment and in the delivery of services.

Signrture

-- [recipientl is not required to

Drte

C.F.R $42.302, | l'urther cerrify that_
[recipient] u,ill cornply u,ith applicable Fedcralcrvil

Prinl or type wame ana iilG

Section B-
EDOP Is on

Declaration Claiming
F-ile for Review.

Exemption frorn the EEOP Submission neq"ir"m"nt Th"t Gll

Ifa rccipient agencl'has 50 or more crnployees and is receiving a sirgle award or subaward for $25,000 or more, but les.s than .$500.000.
then the recipient agency does not have to submit an EEOP to OJP tbr revierv as long as il certifie s the lbllowing (4? C.r' R $ 42.30j):

l. Robirr _[responsible official], cefi i8/ thal
_[recipient]-rvhich has 50 or morethe Court Administra

employees and is receiving a single award or subatvard for $25,000 or more, but less than $500,000, has formulated an
EEOP in accordance with 28 CFR $42.301 , et seq., subpart E. I further certif,i that the EEOp has been fbrmulated and
srgned into eflbct rvithin the past t*'o years by the proper authorilv and that it is available for review. The EEOp is on lile
in the olfice of: 

-- 

-"HJnqe4&g*o,"u.r9*9-s-.-*.*.- *- [organization].
at 

- 
-- "" 221 Pal [address],for revier.r, by the public anci

employees or for revierv or audit by ofhcials of the relevant state planning agency or the Office for Civil Rights, Olice of
Jtrstice Progratns, U, S. Department of Justicc, as required by relevant laws and regulations.

rEg4lSL
Print or t1,pe Nanre and Title

OMB r\pproval No I l2l-0140 Expiration Date. l2/3li12

Mav 3 l. 20l 2

Date



CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITIY
MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Edward Bvrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant P

Form Provided by the U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS,
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER

CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBTLITY
MATTERS; AND DRUG.FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Applicants should refer to the regulations cited below to determine the certification to which they are required to
attest. Applicants should also review the instructions for certification included in the regulations before completing this
form. Signature of this form provides for compliance with certification requirements under 28 CFR Part 69, "New
Restrictions on Lobbying" and 28 CFR Part 67, "Government-wide Debarment and Suspension (Non-procurement) and
Government-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)". The certifications shall be treated as a material
representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed when the Department of Justice determines to award the
covered transaction, grant, or cooperative agreement.

,I. LOBBYING

As required by Section 1352, Title 31 of the U S. Code, and implemented at 28

CFR Part 69, for persons entering into a grant or cooperative agreement over
$100,000, as deflned at 28 CFR Part 69, the applicant certifles that:

(a) No federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf
ofthe undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an
officer or employee of any agency, a member of Congress, an officer or employee
of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the
making of any federal grant, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and
the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any federal
grant or cooperative agreement;

(b) lf any funds other than federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be
paid to any person influencing or attempting to influence an offlcer or employee of
any agency, a member of Congress, an offlcer or an employee of Congress, or an
employee of a member of Congress in connection with this federal grant or
cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard
Form - LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities", in accordance with its instructions;

(c) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certrfication be
included in the award documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subgrants,
contracts under grants and cooperative agreements, and subcontracts) and that all
subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly

2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS
(DTRECT RECTPTENT)

As required by Executive Ofier 12549, Debarment and Suspension, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, for prospective participants in primary covered
transactions, as defined at 28 CFR Part 67, Section 67 510 -

A. The applicant certifies that it and its principalsl

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared
ineligible, sentenced to a denial offederal benefits by a State or Federal court, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any federal department or
agency;

(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application
been convicted of or had a civil judgement rendered against them for
commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with
obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State,
or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation ol
Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement,
theft forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making
false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otheMise criminally or civilly
charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, or local) with
commission of any ofthe offenses enumerated in paragraph (1) (b) of
this certiflcation; and

(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application
had one or more public transactions (Federal, State, or local)
terminated for cause or default; and

B. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the statements in
this certiflcation, he or she shall attach an explanation to this
application

3. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES OTHER THAN TNDTvTDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, Subpart F, for grantees, as defined
at 28 CFR Part 67 Sections 67 615 and 67 620-

A. The applicant certifies that it will or will continue to provide a drug-
free workplace byt

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlavvful
manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a
controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace and
specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for
violation of such prohibition;

(b) Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to inform
employees about-

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug{ree workplace;

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee
assistance programs; and

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug
abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

Page 1



CERTIF;CAT;ON REGARDTNG LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITIY

MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Edward Bvrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant P ram

it a reouirement ihat each to be engaged in the

of the grant be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a);

(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that' as a

condition of employment under the grant, the employee will-

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a

criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five calendar days

after the convictioni

shall include the identiflcation numbe(s) of each affected grant;

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice

unO"|- rripurtgt.ph (d) (2), with respect to any employee who is so convicted'

(l) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to ano

including ierminaiion, consistent with the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of

1973, as amended; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse

assistance oi rehabilitaiion program approved for such purposes by a Federal'

State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency;

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace

ih-iougn implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c)' (d), (e), and (0

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the

per ormance of work done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip code)

As the duly authorized
certifications.

1. Grantee Name and

Check here 

- 
lf there are workplaces on file that are not identified

Section 67 630 of the regulations provides that a grantee that is a

State may elect to make one certification in each Federal fiscal year

A copy of which should be included with each application for
Department of Justice funding. States and State agencies may elect

to use OJP Form 4061/7

Check here 

- 
lf the State has elected to complete OJP Form

406117

DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES WHO ARE INDIVIDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and

implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, Subpart F, for grantees, as deflned

at 28 CFR Part 67; Sections 67 615 and 67 620-

A. As a condition of the grant, I certify that I will not engage in the

unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of

a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant; and

B. lf convicted of a criminal drug offense resulting from a violation

occurring during the conduct of any grant activity, I will report the

conviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the conviction to:

Deoartment of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, ATTN: Control

Desk. 633 Indiana Avenue, N W, Washington, D C 20531.

representative of the applicant, I hereby certify that the applicant will comply with the above

Address:
221 PalaloxPlace
Pensacola, Florida 32502

2. Project Name: Druq Court Treatment Services

3. Typed Name and Title of Authorized Representative: Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman

4. Signature: 5. Date: June ,2012

ATTEST: ERNIE LTE MAGAHA

Clerk 0f The Circuit eourt

Deputy Clerk

Page 2
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SOLE SOURCE JUSTIFICATION FOR SERVICES AND EQUIPMENT REQUEST
FOR APPROVAL FORM

Florida Department of Law Enforcement
Edward Byrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant Proqram

FDLE JAG Grant Application Package Sole Source Form

Name of Subgrant Recipient:

Authorized Official for Subgrant Recipient or lmplementing Agency

Typed Name of Authorized Official: Wilson Robertson

Typed Title: Chairman, Escambia County Board of County Commissioners

Signature:

Telephone Number (850) 595-4910

Date: June ,2012
1. Briefly describe the proposed contractual services and/or equipment and how it relates to your

program.

Explain your reasons for proposing to contract with, or purchase from, a non-competitive sole source.
Address the expertise of the contractor, management, responsiveness, program knowledge and
experience of contract personnel. Also provide the results of a market suruey to determine
competition availability or address why a market survey was not conducted.

2

Indicate the contract period and explain the potential impact on contract deliverables if due dates are
not met. Relate this information to the approval period for your grant award. Estimate the time and
cost to hire a competent replacement should the current contractor default.

4. Describe what is unique about the project and the proposed sole source contractor that would warrant
a sole source contract.

5. Explain any other points you believe should be covered to support your request for a sole source
contract.

6. Make a declaration that the action to be taken is in the "best interest" of the subgrant recipient and the
implementing agency.

7. Address the Conflict of Interest Review (i.e. proposed contractor is not excluded or debarred and was
not involved in development of the procurement)

NOTE:
. lf sole source procurement of contractual services and/or equipment is $100,000 or more,

justification for sole source procurement must be submitted to the Depaftment of Law Enforcement
for approval.

. Allthe foregoing componenfs musf be addressed. Sfarf on the next page and use continuation
pages as necessary.

. lf the sole source procurement is /ess than $100,000, the applicant should complete this form and
maintain it in the program files available for monitoring and for audit.

Rule Reference 1 1 D-9.006
Page 1 of 2

OCJG-011 (Rev. May 2012)



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Subgrant Recipient

Organlzation Name: Escambia County Board of Commissioners

County: Escambia

Chief Official
Name: Wilson Robertson

Title: Chairman

Addr6ss: 221 Palafox Place
Suite 400

City: Pensacola

State: FL ZiPt 32502

Phohe: 850-595-4910 Ext:

Fax: 850-595-0478

Email: districtl@co.escamiba.fl.us

chief Financial Officer
Name: Ernie Magaha

Title: Clerk

Addrcss: 190 Governmental Center
City: Pensacola
Siate: FL Zipt 32502
Phone: 850-595-4310 Ext:
Fax:

Emall: magaha@escambiaclerk.com

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1910

Conract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Ru € R€rer€n@ 1 1D-9.006 OCJG{o5 (€v. April 2005)

Section #1 Page 1 ol2



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

lmplementing Agency

Organization Name: Board ofTrustees of Pensacola Stale college

EscambiaCounty:

Chief Official

Name:
Title:

Edward Meadows

President

Address: 1000 College Boulevard
Pensacola

FL Zip: 32504-8910

850-484-1700 Ext:

850-484-1840

emeadows@pensacolastate.edu

City:
State:
Phone:
Fax:
Email:

Proiecl Director
Name: Hank Shirah

Title: Director of Public Safety

Address: 1000 College Boulevard
City: Pensacola
State: FL Zipt 32504
Phone: 850-484-2500 Ext:
Fax:
Email: hshirah@pensacolastate-edu

Ru€ R€f€r€nc 11D-9.006 OCJG-005 lrev. Aoril 2005J

Section #'1 Page 2 of 2Application Ref #

Contract

2013-JAGC-1910

-JAGC-ESCA- - -



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

General Proiect lnformation

Project Title: ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE FOR PENSACOLA STATE
COLLEGE'S CENTURY CENTER

Subgrant Recipienl: Escambia County Board of Commissioners

lmplementing Agency: Board of Trustees of Pensacola State college

Project Start Oate: 101112012 End Date: 9/30/2013

Problem ldentification
Pensacola State College Police Department is one ofthree of the 28 Florida community colleges
with certified and independent police depa(ment on campus.

Community college police departments must be funded out of each college's general operating

budget, as determined by the Florida Legislature. Current economic conskaints on the state
budget do not allow for adequate funding to meet and maintain, let alone expand the capacity to
address, critical security mandates on campus. Utilization of the external funding possible through
this g€nt will allow the Pensacola State College Police Depaftment to provide a higher level of
safety for the campus community.

The use of video surveillance cameras on the new Century Instructional Site located in the north
of Escambia County would allow collection of essential data necessary for both crime prevention
and crime prosecution, capture necessary evidence of criminal activity, and improve officer safety
and the safety to the community we serve- Grant funds would be used to purchase eleclronic
suNeillance cameras and elechonic access equipment, which would make it possible to
determine areas of concern, if suspecls are still in an area orto determine if hostages were being
held, to reduce crime, to assist in prcsecution, and to improve safety forfaculty, stafi. students,
visitors, and property.

Pensacola State College Police Department?s goal is to have video surveillance cameras and
electronic access equipment in the main areas of buildings on all our campuses and sites in
Escambia County.

In the case ofan active shooter or hGtage scenario, video surveillance cameras would allow
emergency response teams from outside agencies the ability to determine if suspects are still in
an area or if hostages are being held.

On campus, video sufveillance c€meras would collect essential data, assist in providing evidence,
reduce crime, and improve safety for students, faculty, staff, and property.

Video surveillance cameras used in concertwith electronic access would allowfof more efficient
use of limited police resources, faster response to incidences, plus better monitoring of both
safetv and securitv issues,

Application Ref# 2013-JAGC-1910

Contrac.t -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rule Referen@ 110-9.006 OCJG 005 (ev aprl2005)

Section #2 Page 1 oi 3



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Proiect Summary (Scope of Work)

Purchase ofvideo surveillance system and electronic access equipment for the Century
Instructional Site to improve officer safety and the safety to the inshuctional site community.
Cameras, electronic access equipment and their necessary suppor{ing equipment and installation
fees, would make it possible to use smart policing techniques to obtain evidence and create
essential data, as well as allowing Pensacola State College Police Department to reduce crime
and to improve safety forfaculty, staff, students, visitors, and property.

Application Ref# 2013-JAGC-1910

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rul€ Rsfeene l1D-9.006 OCJG-oos (rev. Apfl2005)

Section #2 Page 2 ol3



Application for Funding Assistance
Ftorida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Section Questions:

Question:

Question:

Question:

Does the Subgrantee receive a single grant in the amount of $500,000 or more from
the U.S. Department of Justice?
NO

Does the lmplementing Agency receive a single grant in the amount of $500,000 or
more from the U.S. Department of Justice?

NO

Part 1: ln your business or organization's Preceding completed fiscal year, did your

business or organization (the subgrantee) receive (1) 80 percent or more of your

annual gross revenues in U.S. federal contracts, subcontracts, loans, grants'

subgrants, and/or cooperative agreements; and (2) $25,000,000 or more in annual
gaoss revenues from lJ.S. federal contracts, subcontracts, loans' grants, subgrants'
and/or cooperative agreements? lf yes, answer "yes" or "no" to Part 2. below.

NO

Part 2: Does the Dublic have access to information aboulthe compensation ofthe
executives in your business o. organization (the subgrantee) through periodic reports
flled under section 13(a) or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U S C.
78m(a),78o(d)) or section 6104ofthe Internal Revenue Code of'1986? lfanswerto
Part 1. above- was "no." answer N/A,
N/A

Question:

Application Rei# 2013"JAGC-1910

Coniract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Ru e Refeen@ 110-9.006 oCJG-005 (Ev Apn 2005)

Section #2 Page 3 of 3



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

General Performance Info:

Performance Reporting Frequency: Quarterly

Federal Purpose Area: 001 - Law Enforcement Programs

State Purpose Area: E - Equipment Purchases and/or Technology Investments: Includes
activities where equipment purchases or technology investments were
made that improve efficiency and/or cost savings

Activity Description

Activity: EquipmentPurchasesand/orTechnologylnvestments
Target Group: Equipment Purchases and/or Technology Investments

Geographic rArea: Urban

LocationType: University

Objectives and Measures

Objective: E1 - Report on JAG funding allocated for equipment and/or tech nology investments

I\,4easure: Part 1

How much JAG funding has been allocated for equipment and/or technology
investments? Please report in dollars ($)

Goal: $20,000.00

Objective: E2 - lvake equipment purchases and/or tech nology investments

Measurer Part 3

Which types of equipment purchases and/or technology investments will be made
with JAG funds? In your response, please list all that apply from the following
choices: Security Systems (station or evidence room); ln-car/On-person Camera
Systems; Video Observation (station, community, pole cams); Undercover
Surveillance Equipment (microphones, video); License Plate Readers; Vehicles;
Radios; Other. lf other, please specity.

Goal: Video Surveillance Cameras and Electronic Access for the Century Instructional Site

Application Ref # 2013-JAGC-1910

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rue Rereren€ 11D-9.006 OCJGOoS (rev Apn!2005)

Section #3 Page 1 of2



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Question: lf"othef'was selected for the geographic area, please describo

Question: lf "othe/'was solected for location type, please doscribe. ,9

Section Questions:

Application Ref # 201+JAGC1910

Contracl -JAGGESCA- - -

Rule Refercn@ 1 1D-9.006 OCJG{os (€v. Apnl 2005)

Seclion #3 Psge 2 of2



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

Note: All financial remittances will be sent to the Chief Financial Officer
of the Subgrantee Organization.

Financial Reporting Frequency for this Subgrant:

ls the subgrantee a state agency?: No

FLAIR / Vendor Number: 596000598

Budget:

General Financial Info:

Budget Category Federal Total

Salaries and Benefits

Contractual Services

Expenses

Operating Capital
Outlay

Indirect Costs

$0.00

$0.00

$20,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$o oo

$0.00

$20,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

- Toials - $20,000.00 $0.00 $20,000.00

Percentage '100.0

Project Generated lncome:

Will the project earn projeci generaied income (PGl) ?

'100.0

Application Ref# 2013-JAGC-1910

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rule RefeEn@ l1D 9.006OCJG 005 tev. Apdl2005)

Section *14 Page I of3



Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justjce Assistance Grant - County-wide

Budget Narrative:

Indoor Video Security Cameras, with mounts and Hardware
5 each $958.00 $4,790.00

Electronic Access System to include all materials and supplies
for three door and all window at the Century Center Inshuctional site

1 lot $10,208.02 $10,208.02

Installation and Labor $5,001.98

Total $20.000.00

App'ication Ref# 2013-JAGC-1910

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rur6 Reteen@ 11c!9.006ocJG 005 (ev Ap l2005)

Section ft4 Pag€ 2 of3



Question:

Question:

Question:

Ouestion:

Question:

Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

lf salaries and benefits are included in the budget as actual costs for staff in the
implementing agency, is there a net personnel increase, or a continued net pelsonnel
increase from the previous Byrne progfam?

lf benefits are to be included, are they reflected in the budget narrative?

Indicate the Operating Capital Outlay threshold established by the subgrantee or
lmplementing agency, if it is the sheriffs office.

$5,000.00

lf indirect cost is included in the budget, indicate the basis for the plan (e g. percent of
salaries and benefits), and provide documentation ofthe appropriate approval ofthis
plan.

N/A

lfthe budget includes services based on unit costs, provide a definition and cost for
each service as paf( ofthe budget narrative for contractual se i6es. Includethe basis
for the unit costs and how recently the basis was established or updated.

N/A

Section Questions:

Applic€iion Ref # 2013-JAGC-19'10

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Ru e R€lerence 1 I D-9 006 ocJc{os {r€v. Apn 2005)
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Application for Funding Assistance
Florida Department of Law Enforcement

Justice Assistance Grant - County-wide

ln witness whereof, the parties affirm they each have read and agree to the conditions set

forth in this agreement, have read and understand the agreement in its entirety and have

executed this agreement by their duty authorjzed officers on the date, month and year set

out below.

Corrections on this page, including Strikeovers,
whiteout, etc. are not accoptable.

state of Florida
Department of Law Enforcement
oflice of criminal Justice Grants

Signaturel

Typed Name and Title:

Date:

Clayton Wilder, Program

;: cr l>,
Ld

,., Q l-

UJ <J IO
F
EI
F

Subgrant ReciPieni
Authorizing Ofliclal of Govemmental Unit

(commission chairman, Mayot or De€ignated Reprgsentative)

Typed Name of Subgrant Recipient: Escambia Board of Commissioners

Signaturel

Typed Name and Title: -,,1i 1s o n B. Roberison Charrman

Typed Name

Signature:

lmplementing Agency
Official, Administrator or Deaignated Representativ€

of lmplem Agency: The Board of -.Lstees of Pensacola Srate Colle

Edward l\readows, PresidentTyped Name and Titlel

Date:

Applicalion Ref# 2013-JAGC-1S10

Contract -JAGC-ESCA- - -

Rur€ Relerence 11E!9.006 OCJG{o5 (rev. Apnl2005)

Section *6 Page 1 of 1



RecipientName and Address: The District Board ofTrusrees Pensacola State College. I000 Colleee Blvd. Pensacola FL 32504

Grant Title: Etecironic survei ance for Pensacola state collese's cenruN center Grant Number: 20I3"JAGC-1910

A\\,afdAmountr 520.000
Contact Person Name and Titte: Hank Shirah. Chief ofPolice/Director ofPublic Safetv Phone Number: (8501595-3055

Federal rcgulalions requie recipi€nrs offindcial assistdce Aon the Office ofJustic€ ProgrMS (OIP), its component agencles, dd the

o*ice ofaommuniry odented policinS services (cops) ro pfepde, mainiain or file, submir ro oJp for review ud iBplemenl d Equal

f_ plolment Opporruniry ptd (EEOP) in accordance wirh 28 C.F R $$ 12.301-.108. The regulations exempt some recipienls froD allof
tne ilbe requninenm. Other recipienrs. according ro iiie regulations. nust prepde, nailtain on file aidimplemenl an EEOP. bnt tle)
do nor need t; submir the EEOP ro OIp for review Recipients that claim a compl€te exemplion from the EEOP requirenenr must

comDhre S€ctjon A below R€cipients that claim rhe limired exenplion from the subnission requhenenl. must complete Sectio h B

beloiv. A recioient should comDlet€ et:r/tersection A or Section B, not both.Ifa.€cipienlreceives multipl€ OJP or COPS grants

plcase compleie aform for each grd! ensuringthat anl.EEop recipient ceniites as complered dd on fite (ifapplicable) hd been

prcpaed *irhin nio ycars orrhelatc$ grant. Please send th€ conpleted fomr(s) lo the Offic€ tbr Civil Rlghts, O1fic€ ofJustice ProgFns.

u !. u"p.rr."nt urtorti.", sl0 7 ste;. N.w., washinglon. D.c. 2051l. For Nsistance in conplering rbis fom, plede call (202)307-

0690 or Ta\' (202) 30?'2027.

Section A- Declaration Claiming Complete Exemption from the EEOP Requirement rl',,e che'kdlL the bar^ t14t

Q Rccipient ha less than 50 employees,

Q Recipient is a non-profil organiznon,
Q Recipicni is amedical insiitutioD,

Q Recipienl is an Indie tribe,
O Recipient is d educational instilution. or
Q Recipient is receiline d awdd lessthd $2i,000

I. lresponsible official], cel1il that

lrecipient] is not required lo

preparean EEOP for the reason(s) checked above, pursuant to 28 C.F R $42 302-

- 

[recipientl will
nghts
laws that prohibit discrimination in employment and in the delivery ofservices

I further certili that_
comply w;th applicable Federal civil

Print or type Nrme and Title

S-tt", B- D".t"r"ti"" C1"id.g E*mption from the EEOP Submission Requirement and Certiiying That an

EEOP ls on File for Review.

tf a recipient agency has 50 or more employees and is receiling a sinSh a\aard or subaFdd for $25.000 oI more, but les than $500,000,

ther rhe recipienl agency docs no1 have to submit an EEoP ro oJP for review as long as it certifieslhe following (42 c F.R $ 12 305):

I wilcon R Rohertson lresponsible official], ceftiry thar

the Escambia Countv Board of Countv Commissioners lr€cipient],*'hich has 50 or more

",,rpto1""" 
una l.."".iuing a single award or subaward for $25,000 or more, but less than $500,000, has fomlulated an

EEbp in accordance with 28 CFR $42.301, ?, req., subpart E. I fufiher cenily that fie EEOP has been lormulated and

signed into elfect within the pasr two years by thi proper authoriry a.d that it is available for review The EEOP is on file

in the ollce oi Human Resources lorganization]'
at 2jiTalafox Place. Pensacola. Florida 32502 laddress],for review by the public an

;;@erclevantstateplanningagencyor.theofliceforCivilRights,offiie
addressl,for review by the public and

cl

lustice Programs, U. S. Depefime;t ofJustice, as required by relevant laws and regulatlons

ATTEST:

June . 2012

ERN|T LEE MAGAHA

Clerk 0f The Circuit Court

W-orpuwt,* -

Wilson B Robertson. Chaiman
Prirt or type Nane and Title

OMB ApFroral No. I I 2l -0140 Erpnation Dac: I 2/3 l/12



CERTIFICATION F ORM

The D slr ct Board of Trustss Pensaola state Colleg6, 1000 College Blvd Pensaco a. FL 32504
Recipieni Name and Adalress:

Grant Title Edward syme rrremorial Jusrice A$islane Grant Gmnt Nul1beri JACG1213 Award Alno!|llt $20 00000

350 48,12500
Contact Person Name and Title:

EmployneDt oppo.tunity ptar (EEop) in accordalc€ with 28 c.!.R $$ 42.301-.308- The r€gulations exenpt some recipients fron au of
the EEOp r€quiredents. Othe. recipielts, according to tle regllrtioas. nustp.epaie, naiDtain on file and implenent an EEOP, but they

do not need to subnitihe EEoP ro oJ? forreview. RecipienB rhdt claim. compl€te exemption ftom tle EEo P .equiredent must

conplete s ection A betow. Recipielts that cldim the lim ired exemptior ftom the submission requiremert, nusi conplete section B

below_ A .e.ipieot 3boutd conptere zlrr.r secrior A or section B, rot both. Ifa recipient receives multiple oJP or coPs grants,

please conplete & form for each grant, ensuring that any EEOP recipiert certifies es completed and on file (ifapplicabl€) has been

prepared within two ye..s ofthe latest gr&nr. Pledse send the completed fomG) io tle Office fo. Civil Rights, Ollice ofJustice P.ograms,

U_S. Departnent ofJustice.810 7$ St eet, N.W., Washilgton, D.C.2053 l Foi assistance in completing tlis fon, please cau (202)307

r"a*"r r"e"i"ti..;qui.. tecipienrs of fiaanciar assisrance from tle Office oftustice P.ograms (OJr), its componedt dgencies, ard the

office ofcommuniry orienred Policing services (co?s) io prepar€, naiDtti. on file, subniito oJP for review, and inplene.t an Equdl

0690 ot "t'r-{ (202) 301 -2027 .

Section A- Declamtion Claiming ComDlete ExemDtion ftom the EEOP Require:,rlen1. Please check ott the bo,es that

Hank sh Bh, chiel of Po ic6/o rector of Publc sstutv Phone Number: ( )

Recipietrt is an Indian t ibe,
Recipientis an educational irstitulioa. o.
Recipient is receivirg an &w.rd l€ss than $25,000

tr Recipient has less than 50 employees,
o Recipienr is alon-profit organiz&tion,
o Recipie.t is a nedical iostitution,

a

I, Edward Meadows, Presidenl lrespotrsible officiall. cenif, that
The D sinci aoard ofTrusi€s of Pensaco a Stele Co 6a€ lrecipient] is not rcquired to

prepaie an EEOP for the reason(s) checked above, pursMnt to 28
The Dislricl Soard of Trusle€r of P€ns6l. Slat6 Collele

laws that prohibit discrimiration in emplotanent and ir the delive

C.F.R $42.102. I turther certiry that

lrecipientl will comply with applicable lederal civil.iglts

6 /rzJ rtoJ-
Edwad t eadM. Prcsident

Pritrt or type Nrme rtrd Title

Section B- Declaration Claiming Exemption liom the EEOP Submission Requirement and Certirying That an

EEOP Is on File for Review.

lfa rccipient agency has 50 or nore employees and is r€ceiving a single award o. subawa.d fo. $25.000 or nore, but le$ th.n S500,000,

tlen the recipient agency do€s nor have to submit a. EEO? to OJP for review as lo.e as it celtifies the following (42 C.F.R. $ 42.305):

lresponsible officirll, certiry tlat
lrecipientl,which has 50 or more

employees and is receiving a single award or subaward for s25,000 or morc, but less rhan 3500,000, has formulated an

EEOP in accodance with 28 CFR 542.301, el req-, subpart E. I firnher certify that the EEOP has been formulated and

signed into effect within the past two yea$ by the proper authoriry and that it js available for review. The EEOP is on file in

the office of: lorganizationl,
laddressl,for review by the public and

employees or for review or audit by officials ofthe relevant state planning agency or the Ofnce lor Civil fughts. Office of
Justice Programs, U. S. Department ofJustice, as required by relevant laws and regulations

Pritrt or type Nrne nd Title

OMB Apprcval No. ll2l 0140
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AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING (ADP) EOUIPMENT AND SOFTWARE AND
CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS REQUEST

FOR APPROVAL FORM

Florida DeDartment of Law Enforcement
Edwad Bvme Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Procram

Name of Subgrant Recipienti Escambia County Board of County Commissioners

Authorized Official for Subqrant Recipient or lmplementinq Aqencv

Typed Name of Authorized Official: Wilson B. Robertson

Typed Title: Chairman, Escambia County Board of County Commissioners

Fignature:

Jelephone Number: ( 850 ) 595-4910

iDate: June , 2012
By signature above, the subgranlee is ceftifying inlention to comply with the General
Guidelines, Section I, and is requesting approval of proposed aclivilythrough response to
Required Information, Section Il,

seclion l: General Guidelines for Subqrantees:

1. Ihe application for procurement ofADP equipment and soflware shall be written in a manner
consistent with maximum open and free competition in the procurement ofhardware, software
and related services.

2. Criminaljustice information and communication systems shall be designed and programmed
to maximize the use of standard and readily available computer equipment and programs.
Subgrantees should utilize the past experience of other agencies which have successfully
implemented such systems. A detailed requirements analysis should be performed and a

search for existing software that could meet the identified requirements should be made
before new software is developed. lf new software is developed, it shall be designed and
documented so that other c minal jusiice agencies will be able to use it with minor
modifications and at minimum cost.

3. Subgrantees shall request approval prior to arranging for patent of computer software and
programs. Federal requirements governing copyright apply in all cases. The U. S.
Department of Justice reserves a royalty-free, non-exclusive, and irfevocable license io
feproduce, publish, or otherwise use, and authorize others to use, for Federal Government
purposes the copyright in any work developed under a subaward and any rights ofcopyrightto
which a subgrantee purchases ownership with grant support.

NOTE:

lf the total purchase ar lease price exceeds $100,A00, iustification nust be submitted ta FDLE
on these forms fot apprcval. lf the purchase or /ease ls /ess tha, .9104,000, the applicant nay
provide justification in the application itself.

FDLE JAG Grant aoplication Packaqe
Paqe 1

ocJG-110 (Rev. Octobet 2405)Rule Relerence 1lD-9 006



AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING (ADP) EQUIPMENT AND SOFTWARE AND
CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS REQUEST

FOR APPROVAL FORM

Florida DeDartmenl of Law Enforcement
Edward Bvrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant Prooram

Section ll: Required Information:

1 A description of the ADP hardware and/or soflware you plan to purchase, includingi
a. Number of units and projected cost of each.
b. Equipment specifications including disk drive storage space, amount of random access

memory, microprocessor sjze and speed, and any other periinent system specjfications. lf
a net\.ryork is purchased, specify the type of file server, hub/routers, network cards, net\ /ork
wiring and installation costs. lf a printer is purchased, indicate the type of printer.

c. Software speciflcations including name and version (ex. Microsoft Word for Windowso
6.0) and the number of licenses io be acquired.

d. A brief description of howihe proposed equipment and/or software will be used to fufther
grant objectives.

2. Certifo that ADP hardware and software procurement complies with existing federal,
state, and local laws and regulations

3. lf ADP hardware will be purchased, describe the results of your lease/purchase
analysis and explain the advantage of purchase over lease.

4. lf ADP software will be developed, explain why already produced and available
software will not meet the needs ofthis subgrant.

5. lf your purchase of ADP hardware, software or combination thereof will be from a sole
soufce and is $'100,000 or more, complete a Sole Source Justification Form and attach it.

FDLE JAG Grant aDDlication Packaqe
Page 2

ocJc-olo (Rev. octobet 2005)Rule Reference 11D-9 006



AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING (ADP) EQUIPMENT AND SOFTWARE AND
CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS REQUEST

FOR APPROVAL FORM

Florida D€partment of Law Enforcement
Edward Bvrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant Program

Name of Subgrant Recipient:

Authorized Official for Subqrant Recipient or lmDlementinq Aqencv

Typed Name of Authorized Official:

Typed Title: President

Signature:
/-e-<1^ / \zJQ ><--e,--JZ-

Telephone Number: ( 850 ) 484-2500

Date: 6 / rz-/rz--'
By signature ab6ve, the 'subgrantee is ce,Tifying intention to comply with the General
Guidelines, Section l, and is requesting approval of proposed activity through response to
Required Information, Section .

@;
1. The application for procurement ofADP equipment and software shallbe written in a manner

consistentwith maximum open and free competition inthe procurement of hardware, software
and related services.

2. Criminaljustice information and communication systems shallbe designed and programmed
to maximize the use of standard and readily available computer equipment and programs.
Subgrantees should utilize the past experience of other agencies which have successfully
implemented such systems. A detailed requirements analysis should be performed and a
search for existing softlvare that could meet the identified requirements should be made
before new software is developed. lf new soflware is developed, it shall be designed and
documented so that other criminal justice agencies will be able to use it with minor
modifications and at minimum cost.

3. Subgrantees shall request approval prior tg arranging for patent of computer software and
programs. Federal requirements governing copyright apply in all cases. The U. S.
Department of Justice reserves a royalty-free, non-exclusive, and irrevocable license to
reproduce, publish, or otherwise use, and authorize others to use, for Federal Government
purposes the copyright in anywo* developed undera subaward and any rights ofcopyright to
which a subgrantee purchases ownership with grant support.

NOTE:

lf the totalpurchase or lease p ce exceeds $100,000, justification mustbe submiftedto FDLE
on these forms fot approval. lfthe purchase orlease ls /ess fhan $100,000, the applicant may
provide justification in the application itself.

FDLE JAG Gtant Abolication Packaae
Page 1

OCJA4tq (Rev. octobet 2005)Rule Reference 11D 9.006



ffiDP) EQUIPMENTAND SoFTwARE AND

CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS REQUEST

FOR APPROVAL FORM

Florida Oepartment of Law Entorcement
Edward Bvrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant P

S.c.d!.e!!--Besgi!es!l!&I44!e!:

'1 . A description of the ADP hardware and/or software you plan to purchase, including:

a. Number of units and projected cost of each
b. Equipment specifications including disk drive storage space, amount of random access

memory, microprocessor size and ipeed, and any other pertinent system speciflcations lf
a network is purchased, specify the type of file server' hub/routers, network cards, network

wiring and installation costs. lf a printer is purchased, indicate the type of printer'

c. Software specifications including name and version (ex. Microsoft Word for Windowso
6.0) and the number of licenses to be acquired

d. A brief description of howthe proposed equipment and/or software willbe used to further
grant objectives.

2. Certify that ADP hardware and software procurement complies with existing federal,

state, and local laws and regulations

3. lf ADP hardware will be purchased, describe the results of your lease/purchase
analysis and explain the advantage of purchase over lease.

4. lf ADP softlvare will be developed, explain why already produced and available
software will not meet the needs of this subgrant.

5. lf your purchase of ADP hardware, software or combination thereol will be from a sole
source and is $100,000 or more, complete a Sole Source Justification Form and attach it.

FDLE JAG G'ant Applicatlon Packase
Page 2

OCJG-010 (R.v. October 2005)Rule Referene 11D-9.006



CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITIY
IVIATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REOUIREMENTS

Florida Depadment of Law Enlorcement
Edward Bvrne MemorialJustice Assistance Grant Proqram

Form Provided by the U"S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS,
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER

CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBAR[rENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY
MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Applicants should refer lo ihe regulations cted belowto delemine the cerlification lo which they are requ rcd to
attesi. Applicanis should also reviewihe instrucions forcediiication included in the regulations before completing this
form. Sig nat! re of th s form prov des for compliance with cedifcation req! irements under 28 CF R Part 69, 'New
Restriclions of Lobbying" and 28 CFR Part 67, 'Governmenl-wide Debarmeni and Suspenslon (Non-prccurcrnent) and
Govemmenlwde Requ remenls for Drug-Free Wo*plac€ (G€nls)". The cedificaiions shallbetreaied as a malerial
reDresentaiion oi facl lroon whrch reliance wlll be olaced when the Deoartmenl ofJlstice deiermifes to award ihe
covered iransaclion, graft or cooperalive agreer|reni.

1. LOBBYING

Asrequr€dbyseclon1352 Tre3loftheus code 6nd mplem€nled at 23
cFR Pad 69. for peFois €nlerng lnto a gEntor cooperatve agrc€menl ov€.
sl00.000 as delned al23 cFR Pan 69 the app €nlcediii€slhar

{a) No fedeE approp ated funds hrve be€n paid orwi be p6d. by oron b€haf
orthe undeGigned to any percon io. influencng orait€hflng to nfloence an
ofcer or emproy€e ol any ag€ncy a memberol coigress an olf@roremp oyee
ol congress, oran omploy€e ola lLlehber ofcoigress in onnecton witlr tlr€
makn9olanyfederalq€nl tlie€nlein! nlo of any cooperalive agreement and
rhe e(ens on, conrrnuaton. renewal .mendmenr. or mod li€t on otanyledeEL
granr or cooDera{v€ a9re€menr

(b) lf anylunds olherihan f€dera appropraled funds have been paid or w be
paid to any person nfluenc ng oratlempiing lo influence an oflicer or empLoyee or
anyag€ncy amemberof congress anofficeroran€mploye€of congress.oran
enploy€€of afremberof coigress i€nieclioiwtlilliisfederalq€ntor
cooperal've aqreemen(.lhe unders9ned shar comp ele and submit sl6ndad
Form LLL'Decosleof LobbynqAclvtee n a@odandewthit3instructons

(c) The uiders gned sha requnethatthelaiguage ofthisceni@lon be
incuded n lhe award documents lor allsubawads al allteB {incuding subqrants,
coniEcts underg€nts and coopeetve zgreements, and subcontEcls)and lhat al
subrecip enls shal cedry aid d sc ose accod ngly

2, DEBARIlIENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS
(DIRECT RECIPIENT)

As requned by Ex€cul ve Ode.12549 Debarm€nl and Suspension and
impenenled ar 23 CFR Pad 67. torprospeclive padcipantsin pdmarycovered
lransacr ons as defned ai 23 cFR Pad 67 secrion 67.510-

a. The app icantcenftes thal I and ls principa s

(a) Arc not pesenty debared suspended prcposedford€bamenl d€c ared
ineio ble seiieiced 10 a den alolfederalbenerits by. Slat€ or Federa @url or
voluntar y excuded from @vered lEnsaclions by any f€dera depadmentor

{b)Nave noi wihin a ihree-y€ar period pre€d ng lh s appl€lon
been convcled ofor lrad a cv judgefrent reidercd aga nsl lhed for
@mmisson offr6ud or a crmina o
oblanng altempling lo obta n of perfomng a pub c(Fedee Shle
or loe )lransactioi or @nt€ct under a pub c lransaclion v oalLon or
Fedeialor State anlitusl statules or@ndisson or eFbezLemenl
theft forcery. bibery, fars,i€lion or d€slruclion of records making
false 3tatemenls of r€celvinq slolen prop€rty

(c) Ae not p€senlly ndlcledfororotheMiseomnallyorcv ly
charled bya gov€rnmenralenlty (Feder6. st6t€ orlo€ )w r

commission orany orthe ofi€nses enume.aled nparasraph (1)(b)or

(d) Have nat with n a three year peiod precedinq lhis app caron
had one ormoc pubrc kans.ctions (Fede€. state orioe)
t€rm nared forcause or det6ut and

B. Whelelheappi€nlisunabeb@nifytoanyollheslalemenrs n
th s cenir€[on, he orslre shaLlattach an exp analon ro rh s

3, ORIJG-FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES OTHER THAN INDIVIOUALS)

ae.equired by lhe Druq-F€e workpra@ acl of 1933 and
imp emented at 23 cFR Pad 67, subpad F forgGnrees as defln€d
ai 23 CFR Pad 67 S€clons 67 615 and 57 620-

A. The appli€nt cenfies lhat itwit orr contiiue to prov de a dtug.

(a) Pub ish ng a stalement noliryng ehpoyees thal lhe unlavnu
manufacturc,distrburion,dispensin!,possesroi or!seof a
conlroled substan€ s prohbit€d n lhe gEnlee's wo*place and
specifying the actons thalwLlbelaken aga nsl employees for
vio 6t on ofsuch proh bitoii

(b) Eslab shng an on.going drugjr€e aM'eness prosEmlo niom

(1) rhe dansers or dru0 6buse in theworkpace

(2) The lGnlee's polcy oi mainb ning a drugfee wo pace

(3) Any avaiabe druo counselig. rehabi talDn and employer

(4) Th€ penaltee that may be imposed upon emp oyees lor dru!
abuse volatons occuiiing n th€ workp ace:

FDLE JAG Grant Applicalion Packaga Lobbylng, DQbament, suspension, an.! Dtug'Fr.6 workplace ceftincation
Page 1



CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARIVIENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITIY
MATTERS; AND DRUG.FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Florida Department of Law Enforcemenl
Edward Bvrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Prooram

(c) Makinq il a rcqu refreil lhal each efrpoyeelo be enaaqed in the peformance
ot Ihe oGnl be oivei a copy orlhestatemenl rcqu red by paraq@ph (al:

(d) Nolry,ngtheedpoyee i the {atement requrcd by pa€q€ph (a) tbat, as a
conditon ol ehpoym€nt uide. the granl. the €mploy€e w l-

(l) abide bytrelems oflhe stalement and

(2) Nott lh€ €mp oyer n wrlins ofhis or her conv ct on rofa volatoi ora
crminaldrug starule occurng n the wodpace no laterlhan live calendar days

(e) Nott ns the asency nwrtns wlh n l0caendardaysanerr€ceivn0 noti@
undef subparasraph (d)(2) irom an emp oye€ or orheMs€ r€ceiv ns actualnoli@
olsuchmnvicton Emp oyerc olconv cted €mployees musl provde nolice
ncludnqpositontle to Depadmentof Juste,officeof JuslicePrcg€hs.

ATTN] ConlrolDesk S33lndanaAvenue,N.W Washnglon DC 20531 Notce
slral ncludethe denllicalonnumbe(s)of eacliaffecledq€nt

(0 Takng one of ilre folowliq aclions. wlhin 30 € endafdays of rc@ving not ce
unds subparagaph ld)(2), with respect lo any employee who is so coiv cled-

(1) Takiiqapproplalepersonnelaclonaganstsuchanempoyee uptoand
incud ng lerminalioo cons slent w lrr th€ requ rem€nts orthe Rehab ilal on Acl ol

i2) RpqJ g,. -, e' p o.ee o parc'oara.ar.iddo i / r a d uo ab-se
osssEiceo,elao'unolptgarapoo,eoro sJ-l ou oosee o, a F d4r
slale. or oca heath. aw enf.rcemenl, or other appropiale aqency

(g) Makinq a good f6lh efon lo onrinu€ to ma ntain a drugjreesolkp ace
lhroush imp ehentalion or paGsraphs (a) (b) (c), {d), {e), and (l

B, Th€ granlee fray insed n lhe space provded be ow the ste(s)lorlhe
pertormance olwork doie in coinecton wlh the spec tic gmnl

P ace of Pedormance lstr€€t address, clty, counly slale. zlp code)

Check horo _ lllhere ar€ worl(pac* on r ethal a@ not dentfi€d

Secton 67 630 or lhe egu alons prcvdes thata gEnlee lhal E a
State may elecl lo make one cerlircalion i each FedeG rscalyea.
A @py otwh ch shou d be ncruded wth each apprcaton for
DepadmeDtof Jusl@lunding Sblesand Siateagenciesmayeecl

checkhere flhe stare has€ected rommpeto oJP Form

ORUG.FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES WHO ARE INDIVIDUALS)

As requ red by llie Drug'Freewo*p ace Acl ol1933, and
mprefrenledat2scFRPad6T SubpadF for gmntees. as delined
at 23 CFR Pan 37 Sectons675r5and67620-

A, As a condi|on ofthe grant lce ry lhat lwil not engage n the
un awlu manufacrur€, d strlbulion d spens ng, possess on oruse of
acontro ed substanceinconduclnganyaclvitywl,r ihe granli and

S. lf@nvcled ofa dm naldrug ofrense resull ng nom a v oaton
occumno durnq the conducl of.iy 9ranl actv ly lwlreporllhe
conviclion n writ n9 w(hn l0calendardays ortheconvcton to
D€padm€nlot Jusli@, Ofice ol Justice Proqrams ATTN: ControL
Desk.633lndanaAv€nue NW Washiiqlon DC 20531

4. Signature:

As the d uly author zed representative of lhe appllcant, I hereby ceriii/ lhat the appllcant wil com ply with the above
certiicalions

1. Gfantee Name and Address: Escambia Countv Board ofCounlv Commissioners
221 Palalox Place
Pensacola. F orida 32502

2. Project Name: Electronic Surveillance fof Pensacola Siale Colleoe's Ceniury Cenier

3. Typed Name and Ttle ofAutho zed Representatlve: \ryiEa! B-Isbcd!

5. Dale. June .2012

ATTEST, ERNIE LEt LAGAHA

Clerk 0f The 0ircuit Court

Deputy Clerk

FDLE JAC Gnnt Application Package Lobbylng, Debanenl , Suspension, and Drug-Free Wokplace Certllicalion
Page 2



CERTIFICATION

-necffiotno 

LoeBytNG; DEBARMENT, susPENsloN, ANo orHER RESPONSIBILITIY
MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REOUIREMENTS

Florida Departm€nt of Law Enforcement
Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistancg lql4lllq

Form Provided by the U,S. DEPARTMENT OF
OFFICE OF THE

JUSTICE, OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS,
COMPTROLLER

cERTIFICATIONS REGAROING LOBBYING; DESARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY
MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Applicants should rcfer to the regulations cited below to deiermine the cediicalion to which they a|e €quired to

attest- AooticanG shoutd also review the instructions for cedificaiion included in the regulaiions beforc completing lhis
form. Signaturc oflhis form provides for compliance wiih cedification requirements under 28 CFR Part 69, 'New
Restricti;ns on Lobbying" and 28 CFR Pad 67, "Govemment-wide Debarment and Suspension (Non-prccurement) and

GovemmenlwideRequi-.ementsfotDrug-FreeWorkplace(G€nts)".Theceftifcationsshallbetreatedasamateial
representation of fact upon which reliance willbe placed when the Department of J ustice determines to award the

covercd transaction, grant, or cooperative agreement

1. LOBBYING

As reouied bv Seclion 1352. TlUe 31 of ihe U S Code,3id mpl€menbd al23
CFR Pan 69 forpeEons ent€ins nb a q6ntofcooperalveagteemedover
$1ooo0o.asdelinedat23cFRP.d69,lheapp oantcerilesthat:

(.) No f€der. apprcpriaied funds have been paid or wil bepaid, bvoronbeh.f
of the undercign€d, b anypeEon lor innu€rcing of anempl ng to influencean
offcer or employee ol any agency, a membq olCongress, an off@rorempov€e
orcongcss, or an €mporee of . Member olcongress in connect on wilh lhe
nal ng oldny ede a s'ad $.€ae -9 

'doo 
d-y_ooFz \erg e€_e-l dnd

a are-dT€1 ot aodr'auo_o'd-) tdez
sEnt or c@peral ve .geemenll

{b) llanytunds olherthan lede.al appropd:led funds have b€en pa d or wi Lbe
pad t. any person influencin! or atlemptng lo infuence an ofiicer or emplovee ol
anyaqency. a member of Congrc*. an officer or an employee ofCongress, oran
emproyee ota memb€fol congress in onneclion with lh stude€ g@m or
coope€tve agreem€nl. $e unde6Cned sha comP ele ahd submil Slandad
Fom LLL. "D sc osu@ of Lobby ng Actviiies, n accordance wlh its nstruct ons

(c) The lnde6gned stu lrcqu re thal the language ollhis cenf@l on be
ncruded nlhe awad docum€nls for allsubawads atal le6 (inc uding subgranls,
conthcts undef granls and coope€live agreemenG, :nd subcontEcc) and thal all
subEcip enls sha I cerify and d sdoe acmrd ngry

2, DEBARIIIIENT. SUSPENSION. AND OTHER
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS
{DIRECT RECIPIENT)

As€quied by&ecuuveOrder12549, Debame and Susp.nsion, and
mplemented ar 23 cFR Pad67. for prospectjve paruc p.nG n pimarycoveted
l€nsacfons.asdelnedal2SCFRPan6T,Secton6T.510

A. The aro cantcedneslhalitand lspdncpals:

(a)Aenotprese ydebared, suspended prcpos€d tof debamen! dec a@d

inerlo ble *nlenced to: denialolledeElbenefts bv a stale or Federarmurt or
volu;Er y excluded irom covercd t€nsaclions byanvfedeEld€partment or

(blHavenolwilhinathreyedpedodpccedlnglhsapp daton
been convlcted ol or had a civljudsement Endered aqainsllhem for

commlssion olf€ud or a.nm naloftlnse in @inec|on vith
oblainlns, atempung lo obtain, or penominq a public{FedeE, Stale.

or Lo€ J lEns.ction or contacl under a plb Lc tcnsclioni violrt on oi
Fede6i of state ail lrusl st ldes or @mmission or enbezlemenl.
thefi folgery. bdbery, la sifrcalion or dslruclion of records, making

fa se statemenls, or Ece vin! sblen p@penyl

(c) Are nol presenuy ndicted lor or olheM se cdminal v or civillv
charoedbvaoovernmenbl€nllv(Fede6l,slaie,or ocal)wiih
@T;k,;n o'a'lolrhe o"e ses e'--erareo r oa'a!'aoh I o ol

(d) H€ve iot wurin a three-y€ar period preced ng Ihis applicatlon
had one or more publictansaclions (FedeEl, Siate, or o*l)
ieminated lor cause of default and

B. Whe€ lhe applicantis unable lo ceniry b anyolthe statements in
th s c€dil*iion, he or she shall .r€ch an €xp an.t on lo this

3. DRUG.FREE WORKPLACE
(ORANTEES OTHER THAN INDIVIDUALS)

As requir€d by the oruQ-Ffe Wolkpla@ Act ol 1933 and
mplemenGn d 23 cFR Pan 67 Subpan F. tor gGntees, asderin.d
at23 cFR Pad67 s€cl ons 67 615 and 67.620'

A, Theappicantcedneslhatitwllorwil continueloprovdeadrug

(a) Plb ishrng a statemenl noffying emp oyees $at Ihe !n astul
manutaclu€, drstdbulron d spenslng. pos*sson, or us€ ol:
contbled su&ranco is pohib led in the a€nleesm.kp ace and
sp€cfynglheactonsrhatwil be laken ag.inst employees for
v olalion or such Proh bilioni

(b) Esr.blishing an on{oing dtug-free swareness program to nrom

{1) Th€ dangers ofdruq.buse in the workplacei

(2) The gra.lees policy ol mainla ninq a drugJr€ @d{p ac€

(3) Anyava abl€drugcounse ng €hablitdon andemploy€e
asssEnce pbghms ano

(4) The pei.ties thal may b€ mpo*d upon emp or€es lor druq
abuse v olaliois occunlng in tlre md(p ace:

FDLE JAG chntArylicanon Packase Lobbving, Debanent, Suspension, an.t Dtug-Frcewo*pta'e Ceftlfi9g!!92



CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITIY
MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Flofida DeDartment of Law Enforcement
Edward Bvrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Proqram

Makj^g t a requienentthaleach emproy€eto
of lhe a6nt be g ven a copy of the slalement €qu €d by p.EgEph (a);

(d) Nolifyng lhe efrpoyee n the siateme requiredbypahgEph(a)lhalas.
condlon of emp otment underlhe grant the ehpoyee wil-

(1) Ab de by the tems or Ihe sialement and

(2) Notity lhe emp oyer in wdling ol h s or her convicron for a vio.lion of a
cdd na dtug statde occu(jig nthe wo*place no lat€rthan lve e endardays

(e) Noufyingtheagency,inwrilng wilhin l0caleidardaysanerreevingnolice
under subpacsraph (d)(2)fiom an ehp or€e oroureture E€vins actualnoli@
olsuoh conviction. Efrpoy€6 ot convicled emp or€es musl provlde nolice
ncrudidg posirontiue, b: DepannenlotJusuce offc€ ofJuslice Prcg€ns,
aTTN: ConlrolDesk,633 ndiana Avenue, N.W., Washnglon D.C. 2053r. Nolce
shJr n.rudere oerri(auo- nufbe(<)of .ac':ffe_Eds?-.

(D Tak ng one ol the to low ng acl ons wlhin 30 calend.rdat€ ol rc@vinq note
under subpaEsraph {d)(2), w h respecl10 any employ€€ wro is so coiv'cled-

(1) TakinqapprcpdatepeGonne aclonagainslsuchanempoy€e,uploand
i^cudins iem naton onsisienr with lhe rcquirements ofthe Rehabillalion Act of

(2) Req-'nqs-(henplo,e.ropatocpa.*l,r.crorly -adrud,buse
assisia^ce or @habiltallon pbg€m apprcve! lorsuch purposes by a Fed€E,
state orlocalh€aith, .wenforcement,orolherapprop aleaqency

{g) M.k n9 a good fallh enon to conlinue to m3 ntain a drus lree wo*p ace
lhroush mplemenlalionotparagraphs(a) (b).G).(d),(e),and(t.

s- r1e g6nlee may in*rl n lhe spsce prcv ded below the site{s) ror the
p.{o'fa-ce c.tro'i do e -.o -eclon*lhrhesp<fi(s'a-l

P ace ol Pedoh ance (S lreel address, city, county, state zip cod€ )

Check hee ftheE arc wolkp aces on fle thalar€ not identfied

seclon 07 6'0 oll!e regulalons
siale n.yeredlo make one cerljflcauon n each Feded nscaly€.r.
A@py of whch should b€ nc uded wlh each rpplialon for
DopadnonlolJustcetundn9. slalesaidst teaoencesmayeect

check heE llrhe state has elect€d tocomp ele oJP Fom

DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
{GRANTEES WHO ARE INDIVIOUALS)

As Equ @d by lhe Drug-Fr* wod(p ace Acl ol 1933, and
mplemenred al23 cFR Pan 67, subpad F forqEntees, as d€lned
al23 cFR Psd6Tis€.lions 67 615 a^d €7.620-

A. As a condition of the q€.r, I cenify thar I wl I not eng€ge ii nr€
unlatrful na n ulzclure, dislribulion, dlspensng possess on or use of
a contrc Led slbslance n conducting 6ny aclivily w th th€ granlrand

a, convcredolacrimina drug oftunseesulliigfrom aviola(on
occurjig during the conduct of any g€ aclivty Iwilleportlhe
co^vcuon. in writ ng wilhii 10 calendardays or lhe conv cljon, to:
Depanmenl ofJuslice, Offi@ of Justce Pro96ms, ATTN: Contrcl
Oesk, 633 Indiana Avenue. N.W., Wasfr nglon, D.C 20531

As the duly authorized repesentative of the applicant, I heeby cediry that the applicant willcomply with the above
certifcations.

The District Board of Trustees Pensacola Stale College
1000 College Blvd. Pensacola, FL 32504

1, Grantee Name and Addrcss:

Electronic Surveillance for Pensacola State Collese's Centurv Center
2- Project Name:

Edward l\,4eadows, President
3- Typed Name and Tltle ofAuthorized Representative:

u.o,*' (rtrz{'z--



CONFIDENTIAL FUNDS CERTIFICATION

Florida DeDadment of Law Enforcem€nt
Edward Byme i/lemorial Justice Assistance Grant

Certification Regarding Confidential Funds

A signed certification that the project director has read, und€rstands, and ag.ees to abid€ by the
provisions in Chapter 8 ofthe office ofJustice Programs'(OJP) FinancialGuide is required from all
projecb that involve confidential funds from oither Federal or matchlng funds. The aigned
certification musl be submitted at the time of the grant application.

{To Be comDleted by OGrG) Project Tillei
Electronic Surveillance for Pensacola State College's Century

Center

Project Number:

Name of Subgrantee: Escambia County Boafd of Commissioners

Narne of lmplementing Agency The District Board ofTrustees Psnsacola State Collegg
Address: 1000 College Boulevard, Pensacola, FL 32504

Name of lmplementing Agency Authorized Official:
Hank Shirah. Chief of Police/Director of Public Safetv

Telephone Nunberl
850-484-2500

This is to certify that I have read, understand, and agree to abide byallofthe conditions for confidential fu nds
as set forth in the effective edition of OJP'S Financial Guide for orants. r--'\ - -

,^," 6/.L _/7
Sionature. lmplementinq Aqency Authorized

Purchase of Services (P/S). This categoryincludes lravel or transportalion ofa non-fede€l officer oran
informant; the lease of an apartment, blsiness front, automobiles, aircraft or boat, or similar effects to
create or establish the appearance of affluence; and/or meals, beverages, entertainment and similar
expenses (including buy money and flash rolls, etc.) for undercover purposes, within reasonable limits.

Purchase of Evidence 1PlE). This category is for the purchase of evidence and/or contraband such as
narcotics and dangerous drugs, firearms, stolen property, counterfeit tax stamps, etc., required 10

determire the existence of a crime or to establish the identityof a participant in a crime.

Purchase ofSoecific lniormation (P/l). This category includes the paymentofmonies toan informantfor
specific information. Other informant expenses classifled under P/S may be charged accordingly.

FDLE JAG erant Applicalio, Packase C@ti d edt i a I FMds C etrifr c at i on

Rule Referen@ 11D-9.006
Page 1
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AI-2718     County Administrator's Report      14. 2.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Supplemental Budget Amendment #166 - State of Florida, Division of
Emergency Management Grant Awards

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #166 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment #166, Other
Grants and Projects Fund (110) in the amount of $205,746, to recognize proceeds from two
State of Florida Division of Emergency Management (FDEM) Grant Agreements, and to
appropriate these funds for the DCA (State of Florida Department of Community Affairs) Civil
Defense Grant activities and the Emergency Management Performance Grant activities in
Escambia County.

BACKGROUND:
Escambia county has been awarded two FDEM grants that are being appropriated with this
amendment.  Agreement #13-BG-06-01-27-01-017 is a DCA Civil Defense Grant for $105,806,
and agreement #13-FG-XX-01-27-01-084 is an Emergency Management Performance Grant for
$99,940.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment will increase Fund 110 by $205,746.

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# 166



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County Resolution Number

Supplemental Budget Amendment Resolution R2012-

  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 was awarded two grants by the State of Florida, Division of Emergency 
Management, 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, 2012:

Other Grants & Projects 110
Fund Name Fund Number

Revenue Title Fund Number Account Code Amount
DCA Civil Defense Grant 2013 110 331228 105,806                     
Emergency Mgmnt Performance 2013 110 331266 99,940                       

Total $205,746

Account Code/
Appropriations Title Fund Number/Cost Center Project Number Amount

Travel & Per Diem 110/330405 54001 5,000                         
Communications 110/330405 54101 6,000                         
Postage & Freight 110/330405 54201 300                            
Repair & Maintenance 110/330405 54601 20,000                       
Printing & Binding 110/330405 54701 10,000                       
Promotional Activities 110/330405 54801 5,000                         
Office Supplies 110/330405 55101 5,000                         
Operating Supplies 110/330405 55201 22,000                       
Books, Pubs & Subs 110/330405 55401 2,000                         
Machinery & Equipment 110/330405 56401 30,506                       

Regular Salaries 110/330409 51201 41,666                       
FICA 110/330409 52101 2,823                         
Retirement 110/330409 52201 2,046                         
Life and Health 110/330409 52301 16,480                       
Workers Compensation 110/330409 52401 32                              
Communications 110/330409 54101 2,500                         
Postage & Freight 110/330409 54201 500                            
Repair & Maintenance 110/330409 54601 12,000                       
Printing & Binding 110/330409 54701 1,500                         
Promotional Activities 110/330409 54801 5,000                         
Office Supplies 110/330409 55101 2,499                         
Operating Supplies 110/330409 55201 4,500                         
Books, Pubs & Subs 110/330409 55401 300                            
Machinery & Equipment 110/330409 56401 8,094                         

Total $205,746

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

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman
Deputy Clerk

Adopted

OMB Approved

Supplemental Budget Amendment
# 166



   

AI-2728     County Administrator's Report      14. 3.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: BA#167 - Inmate Commissary Student Funding
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Budget Amendment #167 - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget
Services Department Director

That the Board approve Budget Amendment #167, Corrections Department, Transportation
Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $6,770, reallocating funds from reserves in order to provide
additional personnel funding for a vacant student position for the Summer of 2012.  The existing
student position is paid from the Inmate Commissary and generates an offsetting revenue to
cover that operation.

BACKGROUND:
Reallocating these reserve dollars from reserves in the Inmate Commissary will allow a student
to work over the Summer of 2012. The Inmate Commissary generates enough funds to cover its
operation annually and has funding available to cover the personnel costs associated with the
vacant student position.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment increases personnel funding in the Inmate Commissary, no additional
revenues are associated with this amendment.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
There are no additional position allocations associated with this amendment.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires increases in personnel funding to be approved by the Board.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments



BA#167



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County

Budget Amendment Request
Request Number

#167
Approval Authorities

Date Rec. Date Forward Approved Disapproved
Department Director
Assistant County Administrator
County Administrator
Action by the Board

Transfer From:  Transportation Trust Fund (175)/ Road Prison- Commissary
Fund/Department

Account Title Amount
Project Number Cost Center Account Code

Reserves 290205 59801 6,770
 

    
    
    
     
    
    
    

Total $6,770

Transfer To:  Transportation Trust Fund (175)/ Road Prison- Commissary  
Fund/Department

Account Title Amount
Project Number Cost Center Account Code

Regular Salaries 290205 51201 6,400
FICA 290205 52101 370
    
   

Total $6,770

Detailed Justification:
To provide additional personnel funding for a vacant student position over the 2012 summer. This position is funded from the Road Prison 
Commissary Fund. These students often transition into full-time positions within the Corrections Department.
The former occupant of this student position is now filling a Criminal Justice Specialist 1 position.
 

 
OMB Analyst

Budget Manager Management & Budget Dept Director



   

AI-2750     County Administrator's Report      14. 4.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: SBA#168 - Insurance Reimbursements for the County Roads Division
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #168 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment #168,
Transportation Trust Fund (175) in the amount of $11,049, to recognize insurance
reimbursements for vehicle and equipment damages, and to appropriate these funds for Fleet
Maintenance activities within the Escambia County Road Division.

BACKGROUND:
Fleet Maintenance has received insurance reimbursements for damages to vehicles and
equipment. This SBA appropriates the funds back to the Fleet Operation in the Escambia
County Road Division.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment will increase Fund 175 by $11,049.

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#168



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County Resolution Number

Supplemental Budget Amendment Resolution R2012-

     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 Escambia County Road Division has received insurance reimbursements for damaged equipment
and these funds must now be recognized and be appropriated for Fleet Maintenance Operations.

     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, 2012:

Transportation Trust Fund 175
Fund Name Fund Number

Revenue Title Fund Number Account Code Amount
Insurance Proceeds 175 369008 $11,049 

Total $11,049 

Account Code/
Appropriations Title Fund Number/Cost Center Project Number Amount

Repair & Maintenance 175/210405 54601 $11,049 

Total $11,049 

     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

Deputy Clerk

Adopted

OMB Approved

Supplemental Budget Amendment 

# 168

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman



   

AI-2799     County Administrator's Report      14. 5.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: SBA#178 - Sheriff's Insurance and Off-Duty Officer Reimbursements
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Supplemental Budget Amendment #178 - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board adopt the Resolution approving Supplemental Budget Amendment #178,
General Fund (001) in the amount of $74,248, to recognize insurance and off-duty officer
reimbursements, and to appropriate these funds back into the Sheriff's Budget for law
enforcement activities in Escambia County.

BACKGROUND:
The Sheriff's Office has received insurance reimbursements for vehicle accidents and repairs as
well as off-duty officer reimbursements for work performed outside their normal duties.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
This amendment will increase Fund 001 by $74,248.

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#178



Board of County Commissioners
Escambia County Resolution Number

Supplemental Budget Amendment Resolution R2012-

  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 Escambia County Sheriff has received reimbursement proceeds from off duty officers
for related off-duty employment expenses incurred by the Sheriff's Office as well as insurance proceeds. 
These funds must now be recognized and appropriated back into the Sheriff's Budget 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, 2012

General Fund 1
Fund Name Fund Number

Revenue Title Fund Number Account Code Amount
Insurance Proceeds 1 369008 $36,199
Miscellaneous Sheriff Fees 1 369939 38,049

Total $74,248

Account Code/
Appropriations Title Fund Number/Cost Center Project Number Amount

Operating Expenditures 001/540101 59703 $74,248

Total $74,248

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

Deputy Clerk

Adopted

OMB Approved

Supplemental Budget Amendment
# 178

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman



   

AI-2779     County Administrator's Report      14. 6.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Gulf Power Contracts for Street and General Area Lighting Service Within
Amelia Place and Scenic Hills North MSBU Districts

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Approval of Gulf Power Contracts for Street and General Area
Lighting Service within Amelia Place and Scenic Hills North MSBU Districts - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning approval of Contracts for Street and General
Area Lighting Service, between Gulf Power Company and Escambia County:  

A.  Approve Contract No. 12-2098 for Amelia Place Municipal Services Benefit Unit
(MSBU) lighting and Contract No. 12-2119 for Scenic Hills North Municipal Services Benefit Unit
(MSBU) lighting, between Gulf Power Company and Escambia County.  

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Contracts and all related
documents.
 
[Funding:  Fund 177, MSBU Program Fund, Cost Centers 140906 and 140956]

BACKGROUND:
New lights were installed within two existing Street Lighting MSBU districts, Amelia Place and
Scenic Hills North.  The cost of the lights was paid up front from reserves within each MSBU's
budget instead of adding the cost into future MSBU assessments.  When new lights are paid up
front, Gulf Power requires an agreement stating that if any part of these lights has to be
replaced after the useful life period has expired, the MSBU district will be given the option of
paying up front again or putting the cost on monthly billing like the rest of the district lighting. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The Amelia Place light cost $1,025 and was paid from Fund 177, Cost Center 140906.  The
Scenic Hills North light cost $522.83 and was paid from Fund 177, Cost Center 140956. 

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney's Office has reviewed both contracts and approved them as to form and
legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:



PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires all contracts be approved by the Board for signature by the Chair.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Amelia Place Gulf Power Contract
Scenic Hills North Gulf Power Contract

















   

AI-2693     County Administrator's Report      14. 7.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Contract Award, PD 11-12.024, Design Services for Crabtree Church Road
Between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between State Road
97 and Sunshine Hill Road - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department
Director

That the Board Award a Lump Sum Contract to Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC, per the
terms and conditions of PD 11-12.024, Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between
State Road 97 and Sunshine Hill Road, in the amount of $138,810. 

[Funding:Fund 352, “LOST III”, Cost Center 210110/56301, Project #12EN1815]

BACKGROUND:
Request for Letters of Interest, PD 11-12.024, Design Services for Crabtree Church Road
between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road were publicly noticed on Monday, March 26, 2012 to
109 known firms. Responses were received from 5 firms on Tuesday, April 10, 2012.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

Fund 352 “LOST III”, Cost Center 210110/56301, Project #12EN1815.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Attorney Standard Form of Contract (Form G, Consulting Services for Stand-Alone Services) will
be used.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the Code of Ordinances of Escambia County, FL
1999, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II, Purchases and Contracts and Florida Statute 287.055,
Competitive Consultants Negotiation Act.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:



The Office of Purchasing will issue the Attorney's Standard Form of Contract Form G, Consulting
Services for Stand-Alone Services and Purchase Order.

Attachments
Contract Exhibits



Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 87 and Sunshine Hill Road  
 

Solicitation PD 11-12.024 
  

Project Scope & Fee Proposal 
 

$138,810.00 
 

Revised May 18, 2012 
 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide Design Services for the Crabtree Church Road 
between SR 87 and Sunshine Hill Road project. The project includes the widening and 
resurfacing of the roadway segment and associated drainage improvements in order to 
provide two (2) ten foot wide travel lanes with 5’ wide paved shoulders. Roadway 
drainage crossings located in the Jacks Branch Drainage Basin will be improved based on 
review, analysis, and tuning of the model included in the Basin Master Plan.   
 
The following tasks are to be completed by Bayside Consulting Group of NWF (BCG) 
and its sub-contractors in order to meet the goals set forth in the RFP: 
 
TASK 100 Data Collection & Professional Surveying Services - $39,670.00 
   
 

Upon receiving the NTP, we will order design ticket from Sunshine One 
for the project limits. We will contact each utility with facilities located 
within the right of way. Once all utility locations have been marked in the 
field, we will provide a topographic survey of the roadway corridor. Road 
rights-of way and parcel lines depicted on the topographical survey shall 
be based on the field located property corners, where such corners exist. 
Cross sectional data intervals shall not exceed 100 feet. Where possible, 
topographic data will exceed the R/W width by a minimum of 5 feet to 
ensure complete DTM coverage of the R/W. The survey will include 
details of all driveway connections, roadway connections, culverts, 
headwalls, mailboxes, underground utility markings, and other structures 
located in the right of way. The survey will be referenced to State Plane 
Coordinates, NAD 83/90, and North Florida Zone. Benchmarks will be 
referenced to NAVD 1988 Datum and spaced no further than 1000 feet 
apart. The topographical survey will meet the current Florida Minimum 
Technical Standards as set forth by the Board of Professional Surveyors 
and Mappers.  
 
.  
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TASK 200 Design Services – $74,190.00 
 
 201 Drainage Design – $14,120.00 
   

Hatch Mott McDonald (HMM) will assist BCG in the design of the 
proposed drainage improvements located in the Jacks Branch Drainage 
Basin Study. HMM will review and analyze the model provided in the 
study and provide recommendations based on their review of the model 
parameters, assumptions, and field research.  

 
 202 Construction Documents – $39,040.00 
 

BCG will provide 30%, 60%, 90%, and final plan/document submittals for 
review by the county. At each submittal, we will provide plans to all 
appropriate utility providers. At the 60% submittal, we will coordinate a 
plans in hand walk through with utility companies. The plans will be 
reproducible to 40 scale (11x17) and 20 scale (24x36) size sheets. The 
plans will be submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
permitting. Cost estimates will be provided to the county beginning at the 
60% document submittal. We will attend post construction meetings and 
coordinate with the contractor to provide all project close out and 
certification documentation as required by all appropriate agencies.  
 

 203 QAQC Review – $7,150.00 
 

Prior to the 90% and Final Document submittals to the county, BCG will 
provide the documents to HMM for 3rd party review. HMM will review 
the documents for errors and completeness.   

 
 
 204 Permitting - $13,880.00 
 

BCG will prepare applications, drawings, and required attachments for 
submittal to all appropriate permitting agencies in order to obtain the 
required permits for the project. We will pay permit fees required by ERP, 
FDEP, FDOT, USCOE, etc. 

 
TASK 300 Construction Bidding Services - $7,400.00 
 

BCG will prepare all bid documents though the bidding process and attend 
the pre-bid meeting with engineering and purchasing divisions. We will 
respond to all requests for information, issue addendums, and tabulate bid 
totals.  
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TASK 400 Optional Services - $17,550.00 
 
 401 Geotechnical  Engineering Services - $6,515.00 
 

NOVA, Engineering & Environmental, LLC will provide geotechnical 
services required to properly assess the existing pavement conditions and 
make recommendations. Roadway boring locations shall not exceed 500 
feet. Tasks will include field exploration, laboratory testing, and 
geotechnical engineering services. NOVA will provide a project 
Geotechnical Report signed and sealed by a professional engineer 
registered in the State of Florida.  

 
402  Environmental Resource Permitting - $4,050.00 

 
Wetland Sciences, Inc. will provide ERP services due to project impacts to 
Federal and State jurisdictional wetlands. In order to meet the time 
constraints associated with the project, WSI will attempt to use 
streamlined permits that both the Corps and Water Management District 
have available to authorize the proposed upgrades.  

 
403 Construction Administration & Inspections - $3,640.00 
 

BCG will attend the pre-construction conference and will be available on 
an as needed basis to address issues with design or unforeseen 
construction issues. We will monitor construction as needed in order to 
provide as-built drawings based on contractor markups and field survey 
data.  

 
404 Public Meeting - $1,030.00 
 

Following the 30% plans submittal, we will join county staff in planning 
and attending a public meeting with the local residents in order to receive 
public input.  

 
 405 Property Acquisition Assistance – $2,315.00 
 

BCG will coordinate with the county surveyor to provide legal 
descriptions and sketches for proposed parcels to be acquired by the 
county (not to exceed three (3) parcels).  
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Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF
May 18, 1012
Consulting  Services for 
Design Services for Crabtree Church Road 
PD 11-12.024
Fee Schedule

         Clerical      Engineering Tech.       Surveying Tech          Field Crew    Drill Rig Crew         Scientist       Engineer      Prof. Surveyor      Sr. Engineer Man-hoursTask Fee
Activity man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate by task
TASK 100 - Data Collection/Surveying 48 $35.00 0 $60.00 100 $60.00 165 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 16 $80.00 40 $135.00 4 $140.00 373 $39,670.00
TASK 200 - Design Services
Task 201 - Drainage Design 8 $35.00 0 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 82 $80.00 0 $135.00 52 $140.00 142 $14,120.00
Task 202 - Construction Documents 40 $35.00 242 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 142 $80.00 0 $135.00 84 $140.00 508 $39,040.00
Task 203 - QAQC Review 26 $35.00 0 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 36 $80.00 0 $135.00 24 $140.00 86 $7,150.00
Task 204 - Permitting 24 $35.00 100 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 60 $80.00 0 $135.00 16 $140.00 200 $13,880.00
TASK 300 - Construction Bidding 40 $35.00 40 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 24 $80.00 0 $135.00 12 $140.00 116 $7,400.00
TASK 400 - Optional Services 
Task 401 - Geotechnical Engineering 5 $35.00 6 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 12 $195.00 0 $80.00 21 $80.00 0 $135.00 14 $140.00 58 $6,515.00
Task 402 - Environmental Resource Permitting 6 $35.00 0 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 48 $80.00 0 $80.00 0 $135.00 0 $140.00 54 $4,050.00
Task 403 - Construction Administration 8 $35.00 16 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 16 $80.00 0 $135.00 8 $140.00 48 $3,640.00
Task 404 - Public Meeting 2 $35.00 4 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 2 $80.00 0 $135.00 4 $140.00 12 $1,030.00
Task 405 - Property Acquisition Assistance 4 $35.00 0 $60.00 16 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 0 $80.00 9 $135.00 0 $140.00 29 $2,315.00

TOTALS 211 408 116 165 12 48 399 49 218 1626 $138,810.00

Exhibit "A" & "C"



Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

 
Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road  

 
Solicitation PD 11-12.024 

  
Project Scope & Fee Proposal 

 
Alternate 1 

SR 97 & Crabtree Church Road Intersection Re-alignment 
$60,460.00 

 
Revised May 18, 2012 

 
 
The project includes the re-alignment of the intersection to meet safety concerns and 
FDOT minimum access spacing guidelines.    
 
The following tasks are to be completed by Bayside Consulting Group of NWF (BCG) 
and its sub-contractors in order to meet the goals set forth in the RFP: 
 
TASK 100 Data Collection & Professional Surveying Services - $6,360.00 
   
 

Upon receiving the NTP, a design ticket will be obtained from Sunshine 
One for the project limits. We will contact each utility with facilities 
located within the right of way. Once all utility locations have been 
marked in the field, we will provide a topographic survey of the proposed 
roadway corridor and existing R/W a minimum of 660 feet each direction 
from the proposed centerline intersection. Road rights-of way and parcel 
lines depicted on the topographical survey shall be based on the field 
located property corners, where such corners exist. Cross sectional data 
intervals shall not exceed 100 feet. Where possible, topographic data will 
exceed the R/W width by a minimum of 5 feet to ensure complete DTM 
coverage of the R/W. The survey will include details of all driveway 
connections, roadway connections, culverts, headwalls, mailboxes, 
underground utility markings, and other structures located in the right of 
way. The survey will be referenced to State Plane Coordinates, NAD 
83/90, and North Florida Zone. Benchmarks will be referenced to NAVD 
1988 Datum and spaced no further than 1000 feet apart. The topographical 
survey will meet the current Florida Minimum Technical Standards as set 
forth by the Board of Professional Surveyors and Mappers.  
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TASK 200 Design Services – $41,570.00 
 

201 Drainage Design – $9,560.00 
   

Hatch Mott McDonald (HMM) will assist BCG in the design of the 
proposed drainage improvements as it relates to the Jacks Branch 
Drainage Basin Study. HMM will review and analyze the model provided 
in the study and provide recommendations based on their review of the 
model parameters, assumptions, and field research.  
  

 202 Construction Documents – $24,400.00 
 

BCG will provide 30%, 60%, 90%, and final plan/document submittals for 
review by the county. At each submittal, we will provide plans to all 
appropriate utility providers. At the 60% submittal, we will coordinate a 
plans in hand walk through with utility companies. The plans will be 
reproducible to 40 scale (11x17) and 20 scale (24x36) size sheets. The 
plans will be submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
permitting. Cost estimates will be provided to the county beginning at the 
60% document submittal. We will attend post construction meetings and 
provide all project close out and certification documentation as required 
by all appropriate agencies. 

 
 203 QAQC Review – $2,350.00 
 

Prior to the 30%, 60%, 90% and Final Document submittals to the county, 
BCG will provide the documents to HMM for 3rd party review. HMM will 
review the documents for errors and completeness.   

 
204 Permitting - $5,260.00 

 
BCG will prepare applications, drawings, and required attachments for 
submittal to all appropriate permitting agencies in order to obtain the 
required permits for the project.   

 
TASK 300 Construction Bidding Services - $4,560.00 
 

BCG will prepare all bid documents though the bidding process and attend 
the pre-bid meeting with engineering and purchasing divisions. We will 
respond to all requests for information, issue addendums, and tabulate bid 
totals.  
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TASK 400 Optional Services - $7,970.00 
 
 401 Geotechnical  Engineering Services - $3,910.00 
 

NOVA, Engineering & Environmental, LLC will provide geotechnical 
services required to properly assess the existing soil conditions along the 
proposed alignment and make design/construction recommendations. 
Roadway boring locations shall not exceed 500 feet. Tasks will include 
field exploration, laboratory testing, and geotechnical engineering 
services. NOVA will provide a project Geotechnical Report signed and 
sealed by a professional engineer registered in the State of Florida.  

 
            402 Traffic Engineering Services - $2,000.00 
 

Engineering & Planning Resources, PC will provide traffic count data and 
analysis of existing traffic conditions. 

 
403 Construction Administration & Inspections - $2,060.00 
 

BCG will attend the pre-construction conference and will be available on 
an as needed basis to address issues with design or unforeseen 
construction issues. We will monitor construction as needed in order to 
provide as-built drawings based on contractor markups and field survey 
data.  

 
Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF
18-May-12

Consulting  Services for 
Alternate 1 - CR97 & Crabtree Church Road Intersection Re-alignment
Design Services for Crabtree Church Road 
PD 11-12.024
Fee Schedule

         Clerical      Engineering Tech.       Surveying Tech         Field Crew    Drill Rig Crew         Scientist       Engineer      Prof. Surveyor      Sr. Engineer Man-hoursTask Fee
Activity man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate man-hours rate by task
TASK 100 - Data Collection/Surveying 12 $35.00 4 $60.00 16 $60.00 24 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 4 $80.00 4 $135.00 2 $140.00 66 $6,360.00
TASK 200 - Design Services
Task 201 - Drainage Design 40 $35.00 0 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 46 $80.00 0 $135.00 32 $140.00 118 $9,560.00
Task 202 - Construction Documents 80 $35.00 160 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 80 $80.00 0 $135.00 40 $140.00 360 $24,400.00
Task 203 - QAQC Review 2 $35.00 0 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 18 $80.00 0 $135.00 6 $140.00 26 $2,350.00
Task 204 - Permitting 4 $35.00 40 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 20 $80.00 0 $135.00 8 $140.00 72 $5,260.00
TASK 300 - Construction Bidding 8 $35.00 36 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 16 $80.00 0 $135.00 6 $140.00 66 $4,560.00
TASK 400 - Optional Services
Task 401- Geotechnical Engineering 2 $35.00 8 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 8 $195.00 0 $80.00 12 $80.00 0 $135.00 6 $140.00 36 $3,910.00
Task 402 - Traffic Engineering Services $2,000.00
Task 403 - Construction Administration 4 $35.00 8 $60.00 0 $60.00 0 $150.00 0 $195.00 0 $80.00 4 $80.00 0 $135.00 8 $140.00 24 $2,060.00

TOTALS 152 256 16 24 8 0 200 4 108 768 $60,460.00
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1829 Bainbridge Ave.       ●   Pensacola, Florida 32507  ● Telephone: (850) 453-4700  ●  Facsimile: (850) 453-1010 

May 7, 2012 
 
Mr. Thomas G. Hammond Jr., P.E. 
Hammond Engineering, Inc. 
3802 North “S” Street 
Pensacola, Fl 32505 
 
Re:  Crabtree Church Road Improvements 
  Scope of Services and Proposal  
  WSI Reference #2012‐111 
 
Dear Mr. Hammond, 
 
As requested, the following is our proposed scope of services and estimated costs necessary to secure the required 
wetland resource permits for the Jernigan Road safety upgrade project located in Escambia County, Florida.   This 
proposal includes a review of furnished project information, presents our proposed scope of services, and contains 
deliverables and fee information.   
 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Activities to be performed for the Scope of Work are broken into two tasks to include fieldwork, preparation of 
Joint Application for Works in the Waters of Florida and agency negotiations, as described above. 
 
TASK 1 – FIELD WORK 
 

1. A jurisdictional determination of all wetlands regulated under 33 CFR 320‐330 (US Army Corps of Engineers in 
accordance with the Corps of Engineers 1987 wetland delineation manual) and Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection under 62‐340 F.A.C.  This effort will involve members of our staff to first conduct a 
non‐binding jurisdictional determination in which WSI staff will identify all wetland resources and provide a 
written narrative describing our findings.  In addition, Wetland Sciences, Inc. will locate the jurisdictional lines 
using a Differentially Corrected Global Positioning System (DGPS), which is typically 1‐3 meter accurate.  This 
data can be overlain onto aerial photographs, imported electronically into an AutoCAD drawing of the 
property survey, or used to generate an AutoCAD drawing with the parcel’s boundaries approximated which 
will be attached to the report.  This will assist survey crews in the location of the delineated boundary lines.  

2. Review land uses and vegetation types, as well as those citing habitat preferences for rare, threatened 
and species of special concern, and identify any specific areas within the project area that could possibly 
support listed species.  The study will be based on a Land Use, Cover and Forms Classification System 
(FLUCFCS) and will focus on habitats that could potentially support state or federally listed species or 
species of special concern. Surveys will be based on visual and audible detection methodologies as 
outlined within the FGFWFC manual entitled, Wildlife Methodology Guidelines for Section 18.D of the 
Application for Development Approval, 1988. 

 
TASK 2 – APPLICATION PREPARATION AND AGENCY NEGOTITIONS 
 
Wetland Sciences, Inc. will prepare and submit to appropriate regulatory agencies necessary applications for both 
State and Federal wetland resource permits.  The following is a brief summary of our proposed action plan: 
 
State of Florida 
 
The activity should qualify under the General Permit to Counties and Municipalities for Minor Activities Within 
Existing Rights‐of‐Way or Easements, 62‐341.4478 Florida Administrative Code.  Wetland Sciences, Inc. will prepare 
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a notice of intent to use the noticed general permit by submitting and completing Form 62‐346.900(2), “Notice of 
Intent to Conduct a Noticed General Permit in Northwest Florida”.   The Northwest Florida Water Management 
District will have regulatory purview.   
 
Federal 
 
The activity should qualify under the Nationwide Permit #14 Program.  This program authorizes activities required 
for the construction, expansion, modification, or improvement of linear transportation projects (e.g. roads, 
highways, railways, trails, airport runways, and taxiways) in waters of the United States.  The Department of the 
Army Corps of Engineers will have regulatory purview.   
 
Both the State noticed general permit and Federal nationwide permit program authorize the discharge of up to ½ 
acre of non‐tidal regulated wetlands.  Impacts greater than ½ acre will required an individual permit.  The exact 
form of authorization will be determined during the design process.   

 
ESTIMATED FEES 

 
The estimated costs to complete the services outlined above are presented in the following table.   This does not 
include the permit fee that will be required by DEP.   
  

    Meeting  Field  Reporting Total        Billing     
Professional Personnel Hours Hours Hours Hours Salary Overhead Profit Rate Total 
Sr. 
Scientist   6 8 12 26 $40.00 120.00% 10.00% $96.80 $2,516.80
Staff Scientist   8 4 12 $33.00 120.00% 10.00% $79.86 $958.32 
Environmental 
Specialist     5 5 $25.00 120.00% 10.00% $60.50 $302.50 
Project Assistant, 
Clerical     5 5 $16.00 120.00% 10.00% $38.72 $193.60 
                      
    6 16 26 48 Total Fees       $3,971.22
           
          Markup           
Expenses   Number Rate Cost Percent Cost       Total 
Copying   100 $0.10 $10.00 10.00% $1.00       $11.00 
Shipping   1 $25.00 $25.00 10.00% $2.50       $27.50 
Travel   42 $0.51 $21.21 0.00% $0.00       $21.21 

            
Total 

Expenses     $59.71
           

      
Total this 

task:  $4,030.93
 
We are looking forward to working with you on this project.  If you have questions regarding this proposal, please 
do not hesitate to call. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Keith D. Johnson 
Environmental Scientist 
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136 Industrial Drive 
Pensacola, Florida 32505 

850.607.7782 / Fax – 850.249.6683 
www.usanova.com 

 

 
Offering services nationwide: 

Environmental Consulting  –  Geotechnical Engineering  –  Construction Materials Testing and Inspection Services 
Code Compliance  –  Municipal Support/Outsourcing  –  Private Provider Services™ 

 

 
May 9, 2012 
 
Mr. Tom Hammond, P.E. 
BAYSIDE CONSULTING GROUP OF NWF, LLC 
3802 North ‘S’ Street 
Pensacola, Florida 324505 
 
Subject: Proposal to Perform an Existing Pavement Evaluation 
 Crabtree Church Road, from C.R. 97 to Sunshine Hill Road 
 Escambia County, Florida 
 Solicitation No. PD 11-12.024 
 NOVA Proposal Number 08302-G 
    
Dear Mr. Hammond, 
 
NOVA Engineering and Environmental, LLC (NOVA) appreciates the opportunity to submit this 
proposal to conduct the requested existing pavement condition survey for Crabtree Church Road in 
Escambia County, Florida.  This proposal contains our understanding of the project, our approach to the 
exploration, and our fee estimate and schedule. 
 

SITE AND PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
Our understanding of the proposed development is based on: 
 

• Recent conversations and email exchanges with the client; 
• Review of the project bid documents prepared by Escambia County; and 
• Review of aerial photography via internet based GIS software, and review of readily available 

USGS Soil Survey data, also obtained from the internet. 
 

We understand that you desire a pavement condition survey to be performed on the existing Crabtree 
Church Road roadway alignment extending from County Road 97 west approximately 2.5 miles to 
Sunshine Hill Road.  We understand that milling and overlaying of the existing asphaltic concrete 
pavement section is desired for this project, where feasible once the pavement condition evaluation has 
been completed.  The roadway alignment will also be widened to accommodate 10 to 12 foot drive lanes 
with 1 foot shoulders, for the entire length of the project. 
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Please note; this exploration is limited to an existing pavement evaluation of Crabtree Church Road 
along the alignment noted above; hence, additional information regarding overall project development 
is not relevant. 

 
PROPOSED SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 
Our proposed scope of services is designed to evaluate select portions of the Crabtree Church Road 
alignment to assess the subsurface conditions as they pertain to the presence of organic materials, loose or 
otherwise unsuitable soils, and groundwater.  We anticipate that pavement cores and subsequent auger data 
will be sufficient to perform the required roadway borings.  All drilling, sampling and testing on this project 
will be conducted in general accordance with ASTM procedures or other applicable standards and practices.  
We will not perform additional services without your prior approval.  
 
• Proposed Field Exploration 
 
Based on our experience, we recommend that the field services necessary to perform the existing 
pavement condition survey consist of the following: 
 

- Performing twenty (20) pavement cores, with 5-foot hand auger borings to be performed 
subsequent to the coring.  Fourteen (14) of the cores will be located on approximate 1,000-foot 
centers between core locations, and the remaining six (6) cores will be located in specific areas 
where poor or questionable pavement conditions are observed.  The core locations will be 
patched with quick-setting grout or cold-patch asphalt upon completion of each boring; 
 

- Performing thirteen (13) additional 5-foot deep auger borings on alternate shoulders of the 
existing roadway.  These borings, when coupled with the borings proposed above to be 
performed under the core locations, will equate to an approximate spacing of 500 feet between 
borings along the length of this project.  Bulk samples of the pre-dominant near-surface soil 
strata encountered in these borings will be obtained for Limerock Bearing Ratio (LBR) testing 
(we have estimated needing to perform 3 LBR tests). 
 

- Obtaining digital photographs of the existing pavement sections present throughout the subject 
Crabtree Church Road alignment, to be included in the final report as supporting 
documentation of pavement conditions that will be discussed in the body of the report; and 
 

- Measuring thicknesses of both the asphaltic concrete and underlying base materials. 
 
Upon completion of the borings, the depth to groundwater will be measured. If practicable, the stabilized 
groundwater depths will be measured 24-hours after completion of the borings.  Soil cuttings from the 
drilling process will be used for backfilling of the boreholes.   
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• Laboratory Testing 
 
Our proposed laboratory-testing program will include visual classification of the soil samples collected 
during the drilling process in accordance with the AASHTO classification system.  Laboratory testing 
may also include limited classification tests (grain-size analyses, Atterberg limits and natural moisture 
content determination) of representative soils, if deemed necessary.  LBR tests will be performed on 
subgrade material gathered from three (3) locations along the subject roadway alignment. 
 
In accordance with the attached General Terms and Conditions, soil samples will be disposed of 30-days 
after submittal of the final report, unless requested otherwise by the client.  
 
• Evaluation and Report 
 
A geotechnical engineer, registered in the State of Florida, will direct the geotechnical exploration and 
will provide a final report detailing our findings, and rendering opinions as necessary regarding the 
condition of the existing asphaltic concrete pavement section as it will apply to the proposed 
improvements to Crabtree Church Road. 

 
NOVA will inform you of any obvious odors or materials seen during completion of our study.  However, 
the assessment of site environmental conditions, the detection of pollutants in the soil, rock or groundwater, 
or laboratory-testing of samples, wetlands evaluation, or a site-specific seismic study are beyond the scope 
of this exploration.  However, if requested, NOVA can also provide these services. 
 

SITE UTILITIES 
 
Prior to beginning field activities, NOVA will contact the underground locator service.  They require 72 
hours notice to mark utilities along roadway right of ways adjacent to the site.  Beyond normal due-
diligence and working with the owner's personnel, we cannot be responsible for encountering utilities. 
 
Please note that NOVA has assumed that any permits for access, land and/or wetlands disturbance, tree 
cutting, etc. will be obtained by the CLIENT prior to our mobilization on site.  Additionally, boreholes 
will be backfilled after completion with soil cuttings from the drilling process (and capped as noted above 
with quick-setting grout or cold-patch asphalt for the coring locations), and some future subsidence of the 
boreholes should be anticipated.  No site restoration is planned and no monies have been budgeted for 
such.  If NOVA is responsible for site clearing to access specific boring locations, any aforementioned 
permits, fees, site restoration, etc. are assumed to be our Client’s responsibility unless we are specifically 
made aware of such at the time of authorization, which will result in adjustments in our budget and 
schedule. 
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COMPENSATION 
 
The fee for our proposed scope of services will be as noted below:  
 
♦♦  Geotechnical Services: Complete 33 STBs with 20 pavement cores (up 

to 165 LF of drilling), Site cleanup (i.e. backfilling of boreholes with 
soil cuttings and patching the roadway cores), Laboratory analysis,  
Engineering evaluation and Reporting ......................................................................... $ 6,500 Lump Sum 
 

The noted cost includes the electronic submittal of the written report to our client, or to other parties 
specified by you.  If requested, we will submit up to two “hard copies” of the report to you as well.  Final 
costs will be based on the actual completed scope of work (if adjustments are required) and the NOVA 
geotechnical unit rate schedule.  We will not exceed the authorized budget without prior approval. 
 

SCHEDULE AND AUTHORIZATION 
 
Based upon our current schedule, we can begin work on the project immediately after receiving written 
authorization to proceed.  Our field team can likely mobilize to the site within a few days of the utility 
locates being completed.  We anticipate that fieldwork will take approximately 3 days to complete.  We 
will provide verbal findings as the field data is gathered and evaluated.  The final report will be submitted 
within 2 weeks of completion of the field work.  If the report is needed sooner, NOVA will make every 
reasonable effort to accommodate your schedule. 
 
To formalize the agreement between us, please execute a copy of the attached Professional Services 
Agreement and return it to us.  The attached NOVA General Terms and Conditions will govern the work 
described in this proposal.  Please note that the final report cannot be issued without formal, written 
authorization. 
 
Again, we thank you for the opportunity to submit this proposal and look forward to working with you.  In 
the meantime, please contact us if you have any questions or if we may be of further service. 
 
Sincerely, 
NOVA ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC 
 
 
  
William M. Cantrell, Sr.  William L. Lawrence, P.E. 
Principal  Project Engineer 
 
 
Attachments: NOVA’s Commitment to Quality  
  Professional Services Agreement 
  Schedule of Fees – Geotechnical Services 
  General Terms & Conditions 
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NOVA’S COMMITMENT TO QUALITY 
 

Your local NOVA TEAM members are industry leaders and set the standard for qualified and 
certified personnel.  Our Principals, Professional Engineers, Environmental Scientists, Project 
Managers, Engineer Interns, Special Inspectors, Threshold Inspector Representatives, 
Engineering Aides and Engineering Technicians are multi-certified by the following entities 
and/or agencies. 
 

 Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation 
 International Code Council (FKA International Conference of Building Officials) 
 National Institute for Certification in Engineering Technologies 
 Florida Department of Transportation – Construction Training Qualification Program 
 American Welding Society & American Society for Nondestructive Testing 
 Campbell Pacific Nuclear Corporation International 
 National Concrete Masonry Association 
 American Concrete Institute 
 Precast Concrete Institute 
 Post-Tensioning Institute 

 
In addition to our local staff’s impressive qualifications and certifications, NOVA’s Laboratory 
meets the requirements of ASTM’s C1077, D3666 and E329.  Our laboratory is assessed by 
AMRL, CCRL, accredited by AASHTO and FDOT Prequalified.  Evidence of our current 
AASHTO Scope of Accreditation is shown below. 
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Professional Services Agreement 

Date: May 9, 2012  Proposal Number: 08302-G 

PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS:  CLIENT NAME AND ADDRESS: 
 
CRABTREE CHURCH ROAD, FROM C.R. 
97 TO SUNSHINE HILL ROAD 

 BAYSIDE CONSULTING GROUP OF NWF, LLC

SOLICITATION NO. PD 11-12.024  3802 North ‘S’ Street 
Pensacola, Florida 32505 
Attn:  Mr. Tom Hammond, P.E. Escambia County, Florida  

  Email:  tom@selanddesign.com  
  Phone: 850-434-2603 
  Fax: 850-434-2650 
 

Geotechnical Services (reference Scope of Work included herein) 

 
Geotechnical Services – Lump Sum ............................................................ $ 6,500 
Geotechnical Services – Add Alternates ........................................................... N/A                 

Note:  The costs for additional, requested and/or authorized services will be invoiced in 
accordance with the attached Geotechnical Services Schedule of Fees. 

All work provided by NOVA will be governed by the attached General Terms and Conditions.  
NOVA will invoice monthly and our payment terms are net 30 days.  This proposal is valid for 90 
days.   

If this proposal is acceptable, please sign and return this professional service agreement and 
attached proposal via wcantrell@usanova.com or fax to (850) 249-6683.   

AUTHORIZED BY:  INVOICE TO: 
 
Signature Firm 

 
Name Name 

Title 
Address 

 

Federal Tax ID  
Date 

 

Accepted 
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SSCCHHEEDDUULLEE  OOFF  FFEEEESS  ––  GGEEOOTTEECCHHNNIICCAALL  SSEERRVVIICCEESS  
  

 
ENGINEERING SERVICES For engineering & QC services including site visits, engineering analysis, project 

management, project meetings, report preparation, consultations etc. 
 
 Senior Geotechnical Aide     per hour $ 70.00 
 Staff Engineer       per hour $ 85.00 
 Project Engineer, P.E.      per hour $ 95.00 
 Senior Engineer, P.E.      per hour $ 120.00 
 Chief Engineer, P.E.      per hour $ 145.00 
 Principal Materials Consultant     per hour $ 150.00 
 
DRILLING SERVICES Drilling services including costs for mobilization and fieldwork will be quoted upon request. 
 
 Mobilization       lump sum $ 500.00 
 Soil Test borings (n50 bpf)     per foot  $ 12.00  
 Borings deeper than 50 feet will have a $1.00 per foot surcharge 
 Casing (where required) less than 50 feet   per foot  $ 7.00
 Undisturbed Sampling      each  $ 150.00 
 Extra Split-spoon samples     each  $ 35.00 
 Difficult Moving or Standby     per hour $ 155.00 
 Clearing:  light clearing performed by drill crew   per hour $ 155.00 
 
LABORATORY: For laboratory testing of selected soil samples. 
 
 Atterberg Limits Testing     per test  $ 65.00 
 Natural Moisture Content     per test  $ 15.00 
 Standard Proctor      per test  $ 130.00 
 Modified Proctor      per test  $ 145.00 
 Limerock Bearing Ratio (LBR) Test    per test  $ 425.00 
 Grain Size Analysis      per test  $ 75.00 
 Percent Fine than No. 200 sieve     per test  $ 55.00 
 Consolidation Testing      per test  $ 425.00 
 Triaxial Shear Testing 3 point CU    per test  $ 950.00 
  
OTHER For other job-related expenses. 
 
 Clerical/Drafting      per hour $ 50.00 
 Vehicle Trip Charge      per mile $ 0.55 
 Misc. Direct  Expenses/Supplies         Cost plus 20% 
 
 
Notes: 

1. Overtime rates (1.5 times the regular rate) will be applied to hours worked outside normal 7:00 am to 
5:00 pm business hours, Saturday, Sunday, and holidays. 

2. Personnel time expended will be invoiced in ½ hour increments. 
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NOVA ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC 
GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 
1.  SCOPE OF WORK. NOVA Engineering & Environmental, LLC (the “Company”) shall perform the services defined in this Agreement and shall 
invoice the Client in accordance with the compensation section of this Agreement.  Any estimate of cost to the Client as stated in this Agreement or any 
of the accompanying schedules shall not be considered as a fixed price, but only an estimate (unless otherwise specifically stated in this Agreement).  
The Company will provide additional services under this Agreement as requested by the Client in writing subject to acceptance by the Company.  Client 
will be invoiced for additional services at the Company’s standard rates or as mutually agreed upon, including but not limited to, re-reviews, re-
inspections, re-tests, stand-by time, scope changes, services outside normal business hours or services provided beyond the estimated project duration.  
To the extent these General Terms and Conditions are part of a proposal for services, the proposal shall be valid for ninety (90) days unless otherwise 
stated.  Once a proposal is accepted, these General Terms and Conditions shall apply to all services performed and shall survive any termination of the 
Agreement or completion of services. 
 
2.  RIGHT OF ENTRY. The Client will provide for right of entry of the Company personnel and all necessary equipment to the project site or sites, in 
order to complete the work. 
 
3.  INVOICES. The Company will submit invoices to Client monthly and a final bill upon completion of services.  There shall be no retainage, unless 
otherwise agreed upon in the Agreement.  The Company shall furnish insurance certificates, lien waivers, affidavits or other available documents as and 
when requested by Client provided all amounts due to the Company have been paid. Payment is due within thirty (30) days after the receipt of invoice.  
Interest charges will start to accrue forty-five (45) days from the invoice date.  Client agrees to pay an interest charge equal to the lesser of one and one-
half percent (1½%) per month, or the maximum rate allowed by law, on past due accounts.  Any attorney’s fees, collection fees or other costs incurred in 
collecting any delinquent amount shall be paid by Client.  The Client agrees to pay the Company for its services in accordance with the above 
Agreement, regardless of whether or not he has been paid by his client. 
 
4.  SAFETY. The Company is only responsible for the safety on site of its own employees and subcontractors.  However, this shall not be construed to 
relieve the Client or any of its contractors from their responsibilities for maintaining a safe jobsite.  Neither the professional activities of the Company, nor 
the presence of the Company’s employees and subcontractors shall be construed to imply the Company has any responsibility for job safety or any 
activities on site performed by personnel other than the Company’s employees or subcontractor. 
 
5.  STANDARD OF CARE. Service performed by the Company under this Agreement will be conducted in a manner consistent with that level of care 
and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the profession currently practicing under similar conditions in the location where the services are to be 
performed.  No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made, including without limitation, any warranty of fitness for a particular purpose. 
 
6. INSURANCE & GENERAL LIABILITY. The Company represents and warrants that it and its agents, staff and consultants employed by it are 
protected by worker’s compensation insurance and that the Company has such coverage under public liability and property damage insurance policies 
which the Company deems to be adequate and in line with other professional service firms currently practicing under similar conditions.  Certificates for 
all such policies of insurance shall be provided to Client upon request in writing.  Additional insurance, if requested in writing by Client prior to 
commencement of services, will be obtained by the Company, if procurable, and charged to the Client.   
 
7.  DISPUTES. All claims, disputes, controversies or matters in question arising out of, or relating to, this Agreement or any breach thereof, including but 
not limited to disputes arising out of alleged design defects, breaches of contract, errors, omissions, or acts of professional negligence, (collectively 
“Disputes”) shall be submitted to non-binding mediation before and as a condition precedent to pursuing any other remedy.  Upon written request by 
either party to this Agreement for mediation of any dispute, Client and the Company shall select a neutral mediator by mutual agreement.  If a Dispute 
cannot be settled through mediation as set forth above, then such Dispute, if involving amounts less than $100,000, shall be decided by binding 
arbitration in accordance with the Construction Industry Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association then in effect, or any other appropriate 
rules upon which the parties may agree following termination of mediation.  Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Section, in no event shall a 
demand for mediation be made, or any other proceeding initiated, more than two (2) years from the date the party making demand knew or should have 
known of the dispute or five (5) years from the date of substantial completion of Nova’s Services, whichever date shall occur earlier.  All mediation or 
arbitration shall take place in Broward County, Florida, unless the parties agree otherwise.  The fees of the mediator or arbitrator(s) and the costs of 
transcription and other costs incurred by the mediator or arbitrator(s) shall be apportioned equally between the parties.  Thereafter, with respect to any 
Disputes involving amounts equal to or greater than $100,000, if any legal action or other proceeding is brought with respect to such Dispute, the 
successful or prevailing party or parties shall be entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees, costs and expenses, incurred in that action or proceeding, 
in addition to any other relief to which such party or parties may be entitled. 
 
8.  DELAYS IN WORK. In no event, will the Company will be responsible for delays in the work which is beyond our reasonable control or caused by 
Client or its agents, consultants, contractors or subcontractors.  Stand-by or non-productive time for delays in our work caused by Client or its agents, 
consultants, contractors or subcontractors may be charged to the Client unless provided for as a separate item in the Agreement or otherwise as 
mutually agreed upon. 
 
9.  TERMINATION. This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days written notice in the event of substantial failure by the other 
party to perform in accordance with the terms of the Agreement.  Such termination shall not be effective if that substantial failure has been remedied 
before expiration of the period specified in the written notice.  In all events of termination, the Company shall be paid for services performed up to and 
through the date of termination plus reasonable expenses to demobilize.  In the event of termination, or suspension for more than three (3) months, prior 
to completion of all reports contemplated by this Agreement, the Company may complete such analyses and records as are necessary to complete its 
files and may also complete a report on the services performed to date of notice of termination or suspension.  The expenses of termination or 
suspension shall include all direct costs of the Company in completing such analyses, records, and reports and shall be due and payable by Client 
promptly upon invoice from the Company. 
 
10.  ASSIGNS. This Agreement may not be assigned by either party without the prior written consent of the other party, provided, however, that the 
Company may assign this Agreement in the case of sale of all or substantially all of its assets or equity.  To the extent consent is required, it shall not be 
unreasonably withheld. 
 
11.  OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS. All reports, boring logs, field data, field notes, laboratory test data, calculations, estimates and other documents 
prepared by the Company,  as instruments of service, shall remain the property of the Company.  Client agrees that all reports and other work furnished 
to the Client or his agents, which are not paid for, will be returned upon demand and will not be used by the Client for any purpose whatsoever.  The 
Company will retain all pertinent records relating to the services performed for a period of three (3) years following submission of the report, during which 
period the records will be made available to the Client at all reasonable times and a administrative fee may be charged to the Client for retrieval and 
reproduction of such records. 
 

Exhibit "A" & "C"



12.  FAILURE TO FOLLOW RECOMMENDATIONS. The Company will not be held liable for problems that may occur if the Company’s 
recommendations are not followed.  
 
13.  LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. Client agrees that the work created pursuant to this Agreement is for the sole and exclusive use of Client and is not for 
the benefit of any third parties.  Client acknowledges and agrees that in no event shall the liability of the Company in connection with this Agreement or 
the services provided pursuant thereto exceed the fee actually paid to and received by the Company under this Agreement. This Agreement and the 
services to be performed hereunder shall in no way be construed as a guarantee of deficient-free construction.    
 
14.  INDEMNIFICATION BY CLIENT. Client shall indemnify and hold harmless the Company, the Company’s affiliates, subsidiaries and clients, and all 
of their respective directors, officers, employees, managers, members, shareholders and representatives (collectively, the “Indemnitees”) from and 
against all damages, liabilities, losses, damages, costs and expenses (including without limitation, reasonable attorneys fees and costs) (collectively, 
“Losses”), which any and all such Indemnitees hereafter may suffer or incur in connection with any claim, action, proceeding, or right of action (at law or 
in equity) (individually and collectively, a “Claim”) because of or arising from the acts, omissions, negligence, gross negligence or willful misconduct on 
the part of Client, or any of the Client’s contractors, subcontractors, sub-subcontractors, materialmen, or agents of any tier or their respective employees 
(collectively, the “Client Parties”).  Recognizing that it may be difficult to allocate total responsibility for a particular act or omission by a Client Party from 
the work and services being performed by the Company, if any such Losses are caused in whole or in part by any act, omission, or default by the 
Indemnitees, then the aggregate amount of the Client’s (and Client Parties’) liability for such Losses shall not exceed the greater of $250,000 or twelve 
times the amount of fees charged by the Company for its services under this Agreement (the “Shared Fault Limitation”).  The parties agree that the 
Shared Fault Limitation bears a reasonable commercial relationship to the services provided by the Company and that the indemnification provided 
herein is considered a part of the project specifications.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, in no event shall any Client Party have any duty of 
indemnification hereunder for Losses resulting from the gross negligence, or willful, wanton or intentional misconduct, of the Company or its officers, 
directors, agents or employees.  Except as set forth in the preceding sentence, the Company Parties rights to indemnification shall include, without 
limitation, indemnification for any and all Losses which may be suffered by any the Company Party as a result of any (i) failure of Client to follow or 
implement any of its recommendations, (ii) any breach by Client of its obligations under the Agreement, and (iii) exposure of the Company’s employees 
or agents to any hazardous materials at the jobsite.  
 
15. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. It is acknowledged by both parties that the Company’s scope of services does not include any services related to 
asbestos or hazardous or toxic materials unless specifically identified in our scope of services.  In the event the Company or any other party encounters 
asbestos or hazardous materials at the jobsite, or should it become known in any adjacent areas that may affect the performance of the Company’s 
services, the Company may, without liability for consequential or any other damages, suspend performance of services on the project until the Client 
retains appropriate specialist consultants or contractors to identify, abate and/or remove the asbestos, hazardous or toxic materials and warrant that the 
jobsite is in full compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 
 
16.  SAMPLE DISPOSAL. Unless other arrangements are made, the Company will dispose of all samples remaining at the time of report completion.  
Further storage or transfer of samples can be arranged at Client’s prior written request, subject to a reasonable charge by the Company.  In addition, 
Client acknowledges that contaminated drill cuttings, sample spoils, wash water, and other materials may be produced as a result of encountering 
hazardous materials at the site. In such event, the Company shall properly contain, label, and store such materials on-site, and Client shall be 
responsible for its proper transportation and disposal.   
 
17.  AQUIFER CONTAMINATION. Client acknowledges that it is impossible for the Company to know the exact composition of a site’s subsurface, even 
after conducting a comprehensive exploratory program.  As a result, there is a risk that drilling and sampling may result in contamination of certain 
subsurface areas.  Although the Company will take reasonable precautions to avoid such an occurrence, Client waives any claim against, and (without 
limiting the generality of Section 14 hereof) agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Company from any claim or liability for injury or loss which may 
arise as a result of subsurface contamination caused by drilling, sampling, or monitoring well installation.  Client also agrees to adequately compensate 
the Company for any time spent and expenses incurred in defense of any such claim. 
 
18. DEFINITIONS. As used herein, the following words and their derivative words or phrases have the meanings indicated, unless otherwise specified in 
the various sections of this Agreement: 

AGREEMENT: means the Agreement between the parties, which shall describe and govern Client’s engagement of the Company to provide 
services in connection with the project or work identified in the proposal (Proposal), and consists of the Proposal, these General Terms and Conditions, 
and any exhibits or attachments referenced in any of these documents. 

CERTIFY, CERTIFICATION: the Company’s opinion based on its observation of conditions, knowledge, information and beliefs.  It is 
expressly understood such opinions relieve no other party of any responsibility or obligation he or she has accepted by contract or custom. 

ESTIMATE: An opinion of probable cost for services made by the Company.  The accuracy of probable cost for services opinion cannot be 
guaranteed. 

INSPECT, INSPECTION: The visual observation of certain aspects of construction to permit the Company to render its professional opinion as 
to whether the contractor is performing the Work in a manner indicating that, when completed, the Work will be in general accordance with the approved 
documents.  Such observations do not relieve any party from fulfillment of their customary and contractual responsibilities and obligations. 
 
19. LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY PROTECTION. It is intended by the parties to this Agreement that the Company’s services under this Agreement 
shall not subject the Company’s individual employees, officers, shareholders, managers, members or directors to any personal legal exposure for the 
risks associated with the services to be rendered or the project.  Therefore, and notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, the Client 
agrees that as the Client’s sole and exclusive remedy, any claim, demand or suit shall be directed and/or asserted only against the Company, a 
Delaware limited liability company, and not against any of the Company’s employees, shareholders, officers, managers, members or directors.   
 
20.  MISCELLANEOUS.  Governing Law:  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Florida, 
without regard to its principles of conflicts of law.  Amendment: This Agreement may be amended, modified or supplemented, but only in writing signed 
by each of the parties hereto. Waivers:  The failure of a party hereto at any time or times to require performance of any provision hereof shall in no 
manner affect its right at a later time to enforce the same.  No waiver by a party of any condition or of any breach of any term contained in this 
Agreement shall be effective unless in writing and signed by the waiving party, and no waiver in any one or more instances shall be deemed to be a 
continuing waiver of any such condition or breach in other instance or a waiver of any other condition or breach of any other term.  Severability:  If any 
provision or sub-provision of this Agreement is or becomes invalid, illegal or unenforceable in any respect, the validity, legality and enforceability of the 
remaining provisions or sub-provisions contained herein shall not be affected thereby. Integration:  This Agreement represents the entire understanding 
and agreement among the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all other negotiations, understandings and representations 
(if any) made by and among such parties. Sovereign Immunity.   In the event that the Client is the State of Florida or another “state agency or 
subdivision” within the meaning of Florida Statute Section 768.28(2), then the Company (and all the Company Parties) shall for all purposes provided in 
this Agreement and otherwise be deemed an agent of the Client for purposes of sovereign immunity whether under Florida Statute Section 768.28 and 
otherwise, including without limitation Florida Statute Section 768.28(9)(a). Client shall fully cooperate, at its sole cost and expense, with the Company 
and take all necessary and appropriate actions to qualify the Company (and the the Company Parties) for and defend its and their right of sovereign 
immunity as an agent of the Client for purposes of Florida law, including without limitation under Florida Statute §768.28.  
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

 
Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road  

 
Solicitation PD 11-12.024 

  
Project Scope & Fee Proposal 

 
Alternate 1 

SR 97 & Crabtree Church Road Intersection Re-alignment 
To be Negotiated 

 
Revised May 22, 2012 

 
 
The project includes the re-alignment of the intersection to meet safety concerns and 
FDOT minimum access spacing guidelines.    
 
The following tasks are to be completed by Bayside Consulting Group of NWF (BCG) 
and its sub-contractors in order to meet the goals set forth in the RFP: 
 
TASK 100 Data Collection & Professional Surveying Services  
   
 

Upon receiving the NTP, a design ticket will be obtained from Sunshine 
One for the project limits. We will contact each utility with facilities 
located within the right of way. Once all utility locations have been 
marked in the field, we will provide a topographic survey of the proposed 
roadway corridor and existing R/W a minimum of 660 feet each direction 
from the proposed centerline intersection. Road rights-of way and parcel 
lines depicted on the topographical survey shall be based on the field 
located property corners, where such corners exist. Cross sectional data 
intervals shall not exceed 100 feet. Where possible, topographic data will 
exceed the R/W width by a minimum of 5 feet to ensure complete DTM 
coverage of the R/W. The survey will include details of all driveway 
connections, roadway connections, culverts, headwalls, mailboxes, 
underground utility markings, and other structures located in the right of 
way. The survey will be referenced to State Plane Coordinates, NAD 
83/90, and North Florida Zone. Benchmarks will be referenced to NAVD 
1988 Datum and spaced no further than 1000 feet apart. The topographical 
survey will meet the current Florida Minimum Technical Standards as set 
forth by the Board of Professional Surveyors and Mappers.  
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TASK 200 Design Services  
 

201 Drainage Design  
   

Hatch Mott McDonald (HMM) will assist BCG in the design of the 
proposed drainage improvements as it relates to the Jacks Branch 
Drainage Basin Study. HMM will review and analyze the model provided 
in the study and provide recommendations based on their review of the 
model parameters, assumptions, and field research.  
  

 202 Construction Documents  
 

BCG will provide 30%, 60%, 90%, and final plan/document submittals for 
review by the county. At each submittal, we will provide plans to all 
appropriate utility providers. At the 60% submittal, we will coordinate a 
plans in hand walk through with utility companies. The plans will be 
reproducible to 40 scale (11x17) and 20 scale (24x36) size sheets. The 
plans will be submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
permitting. Cost estimates will be provided to the county beginning at the 
60% document submittal. We will attend post construction meetings and 
provide all project close out and certification documentation as required 
by all appropriate agencies. 

 
 203 QAQC Review  
 

Prior to the 30%, 60%, 90% and Final Document submittals to the county, 
BCG will provide the documents to HMM for 3rd party review. HMM will 
review the documents for errors and completeness.   

 
204 Permitting  

 
BCG will prepare applications, drawings, and required attachments for 
submittal to all appropriate permitting agencies in order to obtain the 
required permits for the project.   

 
TASK 300 Construction Bidding Services 
 

BCG will prepare all bid documents though the bidding process and attend 
the pre-bid meeting with engineering and purchasing divisions. We will 
respond to all requests for information, issue addendums, and tabulate bid 
totals.  
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TASK 400 Optional Services  
 
 401 Geotechnical  Engineering Services  
 

NOVA, Engineering & Environmental, LLC will provide geotechnical 
services required to properly assess the existing soil conditions along the 
proposed alignment and make design/construction recommendations. 
Roadway boring locations shall not exceed 500 feet. Tasks will include 
field exploration, laboratory testing, and geotechnical engineering 
services. NOVA will provide a project Geotechnical Report signed and 
sealed by a professional engineer registered in the State of Florida.  

 
            402 Traffic Engineering Services  
 

Engineering & Planning Resources, PC will provide traffic count data and 
analysis of existing traffic conditions. 

 
403 Construction Administration & Inspections  
 

BCG will attend the pre-construction conference and will be available on 
an as needed basis to address issues with design or unforeseen 
construction issues. We will monitor construction as needed in order to 
provide as-built drawings based on contractor markups and field survey 
data.  

 
Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
 
 

 

Exhibit "A" & "C"



Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road  
 

Solicitation PD 11-12.024 
  

Project Scope & Fee Proposal 
 

Alternate 2 
Jacks Branch Basin Study Node 2 – Stormwater Pond 

To be negotiated  
 

Revised May 22, 2012 
 
 
Should the stormwater analysis from the Crabtree Church Road project agree with the 
recommendations concerning Jacks Branch Basin Study Northern Section Node 2, this 
project scope includes the design and permitting of a stormwater detention pond at or 
near the intersection of Hwy 97 & Crabtree Church Road.     
 
The following tasks are to be completed by Bayside Consulting Group of NWF (BCG) 
and its sub-contractors: 
 
TASK 100 Data Collection & Professional Surveying Services 
   
 

Upon receiving the NTP, we will provide a topographic survey of the 
proposed stormwater pond site. Road rights-of way and parcel lines 
depicted on the topographical survey shall be based on the field located 
property corners, where such corners exist. Cross sectional data intervals 
shall not exceed 100 feet. Where possible, topographic data will exceed 
the parcel boundary by a minimum of 5 feet to ensure complete DTM 
coverage.  The survey will be referenced to State Plane Coordinates, NAD 
83/90, and North Florida Zone. Benchmarks will be referenced to NAVD 
1988 Datum and spaced no further than 1000 feet apart. The topographical 
survey will meet the current Florida Minimum Technical Standards as set 
forth by the Board of Professional Surveyors and Mappers.  
 

 
TASK 200 Geotechnical  Engineering Services  
 

NOVA, Engineering & Environmental, LLC will provide geotechnical 
services required to properly assess the existing soil conditions at the 
proposed pond site. Tasks will include field exploration, laboratory 
testing, and geotechnical engineering services. NOVA will provide a 
project Geotechnical Report signed and sealed by a professional engineer 
registered in the State of Florida.  
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TASK 300 Design Services 
 

301 Drainage Design 
   

Hatch Mott McDonald (HMM) will assist BCG in the design of the 
proposed drainage improvements as it relates to the Jacks Branch 
Drainage Basin Study. HMM will review and analyze the model provided 
in the study and provide recommendations based on their review of the 
model parameters, assumptions, and field research.  

 
  

 302 Construction Documents  
 

BCG will provide 30%, 60%, 90%, and final plan/document submittals for 
review by the county. At each submittal, we will provide plans to all 
appropriate utility providers. At the 60% submittal, we will coordinate a 
plans in hand walk through with utility companies. The plans will be 
reproducible to 40 scale (11x17) and 20 scale (24x36) size sheets. The 
plans will be submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
permitting. Cost estimates will be provided to the county beginning at the 
60% document submittal.  
 

 303 Peer Review 
 

Prior to the 30%, 60%, 90% and Final Document submittals to the county, 
BCG will provide the documents to HMM for 3rd party review. HMM will 
review the documents for errors and completeness.   

 
304 Permitting 

 
BCG will prepare applications, drawings, and required attachments for 
submittal to all appropriate permitting agencies in order to obtain the 
required permits for the project.   

 
TASK 400 Construction Bidding Services  
 

BCG will prepare all bid documents though the bidding process and attend 
the pre-bid meeting with engineering and purchasing divisions. We will 
respond to all requests for information, issue addendums, and tabulate bid 
totals.  
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TASK 500 Allowances  
 
            501 Permit Fees  
   

 Permit fees required by ERP, FDEP, FDOT, USCOE, etc.  
 
502 Construction Administration & Inspections  
 

BCG will attend the pre-construction conference and will be available on 
an as needed basis to address issues with design or unforeseen 
construction issues. We will monitor construction as needed in order to 
provide as-built drawings based on contractor markups and field survey 
data. We will attend post construction meetings and provide all project 
close out and certification documentation as required by all appropriate 
agencies.  

 
  
Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road  
 

Solicitation PD 11-12.024 
  

Project Scope & Fee Proposal 
 

Alternate 3 
Jacks Branch Basin Study Node 8 and 9 – downstream 

To be negotiated 
 

Revised May 22, 2012 
 
Should the stormwater analysis from the Crabtree Church Road project agree with the 
recommendations concerning Jacks Branch Basin Study Northern Section node 8 and/ or 
node 9, this project scope includes the analysis, design, and permitting of stormwater 
crossing improvements at the existing crossings on Chestnut Road and Molino Road to 
the south of Crabtree Church Road.  When crossings are modified along Crabtree Church 
Road, downstream roadway crossings will encounter increased flow. It is imperative that 
the capacities of the crossings are studied and upgraded accordingly if found to be 
undersized. This project scope ends at the western US Hwy 29 right of way line.  
 
The following tasks are to be completed by Bayside Consulting Group of NWF (BCG) 
and its sub-contractors: 
 
TASK 100 Data Collection & Professional Surveying Services 
   

Upon receiving the NTP, we will provide a topographic survey of each 
crossing area of impact upstream and downstream as necessary to provide 
reasonable assurance of design. Road rights-of way and parcel lines 
depicted on the topographical survey shall be based on the field located 
property corners, where such corners exist. The survey will be referenced 
to State Plane Coordinates, NAD 83/90, and North Florida Zone. 
Benchmarks will be referenced to NAVD 1988 Datum and spaced no 
further than 1000 feet apart. The topographical survey will meet the 
current Florida Minimum Technical Standards as set forth by the Board of 
Professional Surveyors and Mappers.  

 
TASK 200 Geotechnical  Engineering Services 
 

NOVA, Engineering & Environmental, LLC will provide geotechnical 
services required to properly assess the existing soil conditions at the 
proposed crossing sites. Tasks will include field exploration, laboratory 
testing, and geotechnical engineering services. NOVA will provide a 
project Geotechnical Report signed and sealed by a professional engineer 
registered in the State of Florida.  
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TASK 300      Environmental Resource Permitting 

Wetland Sciences, Inc. will provide ERP services due to project impacts to 
Federal and State jurisdictional wetlands.  In order to meet the time 
constraints on the project, WSI will attempt to use streamlined permits that 
both the ACOE and NWFWMD have available to authorize proposed 
upgrades.   
 

TASK 400 Design Services  
 

401 Drainage Design  
   

Hatch Mott McDonald (HMM) will assist BCG in the design of the 
proposed drainage improvements as it relates to the Jacks Branch 
Drainage Basin Study.  HMM will provide 25 year storm flow data for 
each crossing based upon review of the model parameters, assumptions, 
and field research.  The BCG team will analyze the data, make 
improvement recommendations and design selected recommended 
improvements.    

 
  

 402 Construction Documents 
 

BCG will provide 30%, 60%, 90%, and final plan/document submittals for 
review by the county. At each submittal, we will provide plans to all 
appropriate utility providers. At the 60% submittal, we will coordinate a 
plans in hand walk through with utility companies. The plans will be 
reproducible to 40 scale (11x17) and 20 scale (24x36) size sheets. The 
plans will be submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
permitting. Cost estimates will be provided to the county beginning at the 
60% document submittal.  
 

 403 Peer Review  
 

Prior to the 30%, 60%, 90% and Final Document submittals to the county, 
BCG will provide the documents to HMM for 3rd party review. HMM will 
review the documents for errors and completeness.   

 
TASK 500 Construction Bidding Services  
 

BCG will prepare all bid documents though the bidding process and attend 
the pre-bid meeting with engineering and purchasing divisions. We will 
respond to all requests for information, issue addendums, and tabulate bid 
totals.  
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TASK 600 Allowances  
 
            601 Permit Fees  
   

 Permit fees required by ERP, FDEP, FDOT, USCOE, etc.  
 
602 Construction Administration & Inspections  
 

BCG will attend the pre-construction conference and will be available on 
an as needed basis to address issues with design or unforeseen 
construction issues. We will monitor construction as needed in order to 
provide as-built drawings based on contractor markups and field survey 
data. We will attend post construction meetings and provide all project 
close out and certification documentation as required by all appropriate 
agencies.  

 
  
 

 
 

Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 

3802 North S Street 
850-438-0202   850-438-1307 fax 

Pensacola, FL 32505 

Design Services for Crabtree Church Road between SR 97 and Sunshine Hill Road 
Solicitation PD 11-12.024 

 
Project Scope & Fee Proposal 

 
Alternate 4 

Crabtree Church Road Over Jack’s Branch Bridge 
 

To be negotiated  
 

Revised May 22, 2012 
 

TASK A4.1 – Bridge Design 
 
This task will include bridge design services necessary to determine the required height, 
length, location, cross-section, and structural details for a bridge along Crabtree Church 
Road over Jack’s Branch.  HMM shall serve as EOR and provide 30%, 60%, 90% and 
Final plans for the bridge.  HMM will provide the load rating and structure number 
request for the bridge and provide limited bridge construction administration activities.  
The following requirements shall be utilized for the bridge design: 

 
1.  The cross-section shall be coordinated with the County prior to design.  

2. Provisions to support likely future utilities shall be included. 

3. The bridge shall be a low-maintenance structure with a 75-year minimum design life 
utilizing a concrete superstructure. 

4. The design shall consider methods of construction to reasonably minimize the 
ecological impact to the wetlands and follow all permitting requirements.  

5. Bridge Design Requirements and Criteria: 

a. All plans are to be prepared in accordance with AASHTO LRFD Bridge 
Design Specifications with modifications to load factors, required cover, and 
material properties according to the FDOT Structures Design Manual. 

b. Minimum bridge vertical clearance shall be 2’-0” above Design High Water. 

c. Lateral analysis shall include scour depths according to the FDOT Structures 
Design Manual. 

d. The bridge shall be load-rated in accordance with FDOT Procedure 850-010-
035 and the FDOT Structures Manual.  The Bridge Load Rating shall include 
as-built conditions. 

e. Cost estimates shall utilize the BDR cost estimating values found in the 
FDOT Structures Manual. 

f. The analysis shall include environmental requirements and roadway costs in 
the determination of the preferred alternate.  The preferred bridge type shall 
be approved by the County prior to proceeding with the final bridge design. 
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Lump Sum Fee for Task A4.1 

 
TASK A4.2 – Bridge Hydraulic Design 

 
This task will include bridge hydraulic services necessary to determine the required 
bridge hydraulic opening for the allowable backwater elevation rise and calculate the 
resulting foundation scour and flow forces for the final structure. Bridge Hydraulic 
Design Requirements and Criteria will be as follows: 

 
1. A bridge hydraulic analysis shall be performed to determine the 

recommended opening and minimum bridge elevations for the proposed 
bridge.  

2. Bridge Hydraulics shall follow the procedures and storm events set forth in 
the FDOT Drainage Manual. 

3. Bridge foundation scour shall be evaluated using the procedures described in 
HEC 18. 

4. The hydraulic analysis shall consider the current conditions as well as the 
potential future conditions resulting from development of the basin area. 

5. A bridge hydraulics recommendation sheet shall be produced for inclusion in 
the bridge plans. 

6. Bridge deck drainage requirements shall be calculated using the procedures of 
HEC 21 and the FDOT Storm Drain HB. 

 
Lump Sum Fee for Task A4.2  

 
Should you have questions, comments, or request additional services not included in this 
proposal, please give us a call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC 
 

 
 
Thomas G. Hammond, Jr., PE 
Manager  
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Escambia County Design and Engineering Services
Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC

Position 2012 Hourly Rate Overhead Profit Billing Rate Proposed Billing Rate

Clerical $12.00 168.00% 12.00% $36.02 $35.00

Engineering Tech $20.00 168.00% 12.00% $60.03 $60.00

Surveying Tech $20.00 168.00% 12.00% $60.03 $60.00

Field Crew $50.00 168.00% 12.00% $150.08 $150.00

Drill Rig Crew $65.00 168.00% 12.00% $195.10 $195.00

Scientist $28.00 168.00% 12.00% $84.04 $80.00

Engineer $28.00 168.00% 12.00% $84.04 $80.00

Prof. Surveyor $45.00 168.00% 12.00% $135.07 $135.00

Sr. Engineer $48.08 168.00% 12.00% $144.32 $140.00
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Bayside Consulting Group of NWF, LLC
Engineering Services for
Crabtree Church Road Shoulders and Drainage Improvements

TASK DURATION
100/401 30 DAYS
200/402/404/405 150 DAYS
300/403 30 DAYS

TOTAL 210 DAYS

Notes:

1 Days start when BCG recieves NTP
2 Schedule assumes ability to meet with County on an as needed basis. 
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AI-2790     County Administrator's Report      14. 8.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Contract Award, PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key Master Plan
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key Master Plan - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board Award a Lump Sum Contract to Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company, LLC, per the
terms and conditions of PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key Master Plan, in the amount of $300,000.

[Funding: Fund 102, “Economic Development Fund”, Cost Center 360704, Object Code 53101]

BACKGROUND:
Request for Letters of Interest, PD 11-12.021, Perdido Key Master Plan were publicly noticed on
Monday, April 2, 2012 to 123 known firms. Responses were received from 7 firms on
Wednesday, April 18, 2012.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
[Funding: Fund 102 “Economic Development Fund”, Cost Center 360704, Object Code 53101]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Attorney Standard Form of Contract (Form G, Consulting Services for Stand-Alone Services)

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with the Code of Ordinances of Escambia County, FL
1999, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II, Purchases and Contracts and Florida Statute 287.055,
Competitive Consultants Negotiation Act.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Office of Purchasing will issue the Attorney's Standard Form of Contract Form G, Consulting
Services for Stand-Alone Services and Purchase Order.

Attachments



Contract Exhibits



M I A M I         W A S H I N G T O N          C H A R L O T T E  

1023 Southwest 25th Avenue, Miami, Florida 33135           Tel: (305) 644-1023           Fax: (305) 644-1021           
www.dpz.com 

DPZ 
 
 

                                                                                                     
  
  
 
D U A N Y  P L A T E R - Z Y B E R K  &  C O M P A N Y ,  L L C  

 

 
11 June 2012 
 
Escambia County Florida 
Office of Purchasing, Room 11.101 
Matt Langley Bell III Building 
213 Palafox Place 
Pensacola, Florida 32502 
Tel 850 595 4918  
 
Attn: Mr. Paul R. Nobles, CPPO, CPPB, FCN, FCPM, FCCM  
Purchasing Coordinator 
 
Dear Mr. Nobles, 
 
REQUEST FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST 
PERDIDO KEY MASTER PLAN 
SOLICITATION IDENTIFICATION NUMBER PD 11-12.021 
FEE PROPOSAL 
 
The Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company, LLC (DPZ) team thanks Escambia County and the Selection 
Committee for our being selected for the above captioned work.  We are pleased to provide herewith, 
as requested by the County following the above notification, our fee proposal, presented by task per 
our proposed Work Plan. 
 
Please note that this fee proposal has been developed on the following basis and assumptions, as 
discussed and/or agreed-in-principle with the County: 
 
• The project fee comprises a total sum of $300,000.00. 
 
• The above amount comprises fees for professional services as well as a portion of the anticipated 

project expenses.  This fact notwithstanding, Escambia County has agreed to sponsor/arrange for 
certain expenses at no cost to the DPZ Team. 

 
• Those requirements/expenses to be the responsibility of the County include the following: 
 

- Charrette studio space, including furniture and equipment (e.g. printers, plotters etc.).  As 
requested, specifications for the studio space and information on other studio requirements 
have been provided to the County in a prior communication;  
 

- Accommodations for DPZ Team members from out-of-town for the duration of the charrette.  
It is our understanding that the County is coordinating charrette accommodations with a third-
party provider; and 
 

- The Town Papers (Pre-and Post-Charrette editions). As requested, further information on the 
Paper (specifications, publication costs, shipping, samples etc.) has been provided to the County 
in a prior communication. 
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Escambia County /Mr. Paul Nobles 
June 11, 2012 
Page 2 
_________________________ 

M I A M I         W A S H I N G T O N          C H A R L O T T E  

1023 Southwest 25th Avenue, Miami, Florida 33135           Tel: (305) 644-1023           Fax: (305) 644-1021           
www.dpz.com 

We have also assumed that a portion of the meals/refreshments over the duration of the 
charrette/at the studio would be provided by local merchants/sponsored by local organizations  (we 
have assumed 1/3 of meal and beverage costs would be sponsored as such). 

 
Our fee proposal is thus provided below: 
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Escambia County /Mr. Paul Nobles 
June 11, 2012 
Page 3 
_________________________ 

M I A M I         W A S H I N G T O N          C H A R L O T T E  

1023 Southwest 25th Avenue, Miami, Florida 33135           Tel: (305) 644-1023           Fax: (305) 644-1021           
www.dpz.com 

In preparing our fee proposal the DPZ Team has also reviewed and updated the provisional Work Plan 
provided to the County on 24 May 2012.  Our updated Work Plan is as follows: 
 
The DPZ Team proposes a work timeline comprising 22 weeks until the completion of the Perdido 
Key Master Plan Draft Report (see Task 3.1).  Assuming a start date of mid-July, 2012, this permits the 
completion of the Draft Report and the Master Plan’s review at the required public hearing before the end of 
the year, as desired by the Board of County Commissioners.  The Final Report would then be completed after 
this public hearing and review with the Client team, incorporating, within reason, required changes. 
 
We acknowledge that this updated Work Plan will warrant review upon confirmation of the project 
commencement date and determination/confirmation of other key/milestone dates. 
 
PHASE 1: INITIATION/BASELINE DIAGNOSTICS AND ANALYSIS/PRE-CHARRETTE (WEEKS 1 - 14) 
 
1.1 Project Initiation and Team Work Session 
1.2 Site Tour 
1.3 Collection, Collation and Review of Previous Studies and Base Information and Materials 
1.4 Milestone Task and Deliverable: Development Diagnostics Report 
1.5  Public Involvement/Community Outreach (including Milestone Task: Project Introduction Public 

Workshop/Presentation)  
1.6 Pre-Charrette Preparations 
1.7 Other Phase 1 Meetings and Presentations 
 
PHASE 2: MASTER PLAN CHARRETTE (WEEKS 15 - 16) 
 
2.1  Milestone Task: Master Plan Charrette 
2.2 Presentation to the Escambia County Team 
 
PHASE 3: POST CHARRETTE/REFINEMENT/FINAL PRODUCT DELIVERY (WEEKS 17 – TO BE DETERMINED) 
 
3.1 Milestone Deliverable: Draft Master Plan, Code and Implementation Plan Report 
3.2  Draft Report Review with the Escambia County Team 
3.3 Milestone Deliverable: Final Master Plan, Code and Implementation Plan Report 
3.4 Plan and Code Administration and Implementation - Public Workshop 
3.5 Other Phase 3 Meetings and Presentations 
 
PHASE 1: INITIATION/BASELINE DIAGNOSTICS AND ANALYSIS/PRE-CHARRETTE (Weeks 1 - 12) 
 
1.1 Project Initiation and Team Work Session (Week 1):  The DPZ Team (Consultant Team) will conduct a project 
initiation meeting with the Escambia County Project Team (Client Team) to clarify project goals and objectives; 
review the project design approach and guiding principles; refine the scope of work and schedule; and establish 
management and communication protocols.   
 
If required/deemed appropriate by the Client Team, the Consultant Team may meet with other pertinent 
municipal offices/agencies in Escambia County and/or other local stakeholder groups (e.g. the Board of County 
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Commissioners [BOCC], the West End Advisory Committee [WEAC], potential investors, development partners, 
etc.).  The Consultant Team may present to these parties its project goals and objectives, proposed design approach 
and methodology proposed work plan and protocols as discussed, refined and agreed at the above Work Session.   
 
The Consultant Team shall assist the Client Team in organizing the “brain trust”/Project Steering Committee 
comprising a cross-section of local staff, elected officials and citizen representatives of stakeholder agencies/groups 
to serve as primary contacts for internal information and as a sounding board for ideas and proposals.  This 
Steering Committee may be invited to attend this municipal meeting as well as the Site Tour (see below).   If 
desired, the Consultant Team will begin to develop a template for the outreach plan; develop various approaches 
and methods to present; and identify stakeholders and desired outcomes for outreach activities.  The goal is to 
align stakeholder interests as much as possible to ensure there is broad consensus for the next steps. 
 
1.2 Site Tour (Week 1): The Consultant Team, Client Team and, if desired, members of the Steering Committee, 
the BOCC, the WEAC etc., will conduct a tour of the Project Area and environs.  The Consultant Team shall 
document the tour with map annotations, sketches and photographs, to be incorporated into the Development 
Diagnostics Report (see 1.4 below). 
 
DPZ Team member HPE will conduct sub-meetings with MPO Staff, FDOT Staff in Chipley District Office, 
Emergency Management Staff and others interested in the Perdido Key Boulevard improvements.  Discussion 
topics will include the seasonal, weekly and daily motor vehicle travel patterns on the Key and the Clearance 
Times for hurricane evacuation as they relate to Boulevard evacuation capacity.  Multi-modal balance between 
autos, bicycles golf carts and pedestrians will also be covered.  Sufficient discussion will occur to frame the possible 
future bridge construction at the intra-costal waterway.   
 
1.3 Collection, Collation and Review of Previous Studies and Base Information and Materials (Weeks 1 – 3): The 
Consultant Team, with assistance and provision from the Client Team, will begin collating the base plan 
information (maps, surveys and other baseline data as well as prior plans) needed for the physical planning, design 
and coding.   The review will also require repeated on-site reconnaissance in order to understand how the various 
elements proposed in such documents interface under existing conditions, and in order to build an understanding 
of how the prior plans relate to current conditions and to each other.  
 
HPE will focus on any pertinent past studies, reports or analysis that will further team understanding of 
transportation issues for the Key.            
 
The following are among the other materials and data the Consultant Team will review and analyze: 
 
• Base maps (GIS/CAD), aerial photography and other pertinent digital survey information at the regional and local scales, 

showing the study area and the surrounding context to understand prevailing opportunities and constraints.  This is to 
be provided by the Client Team; 

• Perdido Key's/Escambia County's current regulatory context: land use regulations, municipal policies, the subdivision 
ordinance and comprehensive plan affecting development in the Project Area (including applicable state 
requirements); 

• Previous reports and datasets pertinent to the Project Area and context, such as the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, and 
developed as part of previous planning efforts as well as documentation of local and regional precedents of 

Exhibit "A" & "C"



Escambia County /Mr. Paul Nobles 
June 11, 2012 
Page 5 
_________________________ 

M I A M I         W A S H I N G T O N          C H A R L O T T E  

1023 Southwest 25th Avenue, Miami, Florida 33135           Tel: (305) 644-1023           Fax: (305) 644-1021           
www.dpz.com 

development (favorable and unfavorable); 
• Land use and development data including existing uses, supply and demand/inventory for various uses (if available), 

property ownership, land and improvement values and recent sales; 
• If available, any market analyses and data for individual projects or areas within the vicinity of the Project Area;  
• Approved projects, proffers, conditions and any related development agreements as they pertain to the Project 

Area and context; 
• Available transportation data, studies, traffic impact assessments and other transportation/circulation studies for the Project 

Area and context and context, including MPO plans and project activity, Emergency Management studies and plans for the 
Key;  

• Plans of proposed municipal capital improvements and civic infrastructure projects; 
• The latest available census data; and 
• Various studies of housing, commercial/retail and market dynamics both within the Perdido Key Project Area as 

well as in nearby and other areas which could become markets once a viable Master Plan for the Project Area is 
implemented. 

 
1.4 Milestone Task and Deliverable: Development Diagnostics and Development Diagnostics Report (Weeks 4 - 
14):  After having reviewed and analyzed the prior documents and baseline conditions, the DPZ Team shall 
complete an Development Diagnostics exercise for the Perdido Key Project Area, Escambia County and the 
surrounding areas.  It is critical to look beyond the Project Area as the success of any place is directly related to its 
interaction with its surrounding context.   
 
The Consultant Team will document the existing regulatory and policy context, and review existing planning, 
design and development concepts and recommendations.  Elements of the Development Diagnostics will include 
the following: 
 
Economic Profile - The development challenges facing Perdido Key will include not only creating vibrant, livable 
neighborhoods in form, but also directing and leveraging that growth and its resulting income into economically 
efficient development, while still maintaining the site’s/area's coastal/natural character.  At its core, meeting these 
varied challenges is a function of economics.   
 
Any previous economic and market assessments shall be reviewed and tested against prior and new proposals for 
Perdido Key.  The market assessment will consider the findings and recommendations prepared as part of any 
previous studies; these recommendations will then be tested using fair share and induced demand real estate 
modeling analysis.  Work under this task will be organized as follows: 
 
• Economic Profile - an overview of indicators of potential competitive advantage specifically for Perdido Key.   

The economics consultant will evaluate appropriate economic indices or “drivers” designed to measure and 
create fundamental sources of demand.  Using the most recently available economic and demographic data, 
the economics consultant will review historic, current and projected growth in population and households, age 
composition, employment by industry sector, household incomes, household composition and retail sales in 
the area, neighboring cities and the County at large.  It will also examine existing commercial activity within 
the region and evaluate the performance and market positions of commercial clusters within the County.  In 
addition, the DPZ Team will examine housing starts by housing type in Perdido Key and other relevant areas 
in the County, household spending by sub-market, local job creation, impacts of tourism (eco, historic and 
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paranormal), retirees and other measures of economic growth.  This economic overview will help define the 
trade areas, submarkets and overall competitive position for Perdido Key; 

• Real Estate Market Constraints and Opportunities Review - an examination of real estate conditions in the 
Perdido Key Project Area and other competitive submarkets as appropriate.  The economics consultant will 
evaluate current and historic market performance by use and submarket; inventory, rents, land and building 
prices/values, occupancy levels, room rates, historic absorption, tenant characteristics, operating costs, build-out 
capacity and schedule, ongoing construction and proposed projects, labor costs, real estate taxes etc.  The 
economics consultant shall examine the regulatory requirements and procedures, creative financing mechanisms 
that minimize public costs while maximizing private investment, economic costs and incentives for development, 
as well as availability of a ready workforce.  The economics consultant will additionally conduct both resident and 
business owner surveys to gather specific local data.  The results will provide clear market findings and 
recommendations for Perdido Key to allow for optimal, competitive project positioning within the County and 
beyond; 

• Market Demand Forecasts; Niche & Strategy; and Funding - based on the findings of the previous sub-tasks, 
the economics consultant will identify the expected market support for each use identified above by preparing 
demand forecasts using economic modeling tailored for this study.  Demand forecasts will be established on a 
timeline (by year or phase) and expressed in appropriate units (e.g. commercial square feet, residential units, 
etc.).  These forecasts will consider ongoing or planned catalyst projects that may generate demand for 
specific uses in Perdido Key.  The economics consultant's market analysis and program recommendations will 
also consider opportunities to induce demand for specific uses, including tourism-related uses and other uses 
for which demand might include attracting sales from outside the region.  This will result in a set of program 
alternatives for specific sites identified by the Client Team and the Consultant Team and will serve as a guide 
for subsequent tasks to craft Perdido Key’s market niche, optimum market position and financial program for 
both public and private improvements and business development.  The economics consultant will identify an 
appropriate market niche and strategy for Perdido Key based on the direct findings and recommendations of 
the market studies.  The economics consultant might suggest that the niche comprise specific subsets, by 
tenant or use category (e.g. dining, entertainment, tourism and/or other categories as appropriate) and by 
orientation (local and regional).  The economics consultant will identify short-term targets as well as longer-
term prospects.  In identifying specific themes and/or tenant types, the economics consultant will consider site 
and market constraints as well as suitability based on access, appropriate use of protected resources, 
surrounding land uses etc.  These marketing strategies will help define the specific uses, and therefore 
character, of Perdido Key. 

 
Specific to beach tourism opportunities, a preliminary list of additional services to be provided on Perdido Key and 
potential sources to fund these improvements will be developed through the review of the existing information. This 
list will be refined during the Charrette, meetings and discussions with the Escambia County Commissioners, 
residents, County staff, Tourist Development Council, West End Advisory Committee, Federal and State agencies 
and other stakeholders.  There will also be close coordination between DPZ Team members.  For example, The 
CLUE Group (economics), HPE (transportation) and MRD (coastal) shall coordinate to assess the cost-effectiveness 
and benefit of a trolley system and how it may provide an alternative to current beach access modes. 
 
Without an economic development strategy, the envisioned Perdido Key Master Plan will be incomplete and 
lacking in substance, especially as it relates to encouraging/attracting new development and offering realistic 
implementability.  
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Land Use, Planning and Urban Design 
• Land Use and Development - existing land uses and development patterns in the Project Area, including, 

without limitation, retail, commercial, office, residential, parking, vacant/underutilized, open space/park, 
government, religious, educational, medical, recreational and other uses; 

• Form and Character - the natural and built environments, focusing on the form, scale and character of existing and 
planned development, historic areas and/or buildings; review of architectural syntax; building stock review; 
streets/streetscapes (including landscaping and hardscaping, e.g. street furniture, signage and lighting); edge 
conditions; and areas of connection and public spaces; and 

• Organizational and Regulatory Context - City codes, policies, regulations and ordinances affecting 
development/construction in the Project Area, for the purposes of assessing the effectiveness and impacts on 
investment and development.  This review will be undertaken in light of anticipated broad-brush goals and 
objectives of the project and the overall parameters of the proposed code, forming the basis of recommendations 
for proposed amendments to land use and/or zoning regulations. 

 
Civil Works and Transportation  
• Civil Works Inventory and Review:   

- Inventory and review of provision and conditions of public infrastructure including, but not limited to, streets, 
sidewalks and bicycle routes, utilities and other infrastructure, with an analysis of the benefits, constraints and 
impediments created by such existing infrastructure;  

- Assessment of existing and future storm drainage; and 
• Transportation, Traffic Counts and Parking Review – review of existing traffic and circulation conditions, including 

an examination of parking.  The analysis will look at how the existing local and regional network serves the variety 
of users in the area - commercial establishments, larger developments, employees, residents and visitors - and 
contributes or detracts from the quality of life of the area.  This analysis will be performed from the perspective of 
all modes: walking, bicycling, transit use and driving, with particular attention to the variation in travel by season, 
week and hourly dispersion through the day.  Under this sub-task, the Consultant Team will: 
- Review existing local and regional transportation studies (as identified above); 
-      Hold a work session with local and state transportation planners early in the project to discuss opportunities 

and constraints and exchange ideas about transportation-related issues, challenges, and goals in the region as 
they pertain to the study area; 

- Review long-range regional transportation projects likely to affect the Project Area, including the Boulevard 
corridor study; 

- Evaluate transportation operations, based on a review of existing data and added traffic count studies to 
capture daily distribution of hourly traffic, and identify major deficiencies, constraint points and opportunities 
for short-term improvements; 

- To identify any additional improvements needed to enhance current safety and circulation to and within the 
Project Area, including those for pedestrians and cyclists; apply trip generation and distribution analysis in a 
sketch planning level based on existing and projected development programs.  

- Perform a Walkability Index analysis of selected areas of the Key where enhanced Destination Walking is 
targeted. This will facilitate before and after analyses based on subsequent urban designs by the team.    

- Analyze inventory data provided by Escambia County reporting on- and off-street parking spaces in the 
Project Area and its environs.  It is assumed the inventory to be provided will include block identification, 
capacity, public vs. private, parking rates and time restrictions. 
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• Hurricane Evacuation Plan Review - A sufficient review of evacuating populations by type and destination will be 
undertaken from existing reports and interviews with responsible personnel.  The vital Clearance Times will be 
studies to afford full understanding of the capacity assumptions used within current analysis.  If deemed necessary, 
County Emergency Management staff will be asked to recalculate clearance times with several alternative capacity 
assumptions at the critical link. 

• Public Beach Access Points Review - The "Access Points and Public Lodging Facilities" presented in the LGFR 
will provide the basis to identify additional beach access points.  Each beach access point and eligible shoreline 
length will be mapped to identify "gaps" in accessible shoreline which to focus on possible acquisition of gulf-
front properties as either "Primary" or "Secondary" Beach Accesses.  Locations of additional beach accesses, 
conceptual designs and preliminary opinions of probable costs for the construction of parking and other 
facilities will be prepared to determine the increased length of accessible shoreline (thus State cost-share) and 
assess the benefit to cost.  The largest cost will be the purchase prices of any additional parcels of land 
necessary to support these beach access sites.  The market values of these lands will be projected based on 
the collected real estate information. 

 
 Beach access improvements are not eligible for State cost-sharing and therefore would have to be funded by 

the County, alternative funding sources or grants outside of the Beach Erosion Control Program.  However, 
increasing the number of access sites, public parking spaces and restroom facilities would have a significant 
effect on the State cost-share. 

 
Beach/Coast and Other Environmental Issues - the analysis will be based on existing information and reports to be 
provided by Escambia County.   
 
• Ecological and Environmental Regulatory Compliance Considerations Review: 

- Assess significant ecological functions and values for consideration in Master Plan development; 
- Ensure Master Plan proposals are consistent with the objectives of the Perdido Key Habitat Conservation 

Plan; and 
- Coordinate with Environmental Resource Agencies and the public as needed. 

 
• Stormwater and Water Quality Considerations Assessment: 

- Assess existing and future storm drainage for the area as they influence Master Plan proposals; 
- Assess water quality for the area as they influence Master Plan proposals; and 
- Coordinate with Environmental Resource Agencies and the public as needed. 

 
Following the completion of the above sub-tasks, the Consultant Team shall prepare a draft Development 
Diagnostics Report encapsulating the above findings, for the Client Team’s (and/or the Steering Committee’s and 
the BOCC's) review as well as the Consultant Team’s reference in later Project phases.   
 
The Consultant Team shall provide a draft at the end of Week 9.  The Client Team (and/or the Steering 
Committee and the BOCC) will have two weeks (Weeks 10 - 11) to review the draft Diagnostics Report, and at 
the end of Week 11, the Client Team and/or the Steering Committee shall meet with the Consultant Team to 
provide and discuss its comments/inputs for revision.  These revisions shall be documented in the form of a single, 
marked-up copy of the draft Diagnostics Report.   Upon receipt of such comments, the Consultant Team shall use 
its best efforts to incorporate the requested changes in the document and submit a final version of the 
Development Diagnostics Report at the end of Week 14.  
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1.5 Public Involvement/Community Outreach (including Milestone Task: Project Introduction Public 
Workshop/Presentation) (Week  8 – onwards) 
 
1.5.1 Preparation, Publication and Distribution of the Pre-Charrette Paper (Optional, Weeks 7 - 11):  As part of 
managing the information released to the pertinent stakeholders on the project, the Client Team may be 
interested in preparing The Town Paper (Pre-Charrette Edition).  A Pre-Charrette Paper is a vehicle for Escambia 
County to publicize and encourage participation in the upcoming Charrette (per Phase II below).  Including a 
combination of custom and general material, the Pre-Charrette Paper provides easy-to-understand information 
about just what a Charrette is as well as information about planning, coding and living in traditional neighborhoods.  
General articles are selected for the paper from a list of stock articles provided by The Town Paper, while the 
Client Team and the Consultant Team provide custom Project information that may be developed in the course of 
Phase 1.  Typically comprising eight pages, the Pre-Charrette Paper typically includes a Charrette schedule, photos 
and bios of the design team, local history and information about the Project, as well as a vision for the Project. The 
target distribution date is optimally the end of Week 10 or the beginning of Week 11; this permits the Paper to be 
distributed in time for the Project Introduction Public Workshop (see 1.5.2 below), with sufficient notice 
(approximately one month) provided prior to the Charrette proper.    
 
1.5.2 Milestone Task – Project Introduction Public Workshop (end of Week 11):  The DPZ team’s experience in 
preparing master plans for various municipalities has shown us that, in order for the Charrette to be as successful 
and productive as possible and for municipal officials, stakeholders and concerned residents to fully understand and 
buy-into the new planning approach, terminology and anticipated implications of the Master Plan, a public 
education meeting and presentation should be organized to lay the groundwork for the master plan and supporting 
documents, clearly explain New Urbanism/Smart Growth and form-based planning concepts and describe ways in 
which to implement such plans.  With this foundation, the Charrette can be undertaken with a stronger common 
understanding.   
 
The Client Team and the Consultant Team shall coordinate to organize and host a one-day Public Workshop on 
Smart Growth planning.  This shall be held in Perdido Key or a nearby suitable area, with the participation of key 
community stakeholders, including the Steering Committee (see above).  This Workshop will also enable the 
Client Team and the Consultant Team to build and gain a full understanding of the community’s vision for Perdido 
Key. 
 
1.5.3 Public Outreach/Information Tools (Week 11 – onwards):  The Consultant Team possesses experience in 
employing the Internet as a tool for ongoing public participation for large scale planning studies.  Specifically, 
creating a project website establishes an online presence that further feeds the interests of stakeholders and 
provides a mechanism for them to nurture the development and refinement of planning proposals.  DPZ’s Miami 
21 is to date the largest known municipal plan/code in the country and DPZ was instrumental in the creation and 
content management on the project website: www.miami21.org.   A website for this project may be used to keep 
citizens updated on latest proposals and documents, to familiarize residents with key concepts, to answer 
Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs), to provide visual preference surveys and to educate and inspire.   
 
While DPZ has found these tools to consistently be the best at gathering and engaging a representative cross-
section able to provide input towards a successful final outcome, we also recognize that every population is 
different and is best understood by those who work with them on a daily basis.  If Escambia County prefers 
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different routes for undertaking outreach the DPZ Team would be happy to comply.  We have extensive 
experience with numerous routes, most notably newspaper ads and radio spots and if selected will work with 
the Client Team to develop and undertake a program of outreach (see our response to Question 2 above). 
 
1.6 Pre-Charrette Preparations (Weeks 11 - 14):  A Charrette requires an intensive amount of proper logistical 
planning and coordination in order to achieve the best possible outcome; the Consultant Team will be working 
continuously prior to the actual Charrette, in designing the appropriate workshop format, strategies and schedule 
for this multifaceted undertaking. 
 
The Consultant Team will work with the Client Team to develop a draft schedule and an annotated agenda for the 
Charrette for scheduled work sessions, progress presentations, as well as ideas for encouraging stakeholder 
participation.  The Client Team will identify relevant stakeholder groups to be invited to participate in the 
Charrette and provide the pertinent contact information for these participants.  The Consultant Team’s Charrette 
Coordinator shall work with pertinent Client Team members/staff to coordinate all logistical requirements, which 
may include but are not limited to: the physical location of the charrette space/studio, studio equipment and 
furniture, accommodations, meals etc.  
 
1.7 Other Phase 1 Meetings and Presentations (As Necessary): During the course of the first 14 weeks additional 
meetings (e.g. coordination meetings if required, Steering Committee meetings apart from those identified above 
etc.) may be necessary and scheduled in partnership with the Client Team. 
 
PHASE 2: MASTER PLAN CHARRETTE (WEEKS 15 - 16) 
 
2.1 Milestone Task: Master Plan Charrette (Weeks 15 – 16) (Note: The Charrette itself is proposed to occur 
within a span of seven or eight days, excluding travel, straddling two weeks and inclusive of a weekend):  As noted 
above, the Charrette methodology provides an excellent vehicle for building public understanding of issues and 
opportunities to achieve a clear and feasible outcome.  It also is designed to engage the Client Team members/staff 
and other key stakeholders in an open, collaborative planning, design and coding effort.  It is intended to build 
public consensus and secure buy-in from residents and officials alike.   
 
As far as possible, the Charrette shall be hosted at a local studio space - ideally in Perdido Key itself - for easy 
access to the Project Area and to facilitate the participation local public officials and key stakeholders.  
 
The Consultant Team conducting the Charrette shall comprise a multi-disciplinary team of professionals who shall 
prepare graphic documents, test proposals and provide technical information as required in the development of 
the proposed Master Plan, Implementation Plan and other supporting planning and regulatory documents.  With 
the Client Team’s assistance, we will arrange formal and informal meetings with the various pertinent agencies and 
interest groups during the first half of the Charrette.  On the first evening of the Charrette, the Consultant Team 
leadership will deliver a “refresher” lecture on Smart Growth.  All of the basic principles of good neighborhood 
design are reviewed at the lecture, establishing common reference points; protocols for the Charrette process are 
also reviewed.  The second half of the Charrette comprises daily plan development and design; coding calibrations; 
further design work testing the code; meetings with stakeholders to understand pertinent neighborhood 
opportunities and constraints; development of proposals for specific interventions; and review/pin-up/feedback 
sessions.   
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Through our experience we have determined the elements and techniques necessary to deliver the most 
sustainable master plans and codes.  The following documents shall be produced at the Charrette in draft or final 
form: 
 
• an Illustrative Master Plan, hand-drawn to scale and rendered in color, showing the location of all private 

property, public tracts, and surface infrastructure, as well as the schematic design of parks and other 
neighborhood amenities. 

• Perspective Drawings, by hand (up to 4 no.), rendered in color, showing aerial views, typical 
thoroughfares, squares and plazas and/or other locations. Revisions to the Perspective Drawings after the 
charrette shall be considered Additional Services; 

• Illustrative Detailed Plans for Specific Interventions, hand-drawn to scale and rendered in color, 
showing the ideal build-out of key portions of the site; 

• Schematic Typical Building Floor Plans, at a scale appropriate for each building type, based upon the 
architecture of the region; 

• Diagrams that may include: 
− a diagram of the existing development structure and context (adjoining areas, existing and proposed) 
− a diagram of the concept of neighborhood planning 
− a diagram of civic buildings and civic spaces 
− a diagram of the private lots 
− a diagram of the open space network  
− diagram of Hurricane Evacuation issues and flows 
− diagram of Walkability Index results 
− diagrams of the circulation network (pedestrian, vehicular and parking) 
− a diagram of the proposed development phasing 

• a Regulating Plan keyed to the Urban Regulations and the Thoroughfare Standards/Street Sections.  This 
plan regulates the land use, building use and density of the various building types that occur in the Master Plan;  

• Thoroughfare Standards/Street Sections specifying the various street designs within the public rights-
of-way shown in the Regulating Plan; 

• Urban Regulations specifying each building type in terms of use, setbacks, heights, ancillary elements, and 
location of parking; 

• Architectural Standards specifying building construction in terms of materials and configurations; and 
• a Frontage Count/Unit Count Calculations and Other Area Take-Offs and Tallies, including 

amount of open space, density calculations, etc. 
 
With the DPZ Team marshalling all these sessions and continuously refining and articulating the vision, the 
Charrette participants and as appropriate, along with members of the public, shall explore and progress the 
development of the Master Plan proposals, leading to the recommended option and informing the Implementation 
Plan (see below).  A closing presentation will be held on the last night of the Charrette.  All the work prepared 
during the 7- or 8-day effort shall be presented and explained.   
 
Through the design sessions, on-going public input and meeting/feedback loops, it is possible to quickly build 
consensus and ensure that the Master Plan and Code accurately reflect Escambia County's/the community's 
aspirations, while being real and implementable.  Most importantly, the Charrette is intended to inspire the local 
citizenry to actively participate in this entire planning process. 
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We anticipate that minor refinements may be needed to the documents after the Charrette.  Often, new 
information becomes available that may affect the work.  Our proposed scope includes a full generation of revisions 
to the above deliverables (except where noted) in the Post-Charrette Phase. 
 
In addition to the above, and following the Charrette, an Implementation Plan will be developed concurrent 
with the work on the Master Plan.  Once sites for possible developer partnerships are identified (see Specific 
Interventions above), each Specific Intervention shall be tested against the code-in-progress.  The Consultant Team, 
working with the Client Team, shall frame options and provide strategic, legal, security and economic advice and 
assessments related to redevelopment alternatives that arise during the Charrette process.   The DPZ Team will 
help bridge gaps that may occur between visioning and planning goals and real world practical implementation issues 
ranging from financing to legal, engineering and marketplace issues.   Resulting strategies and plans will be better 
grounded in marketplace realities and implementation strategies will have a higher likelihood of success.  In vetting 
code and plan proposals, the Consultant Team is able to better ensure that these are viable and developer-friendly; 
the implementation plan shall include:   
 
• Proposed revisions to the Land Development Code (in the form of an ordinance) and the 2030 

Comprehensive Plan (in the form of a Comprehensive Plan Amendment and ordinance); 
• Recommendations, for tax incentives, grants, “business zoning districts” regulatory language and land use 

changes that will promote and encourage economic development; 
• Preliminary engineering of recommended improvements and assessment of the impact/benefit to the 

community for each improvement; 
• A preliminary priority list and timetable for predicted/proposed infrastructure improvements (include an 

alternative schedule that could serve as a “pay-as-you-go” plan); and 
• Other implementation strategies, timelines, budget estimations and possible revenue sources. 
 
The DPZ Team will work with the Client Team to develop realistic financing and economic development strategies 
for Perdido Key to implement the proposal/s that emerge/s from the Charrette.   We will identify opportunities 
for both public and private investment in Perdido Key and make recommendations for strategies to secure such 
investment.  
 
2.2 Presentation to the Escambia County Team (Week 16): The Consultant Team, in coordination with the Client 
Team, (if desired) shall schedule a special meeting to formally present the preliminary Charrette results to the 
Escambia County Team, and if desired, the Steering Committee, the Local Planning Agency and the Board of 
County Commissioners at the conclusion of the Charrette.  
 
PHASE 3: POST CHARRETTE/REFINEMENT/FINAL PRODUCT DELIVERY (WEEKS 17 – TO BE DETERMINED) 
 
3.1 Milestone Deliverable: Draft Master Plan, Code and Implementation Plan Report (Weeks 17 - 22):  Following the 
Charrette, the Consultant Team will compile the documents and recommendations developed at the Charrette and 
deliver the Draft Report to the Client Team.  The Draft Report will include the Illustrated Master Plan, other 
documents prepared at the Charrette and a summary of the Charrette process and participation.  The draft code will 
include the Preliminary zoning/Regulating Plan developed at the Charrette. 
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3.2 Public Hearing and Draft Report Review with the Escambia County Team (Week 23 - TO BE DETERMINED): 
Following the submission of the Draft Report, the Master Plan shall be presented at an Escambia County Public 
Hearing, to be attended by DPZ (Note: This public hearing is anticipated to occur in late 2012; the County shall 
provide sufficient notice to DPZ on the dates for the hearing.).  In addition to the material comments and directions 
for amending the Master Plan received at this hearing, the Client Team shall also review the Draft Report and provide 
coordinated and aggregated comments to the Consultant Team (including, as appropriate, comments from the 
Steering Committee, the Local Planning Agency and the Board of County Commissioners), in the form of one marked 
up copy of the Draft Report (Note: We anticipate this review of the Draft Report by the Client Team would 
comprise three weeks; this may or may not coincide with the public hearing described above, hence the completion 
week is to be determined. The timing of the remainder of the tasks below would be contingent on the timing of the 
public hearing.). 
 
The Consultant Team will meet with the Client Team to review in person all consolidated comments on the Draft 
Report and to agree on a way forward for completing the Final Master Plan, Code and Implementation Plan 
Report. 
 
3.3 Milestone Deliverable: Final Master Plan, Code Revision and Implementation Plan Report (TO BE DETERMINED): 
The Consultant Team will use reasonable efforts to incorporate the Client Team’s requested changes in the Final 
Report.  The Consultant Team will complete these documents and deliver development-ready versions of the same 
to the County within three weeks after receipt of comments by and from the Client Team on the Draft Report 
per 3.2 above.  
 
3.4 Code Administration and Implementation - Public Workshop (TO BE DETERMINED):  The Consultant Team 
shall conduct a workshop primarily for Escambia County staff and if desired, the Steering Committee, the Local 
Planning Agency and the Board of County Commissioners, to ensure a firm understanding on the Master Plan, the 
Code and other supporting documents by its users and implementers.  This session will cover the Articles of the 
Code, as well as interdepartmental training (e.g. Code Enforcement, Capital Improvements etc.), review of procedural 
changes and permits, required legislative changes, desired community outreach and finally, award applications. 
 
3.5 Other Phase 3 Meetings and Presentations (TO BE DETERMINED; as necessary):  As coordinated with the 
Client Team, the Consultant Team shall present the findings and recommendations pertinent to the final Master 
Plan, Code and Implementation Plan to the Planning Board, the BOCC, and other pertinent County agencies and 
entities as required by Escambia County.  During the course of Phase 3, other required meetings (e.g. coordination 
meetings, Steering Committee meetings apart from those identified above etc.) may be scheduled in partnership 
with the Client Team. 
 
Mr. Nobles, we are very honored to be working with the County on this important planning endeavor.  If you have 
any questions please do not hesitate to contact us at 305 644 1023 or senen@dpz.com.   

Best regards, 
 
 
 
 
Senen M. A. Antonio 
Partner/Director of Business Development 
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D U A N Y  P L A T E R - Z Y B E R K  &  C O M P A N Y ,  L L C  

 

 
12 June 2012 
 
Escambia County Florida 
Office of Purchasing, Room 11.101 
Matt Langley Bell III Building 
213 Palafox Place 
Pensacola, Florida 32502 
Tel 850 595 4918  
 
Attn: Mr. Paul R. Nobles, CPPO, CPPB, FCN, FCPM, FCCM  
Purchasing Coordinator 
 
Dear Mr. Nobles, 
 
REQUEST FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST 
PERDIDO KEY MASTER PLAN 
SOLICITATION IDENTIFICATION NUMBER PD 11-12.021 
PROPOSED PROJECT TIMELINE 
 
As requested, the Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company, LLC (DPZ) is pleased to provide herewith our 
proposed timeline for undertaking the above captioned work. 
 
The DPZ Team proposes a work timeline comprising 22 weeks until the completion of the Perdido 
Key Master Plan Draft Report (see Task 3.1).  Assuming a start date of mid-July, 2012, this permits the 
completion of the Draft Report and the Master Plan’s review at the required public hearing before the end of 
the year, as desired by the Board of County Commissioners.  The Final Report would then be completed after 
this public hearing and review with the Client team, incorporating, within reason, required changes. 
 
We acknowledge that this updated Work Plan will warrant review upon confirmation of the project 
commencement date and determination/confirmation of other key/milestone dates. 
 
 

PHASE 1: INITIATION/BASELINE DIAGNOSTICS AND 
ANALYSIS/PRE-CHARRETTE 

Jul 16 2012 – Oct 22 2012 

1.1 Project Initiation and Team Work Session Week of Jul 16 2012  

1.2 Site Tour Week of Jul 16 2012 

1.3 Collection, Collation and Review of Previous Studies and Base 
Information and Materials 

Jul 16 2012 – Aug 03 2012 

1.4 Milestone Task and Deliverable: Development Diagnostics Report Aug 6 2012 – Oct 22 2012 

1.5 Public Involvement/Community Outreach (including Milestone Task: 
Project Introduction Public Workshop/Presentation*) 

Sep 03 2012 – onwards; 
*Towards the end of the week of 
Sep 24 2012  
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1.6 Pre-Charrette Preparations Sep 24 2012 – Oct 22 2012 

1.7 Other Phase 1 Meetings and Presentations As needed 

PHASE 2: MASTER PLAN CHARRETTE Oct 23 2012 – Oct 31 2012 

2.1 Milestone Task: Master Plan Charrette Oct 23 2012 - Oct 31 2012 

2.2 Presentation to the Escambia County Team Oct 31 2012 

PHASE 3: POST CHARRETTE/REFINEMENT/FINAL 
PRODUCT DELIVERY 

Nov 1 2012 – To Be 
Determined 

3.1 Milestone Deliverable: Draft Master Plan, Code and Implementation 
Plan Report 

Nov 1 2012 – Dec 14 2012 

3.2 Public Hearing and Draft Report Review with the Escambia County 
Team 

Dec 17 2012 - To Be 
Determined 

3.3 Milestone Deliverable: Final Master Plan, Code and Implementation Plan 
Report 

To Be Determined 

3.4 Plan and Code Administration and Implementation - Public Workshop To Be Determined 

3.5 Other Phase 3 Meetings and Presentations As needed 

 
 

Mr. Nobles, should you have any questions regarding the above please do not hesitate to contact us at 305 644 
1023 or senen@dpz.com.   

 
 
Best regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Senen M. A. Antonio 
Partner/Director of Business Development 
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AI-2751     County Administrator's Report      14. 9.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Rebid Temporary Labor Services PD 11-12.035
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Rebid Temporary Labor Services - Amy Lovoy, Management and
Budget Services Department Director

That the Board award and authorize the Chairman to sign an Indefinite Quantity, Indefinite
Delivery Contract for Rebid Temporary Labor Services, PD 11-12.035, to Temporary
Employment Services, Inc., for a period of 12 months, renewable for 2 additional 12-month
periods, for a total of 36 months in the approximate amount of $873,850, (projected Fiscal Year
2012-2013 Budget), with an effective date of 6/28/12. 

[Funding:  

General Fund 001, Cost Center 110101, Object Code 53401 $17,550
General Fund 001, Cost Center 210603, Object Code 53401 $90,000
General Fund 001, Cost Center 270102, Object Code 53401 $150,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230301, Object Code 53401   $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230304, Object Code 53401   $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230306, Object Code 53401   $60,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230307, Object Code 53401   $50,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230314, Object Code 53401   $140,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 350236, Object Code 53401 $26,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 320502, Object Code 53401 $29,000
EMS Fund 408, Cost Center 330603, Object Code 53401 $10,000
Dev Review Fund  116, Cost Center 211902, Object Code 53401 $65,000
LOST III Fund  352, Cost Center 210107, Object Code 56301 $65,000
T&T Trust Fund175, Cost Center 210211, Object Code 53401 $30,000
LOST III 352, Cost Center 350229, Object Code 53401 $75,000
CDBG Fund 129,Cost Center 220435, Object Code 58201 $16,300]

BACKGROUND:



The Re-Bid Temporary Labor Services Contract is a means for Departments to obtain temporary
workers when needed for assignments. This single vendor Contract will provide services to the
temporary workforce currently assigned to various divisions throughout the County’s
departments. The vendor will also provide temporary workers for additional coverage during
extended absences, unexpected vacancies, special projects, and increased workloads following
natural disasters. 

The Office of Purchasing solicited an invitation to Re-Bid PD11-12.035 for Temporary Labor
Services on May 14, 2012. On May 30, 2012 6 bids were received, 2 being “No Bids”. 

The successful low bidder, Temporary Employment Services, Inc. (TESI) has an office at 1101
Gulf Breeze Parkway, Gulf Breeze, Florida, 32561. TESI is also a vendor of the County through
Temporary Employment Services PD 08-09.069 and has provided services in recent months. 

Based on budget projections, the Contract amount will be approximately $873,850 for FY 12/13.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

General Fund 001, Cost Center 110101, Object Code 53401 $17,550
General Fund 001, Cost Center 210603, Object Code 53401 $90,000
General Fund 001, Cost Center 270102, Object Code 53401 $150,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230301, Object Code 53401 $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230304, Object Code 53401 $25,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230306, Object Code 53401 $60,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230307, Object Code 53401 $50,000
Solid Waste Fund 401, Cost Center 230314, Object Code 53401 $140,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 350236, Object Code 53401 $26,000
Restricted Fund 101, Cost Center 320502, Object Code 53401 $29,000
EMS Fund 408, Cost Center 330603, Object Code 53401 $10,000
Dev Review Fund 116, Cost Center 211902, Object Code 53401 $65,000
LOST III Fund 352, Cost Center 210107, Object Code 56301 $65,000
T&T Trust Fund 175, Cost Center 210211, Object Code 53401 $30,000
LOST III Fund 352, Cost Center 350229, Object Code 53401 $75,000
CDBG Fund 129 Cost Center 220435 Object Code 58201 $16,300

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Assistant County Attorney, Kristin Hual, prepared the Contract.

PERSONNEL:
Human Resources is the Contract Administrator for this Contract.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is consistent with the Escambia County, FL, Code of Ordinance, Chapter
46, Article II, Section 46-44, Applications; Exemption; and Section 46-64 Board Approval.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Office of Purchasing will distribute the Contract and issue the Purchase Orders.



Attachments
Agreement























































































   

AI-2757     County Administrator's Report      14. 10.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Purchase of John Deere Wheel Loaders for Road Department
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning The Purchase of John Deere Wheel Loaders - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board authorize the County to piggyback off of the Florida Sheriff's Association
Contract, 2011-2012 Contract for Vehicles and Equipment, Bid #11-19-0907, in accordance with
the Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44,
Applications; Exemptions; and Section 46-64, Board approval, and award a Purchase Order
for 3 John Deere Wheel Loaders, Model 544K, in accordance with specifications, PD 11-12.041,
to Beard Equipment Company, in the amount of $404,945.61.

[Funding: Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object Code 56401]

BACKGROUND:
These Wheel Loaders will replace 3 1996 models currently assigned to Public Works
Infrastructure, Roads Division, Property #’s 43722, 43723, and 43724. Age, operating hours,
and increasing maintenance costs warrant the replacement of these pieces of equipment. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
[Funding: Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object Code 56401]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
NA

PERSONNEL:
NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
In accordance with Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II,
Section 46-44, Applications and Exemptions; and Section 46-64, Board approval.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:



The Office of Purchasing will issue the Purchase Order.



   

AI-2761     County Administrator's Report      14. 11.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Purchase of New Holland Backhoe
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Purchase of a New Holland Backhoe - Amy Lovoy,
Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board authorize the County to piggyback off of the Florida Sheriff's Association
2011-2012 Contract for Vehicles and Equipment, Bid #11-19-0907, in accordance with the
Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Section 46-44,
Applications and Exemptions; and Section 46-64 Board approval, and award a Purchase Order
for one New Holland Backhoe, Model B95.B, PD 11-12.042, to Kingline Equipment Company, in
the amount of $61,722.

[Funding: Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object Code 56401]

BACKGROUND:
This Backhoe will replace a 1975 Ford 9600 Tractor, #49469, and a 1975 Hyster Grid Roller,
#49501, currently assigned to Public Works Infrastructure, Roads Division.  Age and operating
hours warrant the replacement of these pieces of equipment. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
[Funding: Fund 175 Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 210402, Object Code 56401]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
NA

PERSONNEL:
NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
In accordance with Escambia County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II,
Section 46-44, Applications and Exemptions; and Section 46-64, Board approval.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Office of Purchasing will issue the Purchase Order.





   

AI-2764     County Administrator's Report      14. 12.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Rebid Public Safety and Information Resources Facility Geothermal Loop Field
Modification

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Re-bid Public Safety and Information Resources Facility
Geothermal Loop Field Modification - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services
Department Director

That the Board award a Contract to Birkshire Johnstone, LLC, in the base bid amount of
$97,400, plus bid alternate #1 in the amount of $26,600, for a total Contract award of $124,000,
for Re-bid Public Safety and Information Resources Facility Geothermal Loop Field Modification,
PD 11-12.034, and authorize the County Administrator to execute all related documents and
Purchase Orders in excess of $50,000 for Owner Direct Purchases.

[Funding: General Fund 001, Cost Center 210606, Object Code 56301]

BACKGROUND:
The cooling capacity of the geothermal wells at the Public Safety Building is insufficient for the
current demands placed on the Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) system. As a
result, increased stress is being placed on both Information Technology’s equipment and the
building’s mechanical equipment. During times such as EOC activation, the HVAC system is
unable to operate effectively and maintain proper temperatures.

Alternative solutions were considered. Increasing the number of geothermal wells was
determined to be the most cost effective means of addressing the needs of the HVAC system
while maintaining the building’s resistance to hurricane damage. Construction documents to add
wells were prepared by Gulf Breeze Consulting, Inc. Purchasing formally advertised the project
and received three bids at a public bid opening.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
[Funding: General Fund 001, Cost Center 210606, Object Code 56301]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
NA

PERSONNEL:



NA

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
In accordance with Escambia County FL, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Section
46-44, Applications; Exemptions; and Section 46-64, Board Approval.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Office of Purchasing will distribute the Contracts and Purchase Orders.

Attachments
Bid Tabulation





   

AI-2670     County Administrator's Report      14. 13.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Neighborhood Stabilization Program Amendments with AMR at Pensacola, Inc.
and Community Enterprise Investments, Inc.

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Neighborhood Stabilization Program Amendments to Non-Profit
Agency Agreements with AMR at Pensacola, Inc., and Community Enterprise Investments, Inc. -
Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Neighborhood Stabilization Program
(NSP) Agreements with AMR at Pensacola, Inc., (AMR) and Community Enterprise
Investments, Inc. (CEII):

A. Approve Amendment #3 to the Non-Profit Agency Agreement with AMR to extend the term of
the Agreement through June 30, 2013, to allow continuance of the program in accordance with
NSP requirements;  

B. Approve Amendment #2 to the Non-Profit Agency Agreement with CEII to extend the term of
the Agreement through June 30, 2013, to allow continuance of the program in accordance with
NSP requirements; and

C. Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Amendments and all related
documents required to implement the project.

[Funding: Fund 129/NSP1, Cost Center 220502 and Fund 129/NSP3, Cost Center 220507]

BACKGROUND:
In 2008, Congress approved the National Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA),
which included a one-time $3.9 billion allocation of CDBG-like funds to be used specifically for
the acquisition, rehabilitation, or redevelopment of foreclosed or abandoned properties in areas
targeted in accordance with HERA requirements to enhance neighborhood stabilization. Under
this Act, Escambia County received $4,565,918 in Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP1)
funds.  Last year, Escambia County received an additional $1.2 million in funding for the
Neighborhood Stabillization Program3 (NSP3) under the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act of 2010.

The Board approved the NSP1 and NSP3 Amendments and related activities on November 20,
2008 and February 3, 2011 respectively (Exhibit I). Full copies of the NSP1 and NSP3



Amendments which outline the activities undertaken with this funding can be found online at
http://www.myescambia.com/Bureaus/CommunityServices/Plans_Reports.html. Two local not
for profits, AMR and CEII, have been instrumental in acquiring and rehabilitating foreclosed
properties located in these target areas identified in the plans and selling those units to buyers
at or below 120% of the area median income. The Amendments with AMR (Exhibit II) and
CEII (Exhibit III) will allow them to continue planned activities and sell homes to eligible buyers
before the closeout of the NSP1 grant in March 2013 and closeout of the NSP3 grant in May
2014.

NSP funds are being provided to these agencies through a loan pool for costs related to the
rehabilitation of these homes. Depending on the income of the homebuyer, up to $50,000 of the
NSP financing will be provided to the homebuyer in the form of a deferred payment loan (second
mortgage). All homebuyers will be required to participate in an eight hour HUD-approved
homebuyer education class prior to closing on the home. This program encourages movement
of vacant, foreclosed or abandoned homes, allows a wider variety of income-eligible families to
attain affordable homeownership, and stimulates redevelopment in the targeted NSP areas.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding is included in FY 2012 budget in Fund 129 Cost Centers 220502 and 220507. No
County general revenue funds are required for this project.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
These Amendments have been reviewed and approved by Kristin Hual, Assistant County
Attorney. AMR and CEII have also reviewed the Amendments.

PERSONNEL:
N/A.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Formal Agreements are required for agencies involved with the delivery of NSP services and
such Agreements and their corresponding Amendments must be approved by the Board.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Continued oversight of the implementation of the Agreements will be provided by Neighborhood
Enterprise Foundation, Inc. (NEFI) in order to effect timely close out of the grants in accordance
with HUD deadlines.

Attachments
Ex I: NSP BCC Agenda
Ex II: AMR Amendment
Ex III: CEII Amendment

http://www.myescambia.com/Bureaus/CommunityServices/Plans_Reports.html
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AMENDMENT #3 

NON-PROFIT AGENCY AGREEMENT 
(Agency: AMR at Pensacola, Inc.) 

Escambia County Neighborhood Stabilization Program 
 
 

 THIS AMENDMENT is made and entered into this 28th day of June, 2012, by and 
between the COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, 
hereinafter referred to as the "County," and  AMR AT PENSACOLA, INC.,  a not for 
profit corporation organized under the laws  of  the  State  of  Florida  (FED ID #  59-
2940706), hereinafter  referred  to  as  the "Agency," for the sole purpose of financing 
the acquisition, rehabilitation or redevelopment and resale of foreclosed homes and 
residential properties to qualified persons or families in accordance with provisions of the 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program, hereinafter referred to as the "NSP." 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 

WHEREAS, the County has elected to participate in the NSP Program to target 
negative impacts of the national home foreclosure crisis upon local neighborhoods for the 
benefit of the citizens of Escambia County, Florida; and 
 

WHEREAS, said NSP Program provides that the County may enter into 
agreements with non-profit agencies, private corporations, community organizations 
and/or governmental agencies for purposes of implementing the NSP Program; and 
 

WHEREAS, the non-profit Agency has exhibited the managerial and technical 
ability to carry out income targeted, affordable housing activities within the local area; and 
 

WHEREAS, on April 16, 2009, the County entered an agreement with the Agency 
for the purpose of implementing the NSP Foreclosed Property Acquisition/Rehabilitation 
Project, hereinafter referred to as "Project"; and 
 

WHEREAS, the County and Agency now wish to amend the original Non-Profit 
Agency Agreement dated April 16, 2009 and Amendment #1 dated July 8, 2010 and 
Amendment #2 dated July 7, 2011. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein 
and of the mutual benefits and for other good and valuable consideration the County and 
Agency hereby agree to amend the Non Profit Agency Agreement for the Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program dated April 16, 2009 as follows: 
 

1. ARTICLE VI, Section 6 of the Non-Profit Agency Agreement dated April 16, 2009, 
is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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AMR AT PENSACOLA, INC., a not for profit 
corporation chartered in the State of Florida 

 
 
WITNESSED:                                 By: ______________________________ 
                                                                       President 
_______________________                       Board of Directors 
 
_______________________ 
Print Name 
 
_______________________ 
 
_______________________ 
Print Name 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA 
 
     The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _________  day  of  
________________, 2012, by _______________, President of AMR at Pensacola, Inc., a 
not for profit corporation, who did not take an oath and who: 
 
___ is/are personally known to me. 
___ produced current Florida driver's license as identification. 
___ produced current _______________________________________ as identification. 
 
 
                                                                            _____________________________ 
                                                                                   Signature of Notary Public 
 
         (Notary Seal must be affixed)                  _____________________________ 
                                                                                    Name of Notary Printed 
 
                                                                            My Commission Expires: ________ 
                                                                            Commission Number: ___________ 
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EXHIBIT III 

NSP INCOME LIMITS 
(revised) 

 
 
 

ESCAMBIA/PENSACOLA 
MAXIMUM INCOME ELIGIBILITY LIMITS 

 
(Effective December 1, 2011) 

 
 
# PERSONS 
IN FAMILY 

EXTREMELY 
LOW INCOME 

(30% OF 
MEDIAN) 

VERY LOW 
INCOME  
(50% OF 
MEDIAN) 

LOW  
INCOME (80% 
OF MEDIAN) 

MODERATE 
INCOME (120% 

OF MEDIAN) 

1 $12,450 $20,750 $33,150 $49,750 
2 14,200 23,700 37,900 56,850 
3 16,000 26,650 42,650 63,950 
4 17,750 29,600 47,350 71,050 
5 19,200 32,000 51,150 76,700 
6 20,600 34,350 54,950 82,400 
7 22,050 36,750 58,750 88,100 
8 23,450 39,100 62,550 93,750 
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AMENDMENT #2 
NON-PROFIT AGENCY AGREEMENT 

(Agency: Community Enterprise Investments, Inc.) 
Escambia County Neighborhood Stabilization Program 

 
 

 THIS AMENDMENT is made and entered into this 28th day of June, 2012, by and 
between the COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, 
hereinafter referred to as the "County," and  COMMUNITY ENTERPRISE 
INVESTMENTS, INC.,  a not for profit corporation organized under the laws  of  the  State  
of  Florida  (FED ID #  59-1586520), hereinafter  referred  to  as  the "Agency," for the 
sole purpose of financing the acquisition, rehabilitation or redevelopment and resale of 
foreclosed homes and residential properties to qualified persons or families in accordance 
with provisions of the Neighborhood Stabilization Program, hereinafter referred to as the 
"NSP." 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 

WHEREAS, the County has elected to participate in the NSP Program to target 
negative impacts of the national home foreclosure crisis upon local neighborhoods for the 
benefit of the citizens of Escambia County, Florida; and 
 

WHEREAS, said NSP Program provides that the County may enter into 
agreements with non-profit agencies, private corporations, community organizations 
and/or governmental agencies for purposes of implementing the NSP Program; and 
 

WHEREAS, the non-profit Agency has exhibited the managerial and technical 
ability to carry out income targeted, affordable housing activities within the local area; and 
 

WHEREAS, on July 8, 2010, the County entered an agreement with the Agency 
for the purpose of implementing the NSP Foreclosed Property Acquisition/Rehabilitation 
Project, hereinafter referred to as "Project"; and 
 

WHEREAS, the County and Agency now wish to amend the original Non-Profit 
Agency Agreement dated July 8, 2010 and Amendment #1 dated July 7, 2011. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein 
and of the mutual benefits and for other good and valuable consideration the County and 
AGENCY hereby agree to amend the Non Profit Agency Agreement for the Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program dated July 8, 2010 as follows: 
 

1. ARTICLE VI, Section 6 of the Non-Profit Agency Agreement dated July 8, 2010, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
6. This Agreement shall remain in effect through June 30, 2013, 
unless canceled sooner with or without cause by any party giving thirty 
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COMMUNITY ENTERPRISE INVESTMENTS, 
INC., a not for profit corporation chartered in 
the State of Florida 

 
 
WITNESSED:                                 By: ______________________________ 
                                                                       President 
_______________________                       Board of Directors 
 
_______________________ 
Print Name 
 
_______________________ 
 
_______________________ 
Print Name 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA 
 
     The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _________  day  of  
________________, 2012, by _______________, President of Community Enterprise 
Investments, Inc., a not for profit corporation, who did not take an oath and who: 
 
___ is/are personally known to me. 
___ produced current Florida driver's license as identification. 
___ produced current _______________________________________ as identification. 
 
 
                                                                            _____________________________ 
                                                                                   Signature of Notary Public 
 
         (Notary Seal must be affixed)                  _____________________________ 
                                                                                    Name of Notary Printed 
 
                                                                            My Commission Expires: ________ 
                                                                            Commission Number: ___________ 
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EXHIBIT III 

NSP INCOME LIMITS 
(revised) 

 
 
 

ESCAMBIA/PENSACOLA 
MAXIMUM INCOME ELIGIBILITY LIMITS 

 
(Effective December 1, 2011) 

 
 
# PERSONS 
IN FAMILY 

EXTREMELY 
LOW INCOME 

(30% OF 
MEDIAN) 

VERY LOW 
INCOME  
(50% OF 
MEDIAN) 

LOW  
INCOME (80% 
OF MEDIAN) 

MODERATE 
INCOME (120% 

OF MEDIAN) 

1 $12,450 $20,750 $33,150 $49,750 
2 14,200 23,700 37,900 56,850 
3 16,000 26,650 42,650 63,950 
4 17,750 29,600 47,350 71,050 
5 19,200 32,000 51,150 76,700 
6 20,600 34,350 54,950 82,400 
7 22,050 36,750 58,750 88,100 
8 23,450 39,100 62,550 93,750 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

AI-2725     County Administrator's Report      14. 14.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Change Order #08 to PO #111184 to E. B. Morris General Contractors, Inc. for
Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation Project 

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Change Order Number 08 to E. B. Morris General Contractors,
Inc., for Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation Project - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community
& Environment Department Director 

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the following Change
Order Number 08 for required repairs and improvements in conjunction with the ongoing
rehabilitation of the 48-unit Sanchez Court Apartments:

   
[Funding Sources: Fund 110/Other Grants & Aids-CDBG Disaster Grant, Cost Center 220436,
and Fund 124/Housing/Community Development-CDBG Disaster Recovery Enhancement
Funds, Cost Center 220442]

Department: Community & Environment
Division: Neighborhood Enterprise Foundation, Inc.
Type: Addition
Amount: $18,198.18
Vendor: E. B. Morris General Contractors, Inc.
Project Name: Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation

Project
Contract: PD 10-11.015
PO No.: 111184
CO No.: 08
Original Award Amount: $1,442,218.00
Cumulative Amount of Change Orders through CO
#08:

$   408,383.43

New Contract Total: $1,850,601.43

BACKGROUND:
On April 21, 2011, the Board approved award of bid and contract for the Sanchez Court Rental



On April 21, 2011, the Board approved award of bid and contract for the Sanchez Court Rental
Rehabilitation Project (PD 10-11.015) to the low bidder, E. B. Morris General Contractors, Inc.,
in the base bid amount of $1,442,218. Subsequently, based upon the award of additional CDBG
Disaster Grant funds to the County by the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (formerly
the Florida Department of Community Affairs) on August 4, 2011, the Board approved  Change
Order #01 in the amount of $352,212.75, thereby allowing for the inclusion of Bid Additive
Alternates #2, #3A and #4 in the construction contract.  As the extensive rehabilitation work on
the 48-unit rental complex progressed, additional change orders were approved to address
necessary repairs, summarized as follows:
  
Change Order #02 ($0.00): Administrative Only (Budget Revision)

Change Order #03 ($12,942.95): Repair/replacement of damaged drywall, asbestos
abatement and monitoring and replacement of damaged plywood roof decking required in
excess of bid allowances in Buildings 1, 2, & 3 

Change Order #04 ($12,122.03): Extend gas lines at all kitchen range locations on all 48 units
(per City Building Inspection requirement); Repair/replacement of damaged drywall and
asbestos abatement and monitoring on Buildings 4, 6 & 7; Replacement of damaged plywood
roof decking required in excess of bid allowances in Buildings 4 & 6; Reconfigure existing
electrical conduits/connections required to permit installation of new HVAC unit/duct work in
Building 4 

Change Order #05 ($1,227.96): Replacement of damaged plywood roof decking required in
excess of bid allowances in Buildings 2  & 7 (Building 2 quantity is in addition to C/O #3) 

Change Order #06 ($9,720.66): Replacement of damaged plywood roof decking required in
excess of bid allowances in Buildings 5, 8 & 10 and upgrading to digital thermostats for HVAC

Change Order #07 ($1,958.90): Required modification of Building 11 front porch to address
damage to concrete from very large tree (roots) and to shift new porch away from the offending
tree 

Change Orders #02 - 07 plus proposed Change Order #08 in the amount of $18,198.18 will
bring the aggregate amount above $50,000 which necessitates Board approval of the change
order.   Change Order #08 provides for replacement of damaged plywood roof decking on
Buildings 11, 12 & 16, repair/replacement of damaged drywall, asbestos abatement and
monitoring on Buildings 9, 12, 13 & 15 and fabrication/installation of a building code and ADA
compliant handrail at Buildings 10 & 13. 

At present, 12 of the 16 buildings at Sanchez Court (or 36 of the 48 units) are fully complete.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds are available in Fund 110, Other Grants & Aids, Cost Center 220436, CDBG Disaster
Grant, Object Code 58301 and Fund 124 Housing/Community Development, Cost Center
220442, CDBG Disaster Recovery Enhancement Funds Grant, Object Code 58301.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:



N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This recommendation is in compliance with requirements of the Escambia County Purchasing
Ordinance.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval of the recommendation, a change order will be transmitted to the Office of
Purchasing for processing.  Neighborhood Enterprise Foundation, Inc. (NEFI) staff will
coordinate implementation of the provisions of the change order.

Attachments
Exhibit I
Exhibit II
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8/4/2011 Page 33 of 42 dch/lfc 

RESUME OF THE REGULAR BCC MEETING – Continued 
 
 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 
 
 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 
 
 8. Recommendation:  That the Board approve, and authorize the County Administrator to 

execute, the following Change Order Number 1, which will increase the Purchase Order 
amount to incorporate Alternate #2 to provide and install impact windows; Alternate #4 to 
provide and install new air conditioning condensing units and amenities; Alternate #3A to 
construct gabled front porch elevations for all street-facing rental units; and the additional 
Builder’s Risk Insurance Premium associated with the additional work, summarized as 
follows (Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects/CDBG Disaster Recovery 
Grants, Cost Center 220436, and Fund 124/Affordable Housing, Cost Center 220442): 

 
  Department:     Community & Environment 
  Division:      Neighborhood Enterprise Foundation, Inc. 
  Type:      Addition 
  Amount:      $352,212.75 
  Vendor:      E. B. Morris General Contractors, Inc. 
  Project Name:    Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation/Mitigation Project 

(Service Area #4) 
  Contract:      PD 10-11.015 
  Purchase Order Number: 111184 
  Change Order Number:  1 
  Original Award Amount:        $1,442,218.00 
  Cumulative Amount of Change Orders through Number 1: $   352,212.75 
  New Purchase Order Amount:      $1,794,430.75 
 
  Approved 3-0, with Commissioner Robinson and Commissioner Valentino absent 
 

For Information:  The Board heard Commissioner Young disclose that she serves on the 
Area Housing Board; however, because she is not paid for her service, she has the 
ability to vote on this issue. 
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AI-2744     County Administrator's Report      14. 15.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Amendment #2 to Centralized Homeless Housing/Services Replacement
Facility Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. 

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Amendment #2 to Centralized Homeless Housing/Services
Facility Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. - Keith Wilkins, REP,
Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning State of Florida Department of Economic
Opportunity (DEO) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant
(2008 Storms) and Disaster Recovery Enhancement Funds (DREF) Grant funding for the
Centralized Homeless Housing and Services Replacement Facility Project (Waterfront Rescue
Mission Facility):

A. Approve Amendment #2 to the Centralized Homeless Housing/Services Replacement Facility
Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc., to incorporate CDBG Disaster
Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) and DREF funding of $280,417.25 (increasing the total Grant
funding from $2,680,000 to $2,960,417.25) to finalize construction of the replacement
Centralized Homeless Housing and Services Facility on Waterfront property located at 350 West
Herman Street; and

B. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Amendment and all related
documents as required to implement the project.

[Funding: Fund 110/CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant, Cost Center 220436 and Fund
124/Housing/Community Development, Cost Center 220442]

BACKGROUND:
In September 2008, Congress approved the Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance and
Continuing Appropriations Act 2009 for the purpose of providing funds to address impacts of the
2008 Presidentially Declared Disasters. A portion of the funding was allocated to the State of
Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) for use in supporting Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) eligible activities authorized under the 2008 Storms CDBG Disaster
Recovery Program. Through this opportunity, Escambia County, in consultation with the City of
Pensacola and Town of Century, received $7,067,397 for CDBG eligible activities that mutually
benefited the jurisdictions, including a set-aside specifically limited to affordable housing (see
Exhibit I for Board Resume regarding the original grant award). The funds were allocated to



four CDBG eligible projects, including: Lakewood Sanitary Sewer Improvements (Lakewood
Subdivision in Warrington); Century Stormwater Drainage Improvements (specifically on
Jefferson Avenue and Pond Street); Sanchez Court Rental Rehabilitation/Mitigation (48-units
adjacent to Morris Court Apartments); and the Centralized Replacement Homeless
Housing/Services Facility (the new Waterfront Rescue Mission facility located at 350 W. Herman
Street). 

On July 8, 2010, the Board approved the Centralized Homeless Housing and Services Facility
Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. providing $1,800,000 in CDBG
Disaster Grant support. After filing the original Grant application with DCA, additional CDBG
funds, known as Disaster Recovery Enhancement Funds (DREF), were awarded to the Florida
Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), formerly DCA, by HUD to supplement ongoing
projects. Therefore, on August 18, 2011, the Board approved Amendment #1 to the Facility
Development Agreement providing for an additional $880,000 in DREF funds toward the total
costs of the facility (see  Exhibit II for BCC approval resumes regarding the Agreement and
Amendment #1). Subsequently, on May 30, 2012, a final Modification to adjust available grant
balances was approved by DEO. This Modification authorizes an additional $280,417.25 in
combined CDBG Disaster Grant and DREF funding for the facility. The new Waterfront Rescue
Homeless Housing and Services Facility is substantially complete and undergoing initial
occupancy. Amendment #2 to the Facility Development Agreement will reimburse Waterfront
Rescue Mission for an additional $280,417.25 in eligible project costs bringing the total Grant
support to $2,960,417.25 (see  Exhibit III for Amendment #2).

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The DREF funds are budgeted in Fund 124, Cost Center 220442. The balance of the funding for
this project from the original CDBG Disaster (2008 Storms) Grant is budgeted in Fund 110, Cost
Center 220436. Funds are being shifted between eligible projects to finance this Amendment.
No County general fund revenue is required for this program, though CDBG funds may be
combined with other public, private or other non-CDBG grant funds to complete eligible projects.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Amendment #2 to the Agreement has been approved by Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney.
Waterfront legal representatives have also reviewed and approved the Amendment.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
A formal Amendment between Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. and the County is required to
incorporate the CDBG Disaster Grant and DREF funding toward the total cost of the project.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Grant implementation and oversight have been provided by Neighborhood Enterprise
Foundation, Inc. (NEFI). NEFI will continue to work closely with Florida Department of Economic
Opportunity, City of Pensacola, CRA, Escambia County Planning and Engineering, Waterfront
Rescue Mission, Inc. and various support staff to finalize facility development and the grant
closeout process. These parties are aware of the approval schedule for this recommendation.

Attachments
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Exhibit II
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES – Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 

 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 

 1-17. Approval of Various Consent Agenda Items – Continued 

 2. Approving, and authorizing the Interim County Administrator to execute, the following 
Change Order (Funding Source: Fund 115, Professional Training, Cost Center 290206, 
Object Code 56401): 

  Bureau:      Corrections 
  Division:      Escambia County Road Prison 
  Type:      Addition 
  Amount:      $37,694 
  Vendor:      Hub City Ford, Inc. 
  Project Name:    K-9 Training Units 
  Contract:      Piggyback Florida Sheriff’s Association Contract #09-17-

0908
  Purchase Order Number: 101383 
  Change Order Number:  1 
  Original Award Amount:      $34,604 
  This Change Order Amount:    $37,694
  New Contract Total:       $72,298 

 3. Accepting the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery (2008 
Storms) Grant #10DB-D4-01-27-01-K08, which was approved by the State of Florida 
Department of Community Affairs, awarding a total of $7,067,397 for approved, 
CDBG-eligible projects jointly benefiting the citizens of Escambia County, the City of 
Pensacola, and the Town of Century. 

 4. See Page 31. 
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RESUME OF THE REGULAR BCC MEETING – Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 

 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 

 10. Recommendation:  That the Board take the following action concerning the State of 
Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) (Funding:  Fund 110, Other 
Grants and Projects, if awarded): 

  A. Adopt the Resolution authorizing submission of the Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Grant (2008 Storms) Application to the Florida 
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), in the maximum amount of $7,067,397, for 
the benefit of the citizens of Escambia County, the City of Pensacola, and the Town 
of Century;

  B. Approve the Interlocal Agreement with the City of Pensacola for joint implementation 
of affordable housing activities, estimated at $3,000,000 in CDBG Disaster Recovery 
Grant (2008 Storms) funds; 

  C. Approve the Interlocal Agreement with the Town of Century, subject to legal signoff, 
for implementation of an estimated $600,000 in CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant 
(2008 Storms) funds; and

  D. Authorize the County Administrator and/or Chairman, as appropriate, to execute all 
Application and Grant award documents, Agreements, related forms, and any other 
documents as may be required to submit, receive, and fully implement the Disaster 
Recovery Grant. 

Approved 5-0

 11. Recommendation:  That the Board accept the funding recommendations from the United 
Way Human Services Appropriations Committee for Fiscal Year 2009-2010, in the 
amount of $95,500, in the adopted Fiscal Year 2009-2010 Budget, Public Social 
Services, General Fund 001, Cost Center 220202. 

Approved 5-0

Randy
Highlight
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES – Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 

 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 

 24. Waterfront Rescue Homeless Facility

  Motion made by Commissioner White, seconded by Commissioner Robertson, and 
carried unanimously, taking the following action regarding the State of Florida 
Department of Community Affairs Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
Disaster Recovery (2008 Storms) Grant, funding the Centralized Homeless Housing and 
Services Facility Replacement Project (Waterfront Rescue Mission Facility) (Funding:  
Fund 110/CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant, Cost Center 220436; and Fund 124/ 
Affordable Housing, Cost Center 220406): 

  A. Approving the Centralized Homeless Housing/Services Replacement Facility 
Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. (Waterfront), in the 
amount of $1,800,000, to support construction of a replacement Centralized 
Homeless Housing and Services Facility on Waterfront property, located at 
350 West Herman Street, utilizing CDBG Disaster Recovery funds; 

  B. Approving to acknowledge Waterfront’s unconditional agreement to completely and 
permanently vacate the existing property and facilities located at 16 West Main 
Street and, further, prohibit its use by Waterfront, Waterfront affiliates, other 
agencies/organizations or individuals for emergency, transitional, or permanent 
housing, or for delivery of services, including food, outreach/counseling, or 
supportive services to the homeless or less fortunate; and 

  C. Authorizing the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Agreement and all 
related documents as required to implement the project. 

  For Information:  The Board heard Commissioner Robertson disclose that he serves on 
the Waterfront Rescue Mission Board; however, because it is an unpaid position for a 
not-for-profit entity, he is not precluded from voting. 

2042
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RESUME OF THE REGULAR BCC MEETING – Continued 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 

 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 

 15. Recommendation:  That the Board take the following action concerning supplemental 
State of Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Enhancement Funds (DREF) Grant funding for the 
Centralized Homeless Housing/Services Replacement Facility Project (Waterfront 
Rescue Mission Facility) (Funding:  Fund 110/CDBG Disaster Recovery Grant, Cost 
Center 220436; and Fund 124/Affordable Housing, Cost Center 220442): 

  A. Approve Amendment #1 to the Centralized Homeless Housing/Services 
Replacement Facility Development Agreement with Waterfront Rescue Mission, Inc. 
(Waterfront), to incorporate DREF funding of $880,000 (increasing the total Grant 
funding from $1,800,000 to $2,680,000), for the ongoing construction of a 
replacement Centralized Homeless Housing and Services Facility on Waterfront 
property located at 350 West Herman Street, utilizing CDBG Disaster Recovery 
funds; and 

  B. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to execute the Amendment and all related 
documents as required to implement the Project. 

Approved 4-0, with Commissioner Young absent

For Information:  The Board heard Commissioner Robertson disclose that he serves on 
the Board of Directors for the Waterfront Rescue Mission; however, he is not precluded 
from voting on this issue. 
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AI-2749     County Administrator's Report      14. 16.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Individual or Blanket Purchase Orders per PD 10-11.065 General Paving and
Drainage Pricing Agreement 

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Issuance of Individual or Blanket Purchase Orders, Per PD
10-11.065, General Paving and Drainage Pricing Agreement - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community
& Environment Department Director

That the Board authorize the issuance of Individual or Blanket Purchase Orders, per PD
10-11.065, General Paving and Drainage Pricing Agreement, in accordance with the Escambia
County, Florida, Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Purchases and Contracts, to the
following contractors in Fiscal Year 2011-2012, not to exceed $1,500,000 in total:

Panhandle Grading & Paving, Inc.
APAC Mid-South, Inc.
Utility Service Co., Inc.
Gulf Atlantic Constructors, Inc.
Heaton Brothers Construction Co., Inc.
Starfish, Inc., of Alabama
Roads, Inc., of NWF

[Funding: Fund 151, Community Redevelopment Agency, Cost Centers:  220515, 220516,
220517, 220519, 220520]

BACKGROUND:
The Invitation to Bid (ITB) for PD 10-11.065 General Paving & Drainage Agreement was
approved by the Board of County Commissioners on 09/15/2011.  This solicitation provides for
small-scale paving, drainage and resurfacing projects up to $350,000.00, with the value of a
project exceeding no more than 10% in BOL items.  The pricing agreement is a unit price
agreement with multiple vendors. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding is available in Fund 151, Community Redevelopment Agency, Cost Centers: 220515,
220516, 220517, 220519, 220520

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Legal consideration is not part of this purchase order request.



Legal consideration is not part of this purchase order request.

PERSONNEL:
Community & Environment Department/Community Redevelopment Agency staff shall perform
the function of Contract Administration and Management with the assistance of the Office of
Purchasing for specific needs.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Escambia County, Florida Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Article II, Purchases and
Contracts, provides for Board approval of contracts in the amount of fifty thousand dollars
($50,000) or greater.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
This request has been prepared in coordination with the Purchasing, Accounting and
Engineering Divisions. 



   

AI-2706     County Administrator's Report      14. 17.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Residential Rehab Grant Funding and Lien Agreements for 200 Payne Road
From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Residential Rehab Grant Funding and Lien Agreements for
200 Payne Road - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board ratify the following June 28, 2012, action of the Board of County Commissioners
of Escambia County, acting in its capacity as the Escambia County Community Redevelopment
Agency (CRA), concerning the Residential Rehab Grant Funding and Lien Agreements for the
property located at 200 Payne Road:

A.  Approving the Residential Rehab Grant Program Funding and Lien Agreements between
Escambia County CRA and Theresa I. Wade, the owner of residential property located at 200
Payne Road, Pensacola, Florida, in the Warrington Redevelopment Area, each in the amount of
$1,030, representing an in-kind match through the Warrington Tax Increment Financing (TIF),
Fund 151, Cost Center 220516, Object Code 58301, for connecting to sanitary sewer; and

B.  Authorizing the Chairman to sign the Funding and Lien Agreements and any related
documents necessary to implement this Grant award.

BACKGROUND:
On June 28, 2012, a CRA meeting was convened to consider approval of the aforementioned
actions between the Escambia County CRA and Theresa I. Wade.  A rendering of the project is
attached.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding for the Grant will be provided through the Warrington TIF, Fund 151, Cost Center
220516, Object Code 58301.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Funding and Lien Agreements were reviewed and approved as to form and legal sufficiency
by Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney.

PERSONNEL:
Community & Environment Department/Community Redevelopment Agency (CED/CRA) staff



Community & Environment Department/Community Redevelopment Agency (CED/CRA) staff
will manage this Grant award.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board approval is required for disbursement of funds to all private individuals or outside
agencies.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
CED/CRA staff, in coordination with property owner(s), handle all implementation tasks.
CED/CRA staff will monitor the work in progress and will be responsible for compiling the
necessary documentation prior to the Grant award.

Attachments
Theresa Wade Rehab Grant



















   

AI-2803     County Administrator's Report      14. 18.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Approval of Contract between Escambia County and the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Approval of Contract between Escambia County and the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection - Keith Wilkins, REP, Community and Environment
Director

That the Board take the following action concerning a Contract between Escambia County and
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection:

A.  Approve the Contract between the Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the
Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, that provides for the County to provide
construction administration services for specified Natural Resource Damage Assessment
(NRDA) Early Restoration Projects on a Task Assignment Basis for a combination fixed
price/fee schedule/cost reimbursement basis, as specified in each Task Assignment; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Contract and subsequent documents as necessary
for fulfillment of the Contract subject to Legal review and sign-off.

(CONTRACT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

[Funding:  General Fund 001, Community & Environment Administration, Cost Center 220101. 
All funds received from this Contract will be deposited into the fund which incurred the cost]

BACKGROUND:
The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) is contracting the design and
construction of Natural Resource Damage Assessment (NRDA) Early Restoration Projects
within Escambia County.  To compensate Escambia County for local construction oversight and
construction administration services, FDEP and Escambia County are entering into this
contract.  This will enable Escambia County to be reimbursed for staff time and/or contractor
expenses associated with these activies as approved on individual Task Assignments.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
General Fund 001, Community & Environment Administration, Cost Center 220101.  All funds
received from this contract will be deposited into the fund which incurred the cost.



LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Legal will review and approve the contract as to form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
Personnel will be utilized from various divisions and departments as required by the nature of
the project.  It is expected staff from Marine Resources, Water Quality & Land Management
Divisions, Community & Environment Administration and Engineering Division will be utilized.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
This Board Action is voluntary but will ensure local involvement in the implementation of these
BP Deepwater Oil Spill restoration projects and provide for local oversight and community
liasion.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Community & Environment Department will implement the terms of this contract on behalf
of the County and serve as the point of contact for distribution of tasks to appropriate County
departments and divisions.



   

AI-2786     County Administrator's Report      14. 19.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa County Relating to the Escambia River
Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris Removal Project

From: Keith Wilkins, REP, Department Director
Organization: Community & Environment
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa County Relating to the
Escambia River Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris Removal Project - Keith Wilkins,
REP, Community & Environment Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Interlocal Agreement Relating to the
Escambia River Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris Removal Project:

A.  Approve the Interlocal Agreement with Santa Rosa County Relating to the Escambia River
Derelict Vessels and Associated Debris Removal Project for Fiscal Year 2011-2012 and past
this date, if necessary, with Santa Rosa County reimbursing the County, for actual costs relating
to the Project in the amount not to exceed $45,000; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to sign the Interlocal Agreement and any subsequent Agreement
and related documents.

[Funding Source:  Fund 110, Other Grants & Projects, CC 220807, Vessel Registration Fees. 
Escambia County will submit invoices to Santa Rosa County for reimbursement on a pro-rata
basis based on a 50%/50% cost share]

BACKGROUND:
On March 4, 2010, the Board approved Resolution R2010-29, support for and requesting the
State of Florida take immediate action to remove Escambia River logjams.  Escambia County
and Santa Rosa County are cooperatively funding equally to remove and dispose the Escambia
River derelict vessels and associated debris near Cotton Lake.  All actions and work performed
to this agreement will be in compliance with all permits, licenses, and agreements required to
remove and dispose of derelict vessels and associated debris materials.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Fund 110, Other Grants & Projects, CC 220807, Vessel Registration Fees.  Escambia County
will submit invoices to Santa Rosa County for reimbursement on a pro-rata basis based on a
50%/50% cost share.]

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:



Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney, reviewed and approved the Interlocal Agreement as to
the form and legal sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
No additional personnel will be required as a result of this Interlocal Agreement.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires Board approval of all Interlocal Agreements.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Commmunity & Environment Department, Marine Resources Division, staff will coordinate
with Santa Rosa County to complete all implementation requirements of this Interlocal
Agreement.

Attachments
Interlocal Agreement
Resolution R2010-29



















   

AI-2705     County Administrator's Report      14. 20.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement #13-FG-XX-01-27-01-084
From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement - Michael D. Weaver,
Public Safety Department Director

That the Board take the following action regarding the Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement
#13-FG-XX-01-27-01-084:

A.  Approve the State of Florida Division of Emergency Management (FDEM) Performance
Federally-Funded Subgrant Agreement, providing funds in the amount of $99,940, to assist in
enhancing the daily and emergency operations of the Escambia County Division of Emergency
Management and to assist in the local disaster planning and community outreach efforts for the
period July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2013; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Subgrant Agreement and all related
documents as required to implement the Subgrant.

[Funding: Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330409]

BACKGROUND:
Federal funds are provided to assist local governments in enhancing and sustaining all-hazards
emergency management capabilities as it relates to organization, planning, training, and
exercises.  These funds require a dollar-for-dollar match that is applied against the Escambia
County Division of Emergency Management's budget.  No additional matching funds are
required.  This Agreement is providing funds in the amount of $99,940, with a contract period of
July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2013.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The grant funds are designed as an operational, planning, training, and exercise cost
reimbursement to the Division of Emergency Management with a non-federal dollar-for-dollar
match requirement.  The current General Fund support of the Escambia County Division of
Emergency Management budget meets the match requirement and no additional matching
funds are required to be identified to implement this grant.  Funds for this grant will be identified
in Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330409.

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:
John Dosh, Division of Emergency Management Manager, will oversee implementation upon
approval of the agreement.  This grant is being coordinated with the Florida Division of
Emergency Management.

Attachments
EMPG Contract







































































   

AI-2708     County Administrator's Report      14. 21.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: State-Funded Subgrant Agreement #13-BG-06-01-27-01-017
From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a State-Funded Subgrant Agreement - Michael D. Weaver, Public
Safety Department Director

That the Board take the following action regarding the State-Funded Subgrant Agreement
#13-BG-06-01-27-01-017:

A.  Approve the State of Florida, Division of Emergency Management (FDEM), Emergency
Management Preparedness and Assistance (EMPA) State-Funded Subgrant Agreement,
providing funds in the amount of $105,806, to assist in enhancing the daily and emergency
operations of the Escambia County Division of Emergency Management and to assist in local
disaster planning and community outreach efforts for the period July 1, 2012, through June 30,
2013; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman or Vice-Chairman to execute the Subgrant Agreement and all related
documents as required to implement the Subgrant.

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

BACKGROUND:
The State of Florida created the EMPA in 1993 to provide funding assistance to local
governments and other service organizations to improve disaster preparedness and public
education.  This grant is providing funds in the amount of $105,806 for fiscal year 2013.  Funds
must be expended by June 30, 2013.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The grant funds are designed as an operational cost reimbursement to the Escambia County
Division of Emergency Management, with an indirect match requirement, "at a minimum, the
recipient shall continue to provide other funding for the Recipient's Emergency management
Agency at an amount equal to either: (1) the average of the previous three years' level of county
general revenue funding of the Recipient's Emergency Management Agency; or (2) the level of
funding for the Recipient's Emergency Management Agency for the last fiscal year, whichever
figure is lower (Rule Chapter 9G-19.011, Florida Administrative Code.)  Recipient's general
revenue funding for 911 services, emergency medical services, law enforcement, criminal
justice, public works, or other services outside the local emergency management agency as



defined by Section 252.38, Florida Statutes, shall not be included in determining the "level of
county funding of the Recipient's Emergency Management Agency."  "The Recipient shall certify
compliance with Rule Chapter 9G-19, Florida Administrative Code by its execution of this
Agreement, and as a condition precedent to receipt of funding"

The current General Fund support of the Escambia County Division of Emergency Management
budget meets the match requirement and no additional matching funds are required to be
identified to implement this grant.  Funds for this grant will be identified in Fund 110, Other
Grants and Projects, Cost Center 330405.

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:
John Dosh, Division of Emergency Management Manager, will oversee implementation upon
approval of the agreement..  This grant is being coordinated with the Florida Division of
Emergency Management.

Attachments
EMPA Contract

















































































   

AI-2789     County Administrator's Report      14. 22.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighter Grant Program Application - Fire Services
Division

From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Federal Emergency Management Agency 2012 Assistance to
Firefighters Grant Program, Fire Services Division Matching Grant Application - Michael D.
Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board authorize the Escambia County Fire Services Division to submit an electronic
application, pending review and approval by the Office of Management and Budget and County
Attorney’s Office, for the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 2012 Assistance to
Firefighters Grant program, in the amount of $614,090, with a 20% County match of $122,818,
for the purchase of two Bauer breathing air compressors, a mobile data system, and wild-land
firefighting gear.

[Funding Source: Fund 143, Fire Protection Fund, Cost Center 330206 Fire Dept. Paid]

BACKGROUND:
The application period for the FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant program opened
Monday, June 11, with a submittal deadline of July 6, 2012, which did not allow sufficient time
for completion of the application, and its review and approval by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) and County Attorney’s Office, prior to the agenda deadline for the June 28, 2012,
Board meeting.  The next Board meeting is not scheduled until July 12, 2012.

If authorized by the Board, and OMB and the County Attorney’s Office both approve the
application, it will be submitted electronically by the Fire Services Manager, as the County
Administrator’s designee.

If FEMA awards the grant to Escambia County Fire Services, it will provide 80% of the $614,090
estimated cost.  Escambia County Fire Services will be responsible for its
share, $122,818.  Escambia County Fire Services Division is requesting matching grant funds to
enable purchase of the following items. 

A. Two Bauer breathing air compressors for stations which currently do not have compressors
and must travel to neighboring stations to refill their breathing air bottles. This will save time, fuel
and keep the units in their districts. (Estimated cost $93,022)



B. A mobile data communications system to be integrated with 911-dispatch to improve
in-vehicle communication, messaging and data transfer. (Estimated cost $376,068)

C. Wild-land firefighting gear, to provide cooler, lightweight personal protective equipment for
firefighters when battling wild fires. (Estimated cost $145,000)

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
If the grant is awarded by the Department of Homeland Security, the budgetary impact to the
Fire Protection Fund will be $122,818.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Submittal of the grant application is subject to review and approval by OMB and the County
Attorney’s Office.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires prior review and approval of a competitive grant application when there is
a match of County funds included in the proposed grant and no such cash-match amount has
been approved within the County budget.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Department of Public Safety will ensure review and approval of the grant application is
secured before submitting application, in accordance with Board policy.



   

AI-2632     County Administrator's Report      14. 23.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Northpointe Boulevard and La Borde Lane - Neighborhood Enhancement Plan
From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Northpointe Boulevard - Neighborhood Enhancement Plan - Joy
D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director 

That the Board take the following action concerning a Neighborhood Enhancement Plan on
Northpointe Boulevard, from Eastpointe Drive to Chambord Lane, and on La Borde Lane, from
Northpointe Boulevard to Gladstone Drive:

A. Approve waiving the existing Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) policy requirements; and

B. Approve implementation of the Neighborhood Enhancement Plan for Northpointe Boulevard,
from Eastpointe Drive to Chambord Lane, and on La Borde Lane, from Northpointe Boulevard to
Gladstone Drive, with a cost not to exceed $8,000. 

At an initial meeting with residents from Northpointe Boulevard and La Borde Lane on February
28, 2012, the residents complained of speeding issues on Northpointe Boulevard and the
volume of traffic and speeding issues on La Borde Lane.  A traffic speed count was conducted
on La Borde Lane and resulted in an average speed of 28 miles per hour on a 25 miles per
hour  roadway, and a speed count conducted on Northpointe Boulevard resulted in an average
speed of 31 miles per hour on a 25 miles per hour roadway.

[Funding Source: Fund 352, "Local Option Sales Tax III", Account 210107/56301]

BACKGROUND:
At an initial meeting with residents from Northpointe Boulevard and La Borde Lane on February
28, 2012, the residents complained of speeding issues on Northpointe Boulevard and the
volume of traffic and speeding issues on La Borde Lane. Following an investigation of the area,
it was found that the majority of the roads in Northpointe Subdivison currently have traffic
calming devices installed potentially diverting traffic to La Borde Lane. A traffic speed count was
conducted on La Borde Lane and resulted in an average speed of 28 mph on a 25 mph
roadway and a speed count conducted on Northpointe Boulevard resulted in an average speed
of 31 mph on a 25 mph roadway. On May 13th, a meeting was held with County staff and
neighborhood residents to discuss the speed count results. 

Residents on La Borde Lane requested additional traffic calming devices in hopes that it will



help reduce the current high volume of traffic. Staff explained that when violations and volumes
are low based on traffic counts, results may be minimal. A letter has been mailed to all residents
within the subject area listing proposed locations of the traffic calming devices. To date, County
staff has not received any negative responses regarding the proposed locations.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Use allocated Neighborhood Enhancement Program funds for Fiscal Year 2012/2013 at a cost
not to exceed $8,000. Fund 352 "Local Option Sales Tax III", Account 210107/56301.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
Project will be managed by existing Transportation & Traffic Operations staff.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Waive existing MSBU/Traffic Calming Policy.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Escambia County Pricing Agreement will be used.

Attachments
Neighborhood Enhancement Plan



SUBJECT AREA

ESCAMBIA COUNTY

NEIGHBORHOOD ENHANCEMENT PLAN
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AI-2637     County Administrator's Report      14. 24.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Speed Reductions - Multiple Roadways
From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Speed Reductions - Multiple Roadways - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E.,
Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning traffic restrictions – speed reductions:

A. Adopt the Resolution for the reduction in speed from 30 miles per hour to 25 miles per hour,
for the following roadway segments:

1. Hollowbrook Drive, from 1,300 feet east of Guidy Lane to end of road;
2. Quiet Creek Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to Hollowbrook Drive;
3. Stone Meadow Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to end of road;
4. Huntsman Path, from north end of road to south end of road;
5. Huntsman Circle, from Huntsman Path to end of road;
6. Stone Bridge Road, from Huntsman Path to end of road;
7. Creek Bridge Road, from Hollowbrook Drive to end of road;
8. Hound Chase Circle, from Foxrun Road to end of road;
9. Blue Fox Place, from Foxrun Road to end of road;
10. West Club Drive, from Foxrun Road to Burning Tree Road;
11. Foxfire Place, from West Club Drive to end of road;
12. Vixen Place, from West Club Drive to end of road;
13. Foxborough Drive, from Foxrun Road to Vixen Place;
14. Foxrun Circle from Foxrun Road to end of road;
15. Sugar Creek Drive, from 1,380 feet south of Greenbriar Boulevard to Foxrun Rd;
16. Sugar Creek Circle, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road;
17. Pickwood Drive, from east Nine Mile Road to Candlewood Circle (north);
18. Candlewood Circle, from Pickwood Drive to Pickwood Drive;
19. Coachman Court, from Pickwood Drive to end of road;
20. Hollowbrook Drive, from Guidy Lane to 1,300 feet east of Guidy Lane;
21. Hollowbrook Circle, from Hollowbrook Drive to north end of road;
22. Stillbrook Road, from Guidy Lane to Pickwood Drive;
23. Sugar Creek Drive, from Greenbriar Boulevard to Sugar Creek Circle;
24. Sugar Creek Place, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road; and
25. Sugar Creek Terrace, from Sugar Creek Drive to end of road and



B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolution.

[Funds are budgeted in Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 211201,
Object Code 53401 for sign installations]

BACKGROUND:
The Transportation & Traffic Operations Division received citizen requests to lower the speed
limit on these roads. County staff evaluated the condition of the roadways and the requests for
lower speed limits are supported by staff based on the number of curves, and the layout and
design of the roads.

The Board is authorized under Sections 316.006 (3)(a)(b), 316.008(1)(j) and 316.189(2)(a) of
the Florida Statutes (2009) to establish regulations on County roadways and streets. Chapter
94, Article I, Section 94-1 of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances (Ordinance No.
2003-26), authorizes the County Engineer to place restrictions on the movement of traffic on
County roadways and streets. This authorization requires the County Engineer to file quarterly,
for Board ratification by Resolution, a list of all limitation orders established under this section.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds are budgeted in Fund 175, Transportation Trust Fund, Cost Center 211201, Object Code
53401 for sign installations.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Kristin Hual, Assistant County Attorney, reviewed and approved the resolution as to form and
legal sufficiency on May 17, 2012.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The appropriate speed limit signs have been installed on all roadways. Upon adoption, a copy of
the Resolution will be forwarded to the Sheriff’s Department.

Attachments
Resolution
Map 1
Map 2
Map 3







SUBJECT AREA

ESCAMBIA COUNTY

LOCATION MAP
SPEED LIMIT REDUCTION FROM 30 MPH TO 25MPH

Foxrun Subdivision

ROADWAY NAME BEGIN END

Hollowbrook Dr. 1,300 feet east of Guidy Lane  End of Road
Quiet Creek Rd Hollowbrook Dr Hollowbrook Dr.
Stone Meadow Rd Hollowbrook Dr End of Road
Huntsman Path North End of Road South End of Road
Huntsman Circle Huntsman Path End of Road
Stone Bridge Rd Huntsman Path End of Road
Creek Bridge Rd Hollowbrook Dr End of Road
Hound Chase Cir Foxrun Rd End of Road
Blue Fox Pl Foxrun Rd End of Road
West Club Dr Foxrun Rd Burning Tree Rd
Foxfire Pl West Club Drive End of Road
Vixen Pl West Club Drive End of Road
Foxborough Dr Foxrun Rd Vixen Pl
Foxrun Cir Foxrun Rd End of Road
Sugar Creek Dr 1,380 feet south of Greenbriar Blvd Foxrun Rd
Sugar Creek Cir Sugar Creek Dr End of Road



SUBJECT AREA

ESCAMBIA COUNTY

LOCATION MAP
SPEED LIMIT REDUCTION FROM 30 MPH TO 25MPH

Carrollwood Subdivision

HOLLOWBROOK DR

ROADWAY NAME BEGIN END

Pickwood Dr. E. Nine Mile Rd. Candlewood Cir (north)
Candlewood Cir Pickwood Dr. Pickwood Dr.
Coachman Ct. Pickwood Dr. End of Road
Hollowbrook Dr. Guidy Ln. 1,300' east of Guidy Ln
Hollowbrook Cir Hollowbrook Dr. North End of Road
Stillbrook Rd. Guidy Ln. Pickwood Dr.



SUBJECT AREA

ESCAMBIA COUNTY

LOCATION MAP
SPEED LIMIT REDUCTION FROM 30 MPH TO 25MPH

Sugar Creek Subdivision

ROADWAY NAME BEGIN END

Sugar Creek Dr. Greenbriar Blvd. Sugar Creek Cir.
Sugar Creek Pl. Sugar Creek Dr. End of Road
Sugar Creek Ter. Sugar Creek Dr. End of Road

SUG
AR CREEK

 PL

SUG
AR CREEK

 TER



   

AI-2685     County Administrator's Report      14. 25.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Contract PD 09-10.057 "PD&E Study for SR289 (9th Avenue) from Underwood
Avenue to SR742 (Creighton Road)"

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a Change Order to Baskerville Donovan, Inc., on Contract
PD 09-10.057 "Project Development and Environmental (PD&E) Study for State Road (SR) 289
(9th Avenue) from Underwood Avenue to SR 742 (Creighton Road) " - Joy D. Blackmon, P.E.,
Public Works Department Director

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the following Change
Order:

Department: Public Works
Division: Engineering/Infrastructure Division
Type: Addition
Amount: $430,095.00
Vendor: Baskerville Donovan, Inc.
Project Name: 9th and Langley Avenue
Contract: Contract PD 09-10.057, "PD&E Study for SR 289 (9th Avenue)

from Underwood Avenue to SR 742 (Creighton Road)"
PO No.: 101686
CO No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $699,999.45
Cumulative Amount of
Change Orders through this
CO:

$430,095.00

New Contract Total: $1,130,094.45



Meeting in regular session on August 19, 2010, the Board approved awarding a Task Order
Contract, PD 09-10.057, SR 289 (9th Avenue) from Underwood to SR 742 (Creighton Road)
Project Development and Environmental (PD&E) Study, per terms and conditions of Contract
PD 02-03.79, Professional Services, as Governed by Florida Statute 287.055 to Baskerville
Donovan, Inc., for a lump sum amount of $699,999.45. 

This Change Order will be issued to begin and complete Phase 1 (30% design) of the 9th
Avenue-Langley Avenue Intersection Project.  The intent of this Change Order is to break out
the initial portions of the project from the overall design in order to develop a 30% set of working
documents based upon the preferred alternate selected during the PD&E process.   Updated
construction cost estimate based upon the design information developed in the preliminary will
be prepared.  In addition, the design firm will assist Escambia County in attempting a Joint
Participation Agreement with the City of Pensacola to fund this project.   The Contract states if
the Consultant's performance is acceptable to the County, then an Engineering Design Services
contract will be by a negotiated fee with Escambia County.

[Funding Source:  Fund 352 "Local Option Sales Tax III", Cost Center 210107, Object Code
56301, Project #08EN0534, "9th and Langley"]

BACKGROUND:
Meeting in regular session on August 19, 2010, the Board approved awarding a Task Order
Contract, PD 09-10.057, SR289 (Ninth Avenue) from Underwood to SR742 (Creighton Road)
PD&E Study, per terms and conditions of Contract PD 02-03.79, Professional Services, as
Governed by Florida Statute 287.055 to Baskerville Donovan, Inc., for a lump sum amount of
$699,999.45. 

This Change Order will be issued to begin and complete Phase 1 (30% design) of the 9th
Avenue-Langley Avenue Intersection Project. The intent of this change order is to break out the
initial portions of the project from the overall design in order to develop a 30% set of working
documents based upon the preferred alternate selected during the PD&E process. Updated
construction cost estimate based upon the design information developed in the preliminary will
be prepared. In addition, the design firm will assist Escambia County in attempting a Joint
Participation Agreement with the City of Pensacola to fund this project. The contract states if the
Consultant performance is acceptable to the County, then Engineering Design Services contract
will be by a negotiate fee with Escambia County.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this project are available in Fund 352 "Local Option Sales Tax III", Cost Center
210107, Object Code 56301, Project #08EN0534.

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



This recommendation is in compliance with the provisions of the Code of Ordinances of
Escambia County, Florida, Chapter 46, Finance, Article II, Purchase and Contracts.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval of this recommendation, a Change Order will be transmitted to the Office of
Purchasing for processing,

Attachments
Change Order 9th 30% Design
PO101686 with Agreement
Board Action 081910



ESCAMBIA COUNTY 

 

9
th

 Avenue-Langley Avenue Intersection Design 
 

SCOPE OF SERVICE -TASK ORDER No. 2A 
 
Baskerville-Donovan, Inc. (BDI) is pleased to submit this proposal to the Escambia County for 
Engineering Services for a task order to complete the initial Phase 1 (30% design) of the 9th 
Avenue-Langley Avenue Intersection Project. The intent of this scope is to break out the initial 
portions of the project from the overall design in order to develop a 30% set of working 
documents based upon the preferred alternate selected during the PD&E process.  BDI will 
prepare an updated construction cost estimate based upon the design information developed in the 
preliminary plans.  In addition, BDI will assist the County in attempting to develop a joint 
participation agreement with the City of Pensacola to fund this project.  This scope and Task 
Order No. 2A is an integral sub-set of the overall Task Order No.2 Design Scope and Fee 
previously provided. 
 
This scope meets the requirements of an FDOT Phase 1 submittal. Initial data collection 
including survey, utility coordination, preliminary geotechnical investigations and roadway and 
drainage analysis will be included.  The following items will be included in the Phase 1 plan set: 

 Key Sheet 
 Drainage Map 
 Typical Sections 
 Project layout 
 Roadway Plan-Profile 
 Special Profile 
 Intersection Layout/Detail 
 Cross Sections 
 Traffic Control Plans 
 

The work effort required to complete a Phase 1 submittal has been broken out from the overall 
scope of services and fee schedule and the items listed below reflect the Phase 1 efforts: 

 Project General Tasks    $  22,778 
 Roadway Analysis    $119,432 
 Roadway Plans     $101,721 
 Drainage Analysis    $  26,004 
 Utilities      $  12,250 
 Field Survey     $  93,660 
 Survey Office Support    $    4,250 
 Geotechnical Phase 1    $  30,000 
 Meetings –JPA Assistance    $  20,000 

Total   $430,095 
 
These tasks and the Phase 1 submittal shall be completed within 210 days of notice to proceed. 
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PUBLIC FORUM WORK SESSION AND REGULAR BCC MEETING MINUTES – Continued 
 
 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT – Continued 
 
 II. BUDGET/FINANCE CONSENT AGENDA – Continued 
 
 16. PD&E Study – SR 289
 
  Motion made by Commissioner Robertson, seconded by Commissioner Valentino, and 

carried 4-0, with Commissioner Robinson abstaining (and filing Form 8B Memorandum 
of Voting Conflict for County, Municipal, and Other Local Public Officers), taking the 
following action concerning Task Order Contract, PD 09-10.057, SR 289 (Ninth Avenue) 
from Underwood Avenue to SR 742 (Creighton Road) Project Development and 
Environmental (PD&E) Study (Funding: Fund 352, Local Option Sales Tax III, Cost 
Center 210107, Object Code 56301, Project 08EN0534): 

 
  A. Approving the following Selection/Negotiation Committee Ranking: 
 
    (1) Baskerville-Donovan, Inc. 
    (2) Hatch Mott MacDonald Florida, LLC 
    (3) Fabre Engineering, Inc., d/b/a Fabre Engineering & Surveying 
 
  B. Awarding Task Order Contract, PD 09-10.057, SR 289 (Ninth Avenue) from 

Underwood Avenue to SR 742 (Creighton Road) Project Development and 
Environmental (PD&E) Study, per the terms and conditions of Contract PD 02-
03.079, Professional Services, as Governed by Florida Statute 287.055, to 
Baskerville-Donovan, Inc., for a lump sum amount of $699,999.45. 

 
VICE CHAIRMAN WHITE RELINQUISHED THE CHAIR TO COMMISSIONER ROBINSON 
 
 17. ECAT Bus Wash
 
  Motion made by Commissioner Robertson, seconded by Commissioner White, and 

carried unanimously, awarding a Contract to NS Corporation for the Escambia County 
Area Transit (ECAT) Bus Wash, PD 09-10.052, in the amount of $232,067; the Bus 
Wash System is to replace the unsafe and non-useable existing system at the ECAT 
property; it provides for an automated, hands-free way of washing the buses and trolleys 
assigned to ECAT (Funding:  Fund 320, FTA [Federal Transit Administration] Capital 
Project, Cost Center 220211, Object Code 56301). 
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AI-2733     County Administrator's Report      14. 26.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: County’s Acceptance of Donated Property for Road Rights-of-Way and
Drainage Improvements for County Road 297A Right-of-Way and Drainage
Project

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Acceptance of Donated Property for Road Rights-of-Way and
Drainage Improvements on County Road 297A – Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works
Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the acceptance of donated property for road
rights-of-way and drainage improvements on or adjacent to County Road 297A:

A. Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to, or associated with the
donation and/or dedication of road rights-of-way and easements located on or adjacent to
County Road 297A, gather information and conduct inspections as needed, to allow the Board’s
acceptance of the real property;

B. Authorize payment of documentary stamps because the property is being acquired for
governmental use, which is for road rights-of-way and drainage improvements, and the County
benefits from the acquisition of this property because it will facilitate the construction of road
rights-of-way and drainage improvements for the safety of the citizens of Escambia County;

C. Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the recording of documents;
and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the Deeds and/or Easements, subject to
Legal review and sign-off, as of the day of delivery of the Deeds and/or Easements to the
Chairman or Vice Chairman, and authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the
Board’s acceptance at that time.  

The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way improvements on or
adjacent to County Road 297A.  Due to limited right-of-way, the donation of rights-of-way and/or
easements are needed for the completion of paving and drainage projects.  Board approval is
required to authorize Staff to proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance of the
donated rights-of-way and/or easements in order to facilitate the drainage and right-of-way
improvements.



BACKGROUND:
The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way improvements on or
adjacent to County Road 297A. Due to limited right-of-way, the donation of rights-of-way and/or
easements are needed for the completion of paving and drainage projects. Board approval is
required to authorize Staff to proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance of the
donated rights-of-way and/or easements in order to facilitate the drainage and right-of-way
improvements.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for incidental expenses associated with the recording of documents are available in an
Engineering Escrow Account accessed by Escambia County Clerk’s Office.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Warranty Deed and Easement forms 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 accept the deeds and/or easements, County Staff will proceed in
compliance with Section 46-139 of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon Board approval, Staff will proceed with the acquisition, by donation, of the rights-of-way
and/or easements.

Attachments
Aerial Map
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AI-2735     County Administrator's Report      14. 27.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: County’s Acceptance of Donated Property for Road Rights-of-Way and
Drainage Improvements for the Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue Project

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Acceptance of Donated Property for Road Rights-of-Way and
Drainage Improvements for the Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue Area – Joy D. Blackmon,
P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the acceptance of donated property for road
rights-of-way and drainage improvements for the Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue Area:

A. Authorize staff to negotiate and resolve any matters related to, or associated with the
donation and/or dedication of road rights-of-way and easements located on or adjacent to
Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue, gather information and conduct inspections as needed, to
allow the Board’s acceptance of the real property;

B. Authorize payment of documentary stamps because the property is being acquired for
governmental use, which is for road rights-of-way and drainage improvements, and the County
benefits from the acquisition of this property because it will facilitate the construction of road
rights-of-way and drainage improvements for the safety of the citizens of Escambia County;

C. Authorize the payment of incidental expenditures associated with the recording of documents;
and

D. Authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to accept the Deeds and/or Easements, subject to
Legal review and sign-off, as of the day of delivery of the Deeds and/or Easements to the
Chairman or Vice Chairman, and authorize the Chairman or Vice Chairman to acknowledge the
Board’s acceptance at that time.

The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way improvements, including
installation of sidewalks, on or adjacent to Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue.  Due to limited
right-of-way, the donation of rights-of-way and/or easements are needed for the completion of
road right-of-way and drainage improvements.  Board approval is required to authorize staff to
proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance of the donated rights-of-way
and/or easements in order to facilitate the road right-of-way and drainage improvements.

BACKGROUND:



The County has a project in design to make drainage and right-of-way improvements, including
installation of sidewalks, on or adjacent to Davenport Bayou and Sunset Avenue. Due to limited
right-of-way; the donation of rights-of-way and/or easements are needed for the completion of
road right-of-way and drainage improvements. Board approval is required to authorize Staff to
proceed with the acquisitions and for the Board’s acceptance of the donated rights-of-way
and/or easements in order to facilitate the road right-of-way and drainage improvements.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for incidental expenses associated with the recording of documents are available in an
Engineering Escrow Account accessed by Escambia County Clerk’s Office.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The Warranty Deed and Easement forms 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 accept the deeds and/or easements, County Staff will proceed in
compliance with Section 46-139 of the Escambia County Code of Ordinances.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon Board approval, Staff will proceed with the acquisition, by donation, of the rights-of-way
and/or easements.

Attachments
Aerial View
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AI-2760     County Administrator's Report      14. 28.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Contract with Workforce Escarosa, Inc. for Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP) 

From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Contract with Workforce Escarosa, Inc., for the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP) Contract, SNAP #2012-2013-01:

A. Approve the Contract between Workforce Escarosa, Inc., and the County for SNAP, SNAP
#2012-2013-01, for the period of July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2013, in the amount of $48,315;
and

B. Authorize the Chairman to sign the Contract and any subsequent related documents, pending
Legal review and approval, without further action of the Board.

[Funding Source:  Fund 110, Other Grants and Projects - no local match required]

BACKGROUND:
Under legislation governing Workforce Florida, Inc. and the Workforce Investment Act of 1998
(WIA), Workforce Escarosa, Inc. has the responsibility for the administration of the SNAP
programs in Region 1, comprised of Escambia and Santa Rosa counties.  The Board contracts
as a service provider in administering SNAP, which is one of many components under WIA.

SNAP, formerly Food Stamp Employment and Training or FSET, is designed to provide
employment and training services to individuals receiving food stamps and serves able-bodied
adults without dependents, ages 18 thru 39. The goal of the program is to emphasize work,
self-sufficiency, and personal responsibility. The program focuses on helping individuals gain
skills, obtain training, gain work experience, and secure work.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding for the Contract is 100% grant-funded, with no local match required and is a cost
reimbursement agreement.  The Management and Budget Services Department will prepare the
Supplemental Budget Amendment for recognizing and allocating these funds for use.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:



The County Attorney Office has reviewed and approved the Contract as to form and legal
sufficiency.

PERSONNEL:
Staff hired under this contract will provide all program services.  The Department of Community
Affairs will maintain administrative oversight of this Contract.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Contract is necessary pursuant to the Florida Workforce Innovation Act of 2000, Senate Bill
2050, and the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunities Act.  Also, Board policy requires
approval of all such contracts.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Department of Community Affairs will continue to coordinate with Workforce Escarosa on
matters concerning this contract.

Attachments
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Contract, SNAP #2012-2013-01



























   

AI-2804     County Administrator's Report      14. 29.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant Program Application - EMS Division
From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant Program,
Emergency Medical Services Division Matching Grant Application - Michael D. Weaver, Public
Safety Department Director

That the Board authorize the Escambia County Emergency Medical Services Division to submit
an electronic Application, pending review and approval by the Office of Management and Budget
and the County Attorney’s Office, for the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant program, in the amount of $34,000, with a 20% County
match of $6,800, for the purchase of two LUCAS Chest Compression System devices.

[Funding Source: Fund 408, Emergency Medical Services Fund, Cost Center 330302 EMS
Operations]

BACKGROUND:
The application period for the FEMA 2012 Assistance to Firefighters Grant program opened
Monday, June 11, with a submittal deadline of July 6, 2012, which did not allow sufficient time
for completion of the application, and its review and approval by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) and County Attorney’s Office, prior to the agenda deadline for the June 28, 2012,
Board meeting.  The next Board meeting is not scheduled until July 12, 2012.

If authorized by the Board, and OMB and the County Attorney’s Office both approve the
application, it will be submitted electronically by the Public Safety Department Director, as the
County Administrator’s designee.

If FEMA awards the grant to Escambia County Emergency Medical Service (EMS), it will
provide 80% of the $34,000 estimated cost.  Escambia County EMS will be responsible for its
share, $6,800.  Escambia County EMS Division is requesting matching grant funds to enable
purchase of two LUCAS Chest Compression System devices.  The LUCAS Chest Compression
System is designed to deliver uninterrupted compressions at a consistent rate and depth to
facilitate ROSC (return of spontaneous circulation).  It delivers continuous, automated
compression, helping to maintain good circulation in the patient from the first field intervention
throughout ambulance transport.  This will reduce the number of EMTs and Paramedics
required to assist with CPR during a cardiac arrest and enable the attending Paramedic to
remain seat-belted for better safety in a mobile environment.  The consistent blood flow,



facilitated by the LUCAS, will help to improve a patient’s chance for a successful outcome.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
If the grant is awarded by FEMA, the budgetary impact to the Emergency Medical Service Fund
will be $6,800.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Submittal of the grant application is subject to review and approval by OMB and the County
Attorney’s Office.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board policy requires prior review and approval of a competitive grant application when there is
a match of County funds included in the proposed grant and no such cash-match amount has
been approved within the County budget.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
The Department of Public Safety will ensure review and approval of the grant application is
secured before submitting application, in accordance with Board policy.



   

AI-2808     County Administrator's Report      14. 30.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Ratification of Purchase Orders Associated with the Declaration of Local
Emergency Dated June 9, 2012

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Ratification of Purchase Orders Associated with the
Declaration of Local Emergency Dated June 9, 2012 - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget
Services Department Director

That the Board ratify the following Purchase Orders issued for emergency assistance for chillers,
water removal and cleanup, and repairs to County buildings and equipment, located at the
Central Booking and Detention Center and the Juvenile Justice Center.  The Purchase Orders
were issued during the period from June 9, 2012, through June 15, 2012, during the declared
State of Local Emergency, beginning on June 9, 2012, and ending on June 16, 2012: 

A.  Purchase Order Number 121372 to Engineered Cooling Services, Inc., in the amount of
$392,210 [Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center 140836 - $182,710, expense
type 54401, $209,500 expense type 54601];

B.  Purchase Order Number 121374 to Stoploss Specialists, LLC, in the amount of $418,653
[Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center 140836 Expense Type 54601];

C.  Purchase Order Number 121371 to Vision Construction Ent., Inc., in the amount of $126,812
[Funding: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center 140836 Expense Type 54601]; and

D.  Purchase Order Number 121369 to R.D.Ward Construction, Inc., in the amount of $175,000
[Funding; Fund 501, Internal Service Fund; Cost Center 140836, Expense Type 54601].

BACKGROUND:
Pursuant to Escambia County Code Section 37-35 (a)(1) a proclamation was issued to declare a
state of local emergency in Escambia County  at 2:46 pm on June 9, 2012 in preparation for
the immediate and necessary response to the eminent threat to the health, safety and welfare of
Escambia County Residents and visitors posed by the rain event of June 9, 2012 and the
potential for flooding throughout the County. Escambia County experienced record levels of
rainfall during the 24 hour period June 9, 2012; West Pensacola recorded more than 21 inches
in a 24 hour period. The extreme levels within 24 hours and the continuation of rain within the
next 24 hours resulted in flooding throughout the Escambia and Santa Rosa County areas
damaging homes, businesses, infrastructure, vehicles and equipment. The County owned



building, Central Booking and Detention Center received heavy water damage from flooding and
lost power.  The main chiller was damaged that served the CBDC and the Juvenile Justice
Center; both facilities serve as detention centers and required immediate repairs and service for
temporary power, air conditioning and water removal. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding: Fund 501 Internal Service Fund; Cost Center 140836; Expense Type 54401 and
Expense Type 54601.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
In accordance with Escambia County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 46, Sec.46-93 Emergency
Purchases.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Emergency Proclamation









   

AI-2816     County Administrator's Report      14. 31.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Pensacola Care Inc. Capital Lease
From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Lease Agreement between Pensacola Care, Inc., and Escambia
County for the Lease of the Facilities Located at 1 Villa Drive, Pensacola, Florida 32506 - Amy
Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning the Lease of the facilities located at 1 Villa
Drive:

A.  Adopt the Resolution authorizing the Chairman to execute a Capital Lease Agreement with
Pensacola Care, Inc., for the properties located at 1 Villa Drive, Pensacola, Florida; and 

B.  Approve the Capital Lease Agreement between Pensacola Care, Inc., and Escambia County
for the Lease of the facilities located at 1 Villa Drive, Pensacola, Florida.  The term of this Lease
is 25 years, ending June 30, 2036.  The Lease payment shall be $15,199.34 payable monthly.

(THE LEASE AGREEMENT WILL BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

BACKGROUND:
Escambia County owns property located at One Villa Drive that operates as a 63-bed
intermediate care facility for mentally impaired persons.  This agreement leases the property to
Pensacola Care Inc. for a term of 25 years for a monthly lease of $15,199.34. 

Pensacola Care can take ownership of this property upon 180 days written notice prior to the
termination of the agreement to the County and satisfaction of any remaining balances
due under the amortization schedule included as an exhibit. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The funds collected as a result of this lease will be deposited in the General Fund.  By the terms
of the lease Pensacola Care is responsible for all operating and maintenance costs that could
arise.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:



PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Pensacola Care Resolution



RESOLUTION NUMBER R2012-

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA,

APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE CHAIRMAN TO

EXECUTE A CAPITAL LEASE AGREEMENT WITH

PENSACOLA CARE, INC.; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE

DATE.

WHEREAS, Escambia County owns certain property at 1 Villa Drive in

Pensacola, Florida, more particularly described in the warranty deed recorded in

the Official Record Book 2657 at page 214 of Escambia County, Florida

(Property); and

WHEREAS, Pensacola Care, Inc. (Pensacola Care) is a Florida non-profit

corporation that has occupied and operated the Property as an intermediate care

facility for up to 63 mentally retarded persons pursuant to the terms of an

Operating Agreement dated January 1, 1989 and an Amended and Extended

Operating Agreement dated June 16, 2011; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of the Amended and Extended

Operating Agreement, Pensacola Care's right to occupy and operate the

Property as an intermediate care facility for mentally retarded persons will expire

on June 30, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the parties wish to enter into a Capital Lease Agreement to

allow Pensacola Care to continue to occupy and operate and ultimately acquire

the Property at the end of the 25-year term of the Capital Lease Agreement; and

WHEREAS, a conveyance of the Property under the Capital Lease

Agreement between the County to Pensacola Care is authorized by Section

125.38, Florida Statutes;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The above-recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein by

reference.

Section 2. The Board of County Commissioners hereby approves and

authorizes the chairman to execute the Capital Lease Agreement attached to this

resolution and all other documents necessary to complete the transaction.



Section 3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by

the Board of County Commissioners of Escambia County, Florida.

ADOPTED this day of 2012.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman

ATTEST: Ernie Lee Magaha

Clerk of the Circuit Court

By:

Deputy Clerk

(Seal)

This document approved as to form

and leg«ifciency.

M
Title

Date J



   

AI-2813     County Administrator's Report      14. 32.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Change Order 1 to Purchase Order 120957 to Halcore Group, Inc. (dba Horton
Emergency Vehicles Co.)

From: Mike Weaver, Department Director
Organization: Public Safety
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Change Order Number 1 to Purchase Order 120957 to Halcore
Group, Inc. (dba Horton Emergency Vehicles, Co.), for Purchase of Replacement Ambulance -
Michael D. Weaver, Public Safety Department Director

That the Board approve and authorize the County Administrator to execute the following Change
Order Number 1 for the purchase of an ambulance to replace a unit damaged beyond repair as
a result of a motor vehicle accident:

Department: Public Safety
Division: Emergency Medical Services
Type: Addition
Amount: $207,679
Vendor: Halcore Group, Inc. (dba Horton Emergency

Vehicles Co.)
Project Name: 08PS0028
Contract: 11-12.010
PO No.: 120957
CO No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $623,037
Cumulative Amount of Change Orders
through this CO:

$207,679

New P.O. Total $830,716

[Funding Source:  Fund 408, Emergency Medical Services, Cost Center 330302
EMS Operations]

BACKGROUND:
As a result of a motor vehicle accident on June 7, 2012, one of Escambia County's ambulances,



As a result of a motor vehicle accident on June 7, 2012, one of Escambia County's ambulances,
Unit 7 (PN 59116) was damaged beyond repair.  Insurance proceeds have been secured in the
amount of $193,954 for the damaged ambulance.  It is essential that this ambulance be replaced
as soon as possible to avoid a decrement in service.  Public Safety has an existing purchase
order with Halcore Group, Inc. (dba Horton Emergency Vehicles Co.) for the purchase of three
ambulances as part of its routine replacement plan.  The quoted amount of $207,679 (PD
11-12.010) for the replacement ambulance will be charged to Fund 408 Emergency Medical
Service, Cost Center 330302 EMS Operations and will consist of the insurance settlement,
supplemented by Fund 408 Fund in the amount of $13,725.  The vendor is ready to place this
unit into the production schedule, along with the other three, upon receipt of a Change Order to
Purchase Order 120957. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this project are available in Fund 408 Emergency Medical Service.

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, Finance, Article II, Purchase and Contracts.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval of this recommendation, a Change Order will be transmitted to the Office of
Purchasing for processing.



   

AI-2776     County Administrator's Report      14. 33.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Natural Gas Service Line Agreement Between Okaloosa Gas District and
Escambia County

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement between Okaloosa Gas
District and Escambia County – Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement
between Okaloosa Gas District and Escambia County to provide gas service for the new Tax
Collector/Property Appraiser building, located on the Old Molino School property:

A. Authorize staff to enter into a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement with Okaloosa Gas District
to provide gas service for the new Tax Collector/Property Appraiser building, located on the Old
Molino School property; and

B. Authorize the Branch Director of the Facilities Management Branch of the Public Works
Department to sign the Agreement and any other documents, subject to Legal review and
sign-off, associated with the gas service line. 

[Funding Source:  Fund 352, LOST lll, Cost Center 110267 Public Fac & Proj LOST 3, Object
Code 56201 Buildings, Project O8PF0045]

BACKGROUND:
Escambia County owns property located on North Highway 95-A, which is the Old Molino
School property. The County is in the process of constructing a Tax Collector/Property Appraiser
office building on this property. In order to facilitate the need for backup power in the event of a
power outage, a generator is being installed which requires gas service.  Board authorization is
required for the Branch Director of Facilities Management Branch of the Public Works
Department to execute a Natural Gas Service Line Agreement between Okaloosa Gas District
and the County.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this project are available in Fund 352 LOST lll, Cost Center 110267 Public Fac & Proj
LOST 3, Object Code 56201 Buildings, Project 08PF0045.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved the Natural Gas Line Agreement.



The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved the Natural Gas Line Agreement.

PERSONNEL:
All work associated with this request is being done in-house and no additional staff is required.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon Board approval the Branch Director of Facilities Management Branch of the Public Works
Department will have the Natural Gas Line Service Agreement executed with a copy provided to
Okaloosa Gas District. 

County staff will continue to work with Okaloosa Gas District in meeting their requirements to
provide gas service.

Attachments
Okaloosa Gas District Natural Gas Service Line Agreement
Legal Review
Aerial Map







ESCAMBIA COUNTY         
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

JCC  10/17/11         DISTRICT 5

OLD MOLINO SCHOOL

OLD MOLINO SCHOOL PROPERTY / APPROX. 9.6 ACRES
Parcel ID No.:  03-2N-31-3000-002-001

VICINITY MAP



   

AI-2818     County Administrator's Report      14. 34.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Approval of Agreement between Escambia County and Winterfest of Pensacola,
Inc.

From: Amy Lovoy, Department Head
Organization: OMB
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Approval of Agreement between Escambia County and Winterfest
of Pensacola, Inc. - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services Department Director

That the Board take the following action concerning approval of the Agreement between
Escambia County and Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc., Relating to the Management of Certain
County Lots by Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc., on July 4, 2012:

A.  Approve the Agreement between Escambia County and Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc., for the
management of the County-owned parking lot, located behind the Pensacola Civic Center in the
area behind the fence facing 9th Avenue, on July 4, 2012, with the following stipulations for the
parking lot:

1.  Winterfest agrees to act as an agent for the County on July 4, 2012, to oversee and manage
the County parking lot, located behind the Pensacola Civic Center in the area behind the fence
facing 9th Avenue;

2.  A parking fee of $5 per vehicle will be collected on behalf of the County by Winterfest; and

3.  As compensation for the services provided by Winterfest on behalf of the County, the County
agrees to pay Winterfest 66 2/3% of the amount collected by Winterfest and tendered to the
County and 33 1/3% to Boy Scout Troop 676.  Winterfest accepts responsibility for assuring that
the County's portion of the amount is donated to Boy Scout Troop 676; and

B.  Authorize the Chairman to execute the Agreement.

BACKGROUND:
On June 18, 2012 the County Administrator approved allowing Winterfest of Pensacola, Inc. to
manage the county owned parking lot located behind the Pensacola Civic Center in the area
behind the fence facing 9th Avenue on July 4, 2012.  Winterfest has managed parking lots
owned by the County for a fundraiser in prior years.  They will provide the necessary insurance
required and they clean the parking lot after the event.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:



N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney has reviewed the agreement.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
Board approval of Agreements is necessary.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Signatures are required by both parties.

Attachments
Winterfest Agreement













   

AI-2769     County Administrator's Report      14. 35.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Acceptance of Public Disclosure Document from Mahogany Mill Road, LLC, for
the Mahogany Mill Road Boat Ramp Project

From: Joy D. Blackmon, P.E., Department Director
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Mahogany Mill Road Boat Ramp Project – Joy D. Blackmon,
P.E., Public Works Department Director

That the Board accept the Public Disclosure of Interest document from Mahogany Mill Road,
LLC, for the acquisition of property (60 feet x 1,100 feet = 66,000 square feet or approximately
1.42 acres) for road right-of-way on Mahogany Mill Road for the Mahogany Mill Road Boat
Ramp Project.

Meeting in regular session on June 7, 2012, the Board approved the Contract for Sale and
Purchase of property (60 feet x 1,100 feet = 66,000 square feet or approximately 1.42 acres) for
road right-of-way on Mahogany Mill Road from Mahogany Mill Road, LLC, for the Mahogany Mill
Road Boat Ramp Project.  By the time of that Board meeting on June 7, 2012, staff had not yet
received the Public Disclosure of Interest document from the seller.  Staff has now received the
document and is requesting that the Board accept the Public Disclosure of Interest as part of the
required closing documents.

[Funding for the Mahogany Mill Boat Ramp project is available in Fund 352, LOST III, Cost
Center 220102 (NESD Capital Projects), Project 11NE0892]

BACKGROUND:
Meeting in regular session on June 7, 2012, the Board approved the Contract for Sale and
Purchase of property (60 feet x 1,100 feet = 66,000 square feet or approximately 1.42 acres) for
road right-of-way on Mahogany Mill Road from Mahogany Mill Road, LLC, for the Mahogany Mill
Road Boat Ramp Project.  By the time of that board meeting on June 7, 2012, staff had not yet
received the Public Disclosure of Interest document from the seller.  Staff has now received the
document and is requesting that the Board accept the Public Discloure of Interest as part of the
required closing documents.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funding for this project is available in Fund 352, LOST III, Cost Center 220102 (NESD Capital
Projects) Project 11NE0892.



LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
The County Attorney’s Office will prepare the closing documents and will conduct the closing for
the purchase of this property.  The Public Disclosure of Interest has been approved as to form
and legal sufficency 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:
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 of the County Codes.

Attachments
Public Disclosure of Interest
Aerial Map









ESCAMBIA COUNTY PUBLIC 
WORKS  DEPARTMENT   
LWG   10/15/11   DISTRICT  2 

2009 AERIAL 
PHOTOS 

MAHOGANY MILL ROAD / BOAT RAMP PROJECT / R/W ACQUISITION 

BOAT RAMP 
PROPERTY 

PORTION OF MAHOGANY MILL ROAD (60’ R/W) TO BE CONVEYED TO COUNTY   
OWNER: MAHOGANY MILL ROAD, LLC 



   

AI-2849     County Administrator's Report      14. 36.             
BCC Regular Meeting Budget & Finance Consent             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Ratification of Change Order #1 to Engineered Cooling Services, Inc. for
Emergency Repairs at Central Booking and Detention & Central Energy Plant

From: Amy Lovoy
Organization: Public Works
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning the Ratification of Change Order #1 to Engineered Cooling
Services, Inc., for Emergency Repairs to the Mechanical Systems at Central Booking and
Detention and the Central Energy Plant - Amy Lovoy, Management and Budget Services
Department Director

That the Board ratify the following Change Order for emergency repairs to the mechanical
systems at Central Booking and Detention and the Central Energy Plant:
 
Department: Public Works
Division: Facilities Management
Type: Addition
Amount: $2,156,651
Vendor: Engineered Cooling Services, Inc.
Project Name: Central Booking & Detention Facility - June 9,

2012 Flooding
Contract: N/A
PO No.: 121372
Change Order No.: 1
Original Award Amount: $392,210
Cumulative Amount of Change Orders
through this CO:

$2,156,651

New Contract Total: $2,548,861

[Funding Source: Fund 501, Internal Service Fund, Cost Center 140836, Object Code 54601 &
56201, Project No. 6FL00155]

BACKGROUND:
Pursuant to Escambia County Code Section 37-35 (a)(1) a proclamation was issued to declare a



Pursuant to Escambia County Code Section 37-35 (a)(1) a proclamation was issued to declare a
state of local emergency in Escambia County at 2:46 pm on June 9, 2012 in preparation for the
immediate and necessary response to the eminent threat to the health, safety and welfare of
Escambia County Residents and visitors posed by the rain event of June 9, 2012 and the
potential for flooding throughout the County. Escambia County experienced record levels of
rainfall during the 24 hour period June 9, 2012; West Pensacola recorded more than 21 inches
in a 24 hour period. The extreme levels within 24 hours and the continuation of rain within the
next 24 hours resulted in flooding throughout the Escambia and Santa Rosa County areas
damaging homes, businesses, infrastructure, vehicles and equipment. 

The work in this Change Order will complete the permanent repairs necessary to reestablish
the mechanical systems that serve Central Booking and Detention and the Central Energy Plant,
which also provides chilled water for the cooling systems at Sheriff's Administration, the
Jail Complex and Juvenile Justice Center.   The initial purchase order provided the emergency
services and rental equipment necessary to reestablish services on a temporary basis.  

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Funds for this change order are available in Fund 501, Internal Service Fund, Cost Center
140836, Object Code 54601 and 56201, Project No. 6FL00155.

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, Sec. 46-93 Emergency Purchases.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
Engineered Cooling Service Proposal















   

AI-2828     County Administrator's Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting Discussion             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Tethering Ordinance per Animal Services Advisory Committee Recommendation
From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Tethering Ordinance Per Animal Services Advisory Committee
Recommendation Regarding the Animal Services Division and Animal Control Division - Marilyn
D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board accept the recommendation of the Animal Services Advisory Committee (ASAC)
to make no change to the current Tethering Ordinance.

BACKGROUND:
The Board of County Commissioners directed the Animal Services Advisory Committee (ASAC)
to bring forth a decision regarding Tethering in the Animal Control Ordinance, Chapter 10,
Article, 1, Section 10-16 Cruelty to Animals, Section 10-16 (f) (1).  Several meetings have been
held with ASAC with public input to discuss this issue and others. A final meeting was held
Tuesday, June 12, 2012, for discussion and vote on this item, among others, to bring forth
recommendations to submit to the Board of County Commissioners.

On September 1, 2011, a public hearing was held to discuss amendments to the Escambia
County Animal Control Ordinance. The Board voted and approved all changes to the ordinance
excluding Section 10-16 (f) (1). The issue was referred back to the ASAC to find a resolution. 
Division Manager Sandra Slay of Environmental Enforcement/Animal Control attended several
ASAC meetings to address this issue. Both staff and the ASAC were able to reach a
compromise on the issue.

The ASAC voted 5-2 in favor of keeping the language as is in the Escambia County Animal
Control Ordinance, Chapter 10, Article 1, Section 10-16 (f) (1) of the original adoption by the
Board of County Commissioners regarding Tethering.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:



No additional personnel will result from Board approval of this item.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Board directed Department of Community Affairs staff to research and resolve this item in
conjunction with the ASAC.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval by the Board, the Department of Community Affairs' Animal Services Divison and
the Corrections Department's Animal Control Division will continue to work with the ASAC in
matters such as this one.



   

AI-2794     County Administrator's Report      14. 2.             
BCC Regular Meeting Discussion             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Low Cost Spay/Neuter Eligibility Criteria per Animal Services Advisory
Committee Recommendation

From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Low Cost Spay/Neuter Eligibility Criteria Per an Animal Services
Advisory Committee Recommendation Regarding the Animal Services Division and the Animal
Control Division - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board accept the recommendation of the Animal Services Advisory Committee
(ASAC) to set the income guidelines at 175% of the Federal Poverty Level as one of the
eligibility criteria for persons applying for services under the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program.

2012 Federal Poverty Levels (gross yearly income)
Family Size 100% 133% 175%

1 $11,170 $14,856 $19,548

2 $15,130 $20,123 $26,478

3 $19,090 $25,390 $33,408

4 $23,050 $30,657 $40,338

5 $27,010 $35,923 $47,268

6 $30,970 $41,190 $54,198

7 $34,930 $46,457 $61,128

8 $38,890 $51,724 $68,058

BACKGROUND:
The Board of County Commissioners directed the Animal Services Advisory Committee (ASAC)
to review the Federal Poverty Guidelines used to determine eligibility.  Several meetings have
been held with ASAC with public input to discuss this issue and others. A final meeting was held
Tuesday, June 12, 2012 for discussion and vote on this item, among others, to bring forth
recommendations to submit to the Board of County Commissioners.

The ASAC voted 6-1 in favor of utilizing the 2012 Federal Poverty Guidelines at 175% of
inflation to determine eligibility for participation in the low cost spay/neuter program, and to
review income guidelines annually each fiscal year.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
The recommendation to allow the inflation formula regarding eligibility criteria should be



The recommendation to allow the inflation formula regarding eligibility criteria should be
considered to allow for a 133% inflation rate of the 2012 Federal Poverty Guidelines
(Attachment “A”) in lieu of the 175% inflation rate. Should the Board choose to adopt this
proposal, it would be very close to the results of the analysis by staff of the 2010/2011 fiscal
year applications approved for the low cost spay/neuter program. The chart shows the number
of persons who received the service and the income levels approved. The 133% inflation
formula would address this issue and not exclude anyone.

Analysis Fiscal Year 2010-2011:

Household Size Annual Income ($) Number of Applicants
1 11,377.71 71
2 18,436.62 77
3 22,016.79 34
4 29,415.63 44
5 38,837.67 13
6 41,466.24 5
7 45,764.39 2

 

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
No additional personnel will result from Board approval of this item. 

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Board directed Department of Community Affairs staff to research and resolve this item in
conjunction with the ASAC.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
Upon approval by the Board, the Department of Community Affairs' Animal Services Division
and the Corrections Department's Animal Control Division will implement the changes and
continue to work with the ASAC in matters such as this.

Attachments
Attachment A - 2012 Federal Poverty Levels





   

AI-2829     County Administrator's Report      14. 3.             
BCC Regular Meeting Discussion             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Rabies Vaccine Administration per Animal Services Advisory Committee
Recommendation

From: Marilyn D. Wesley, Department Director
Organization: Community Affairs
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Rabies Vaccine Administration Per the Animal Services Advisory
Committee Recommendation Regarding the Animal Services Division and the Animal Control
Division - Marilyn D. Wesley, Community Affairs Department Director

That the Board approve the administering of the rabies vaccine and the associated sale of
County license tags to persons eligible for services under the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program.

This would require one additional full-time staff person (a Vet Tech) and the necessary
increases in operating expenses.  A conservative approximate cost is about $45,000 ($40,000
personnel costs).  The Shelter’s current staff includes a veterinarian position which is staffed
with 2 part-time vets (equaling 1 full time position – 20 hours per week for each) and was
established to support the surgeries associated with the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program
approximately 2 ½ years ago, and to provide limited Shelter wellness care for the animals
housed within the facility.  This program was not intended for the County to be the provider of
the initial rabies vaccine or the sale of tags.

[Funding Source:  unknown, currently not funded = $45,000 approx.]

BACKGROUND:
The Board of County Commissioners directed the Animal Services Advisory Committee (ASAC)
to review and bring forth recommendations regarding allowing rabies vaccines as part of the low
cost spay/neuter program and associated sale of County animal licenses.  Several meetings
have been held with ASAC with public input to discuss this issue and others. A final meeting was
held Tuesday, June 12, 2012, for discussion and vote on this item, among others, to bring forth
recommendations to submit to the Board of County Commissioners.

The ASAC voted 4-3 in favor of the Animal Shelter Veterinarian administering the initial rabies
vaccine and issuance of the County animal license as part of the low cost spay/neuter program.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
Florida Statute 828.30 specifically states that a license veterinarian shall administer the rabies



Florida Statute 828.30 specifically states that a license veterinarian shall administer the rabies
vaccine along with the completion of a signed rabies certificate, and the Escambia County
Animal Control Ordinance, Section 10.8 (a) (b) requires a county license upon the administering
of the vaccine. Historically, private practice veterinarians licensed in Escambia County have
always provided this service which includes selling the tags for the County and remitting the tag
sale revenue back to the County. The local veterinarians provide this service for the County at
no cost. This allows the process of notification to pet owners for tag renewals and for the rabies
booster vaccine required after the initial rabies vaccine, and other related services.

To implement this process would place an unanticipated burden on the already strained
understaffed resources at the Shelter. This would require 1 additional full time staff person (a
Vet Tech) and the necessary increases in operating expenses. A conservative approximate cost
is about $45,000 ($40,000 personnel costs). 

The Shelter’s current staff includes a veterinarian position which is staffed with 2 part-time vets
(equaling 1 full time position – 20 hours per week for each) and was established to support the
surgeries associated with the low cost spay/neuter program approximately 2 ½ years ago, and
to provide limited Shelter wellness care for the animals housed within the facility. This program
was not intended for the County to be the provider of the initial rabies vaccine with the tag sale.

Representation from the Northwest Florida Veterinary Medical Society (NWFVMS) attended the
meetings participating in regards to the administering of the rabies vaccine and County license
tag sale. A proposal was offered for discussion to the ASAC from the Society that included:

#1 – The Veterinarian Society request to lower the income guidelines to reflect the 2012 Federal
Poverty guidelines. (Attachment “A”)

#2 – Fifteen (15) local Veterinarians have agreed to waive the office visit for those persons who
qualify for the Low Cost Spay/Neuter Program and continue to be the entity to administer the
initial rabies vaccine. This would establish the individual with a local vet, annual tag renewal
notification, and other services that are not provided by the Shelter. The proposal is shown as
Attachment “B.”

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
Board approval of this item would require the addition of at least one (1) additional staff person
(veterinary technician or similar) at the Animal Shelter.

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
The Board directed Department of Community Affairs staff to research and resolve this item in
conjunction with the ASAC.

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
If approved by the Board, the Department of Community Affairs would coordinate with the
Budget Division regarding position funding and implement the changes.

Attachments



Attachment A - 2012 Federal Poverty Levels
Attachment B - Northwest Florida Veterinary Medical Association Response/Proposal











   

AI-2807     County Administrator's Report      14. 4.             
BCC Regular Meeting Discussion             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Tourist Development Tax - Tourist Development Council Recommendations
From: Wilson B. Robertson
Organization: Board of County Commissioners
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Discussion Concerning Tourist Development Tax/Tourist Development Council
Recommendations - Commissioner Wilson B. Robertson (NO BACKUP PROVIDED)

BACKGROUND:
N/A

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
N/A

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A



   

AI-2777     County Attorney's Report      14. 1.             
BCC Regular Meeting Action             
Meeting Date: 06/28/2012  

Issue: Restricting Access to the Gulf of Mexico during DeLuna Fest Concerts
From: Ryan E. Ross, Assistant County Attorney
Organization: County Attorney's Office
CAO Approval: 

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation Concerning Restricting Access to the Gulf of Mexico during DeLuna Fest
Concerts

That the Board adopt a resolution declaring that double red flag conditions will occur on a
specific portion of Santa Rosa Island during the DeLuna Fest series of concerts and restricting
access to the Gulf of Mexico from 7:00 a.m. on Friday, September 21, 2012, until 5:00 a.m. on
Monday, September 24, 2012.

BACKGROUND:
Five Flags Tourism Group, L.L.C., is promoting and hosting a series of concerts billed as
"DeLuna Fest" on the Pensacola Beach portion of Santa Rosa Island.  The concerts will be held
from Friday, September 21, 2012, through Sunday, September 23, 2012.  The concerts will take
place on a portion of Pensacola Beach adjacent to the Gulf of Mexico and located proximate to
the Casino Beach recreation area. 1

The Santa Rosa Island Authority and Five Flags anticipate a significant turnout for DeLuna Fest
and are concerned that concertgoers may attempt to swim in the Gulf during and after the
event.  Furthermore, SRIA and Five Flags believe that some individuals may try to enjoy the
event from personal watercraft anchored in the Gulf.  Finally, the SRIA and Five Flags cautiously
note that alcoholic beverages will be available at the concert, and believe that impaired
concertgoers should not have access to the Gulf, particularly during the night concerts.  For
these reasons, both entities are requesting that the Board of County Commissioners restrict
access to the Gulf of Mexico during DeLuna Fest by ordering the SRIA to post a series of
warning signs and/or double red flags along the portion of the beach where DeLuna Fest will
take place.  The Board has the authority to order this action pursuant to its inherent police
powers, its Chapter 125, Florida Statutes home rule powers, and through the statutory authority
to post warning flags established by Section 380.276, Florida Statutes.
_____________________
1By SRIA policy, this portion of the beach includes the area of the Gulf of Mexico waters located
300 feet south of the Santa Rosa Island shoreline and lying immediately adjacent to a portion of
Santa Rosa Island that includes the area extending east from a point of one-hundred (100) yards
west of Pensacola Beach Gulf Pier continuously to the eastern property boundary of the
Pensacola Beach Hampton Inn, located at 2 Via De Luna.



BUDGETARY IMPACT:
N/A

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS/SIGN-OFF:
Recommendation prepared by Assistant County Attorney, Ryan E. Ross.

PERSONNEL:
N/A

POLICY/REQUIREMENT FOR BOARD ACTION:
N/A

IMPLEMENTATION/COORDINATION:
N/A

Attachments
DeLuna Fest - Gulf Restrictions Resolution (2012)



RESOLUTION R2012 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA,

RESTRICTING ACCESS TO THE GULF OF MEXICO ON A

LIMITED PORTION OF SANTA ROSA ISLAND DURING

THE DELUNA FEST CONCERT EVENT FROM 7:00 A.M.

ON FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 2012, UNTIL 5:00 A.M. ON

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 2012; PROVIDING AN

EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Five Flags Tourism Group, L.L.C. ("Five Flags") is promoting a

series of concerts billed as "DeLuna Fest" on a limited portion of Santa Rosa Island

from Friday, September 21, 2012, through Sunday, September 24, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Santa Rosa Island Authority ("SRIA") and Five Flags anticipate a

significant turnout for DeLuna Fest; and

WHEREAS, the SRIA and Five Flags also anticipate that some individuals may

attempt to enjoy or otherwise access DeLuna Fest by anchoring a vessel in the Gulf Of

Mexico waters immediately adjacent to the event; and

WHEREAS, many of the concerts will occur at night; and

WHEREAS, furthermore, alcoholic beverages will be available to concertgoers;

and

WHEREAS, accordingly, in the interest of public safety, the SRIA and Five Flags

are requesting that the Board of County Commissioners restrict access to those Gulf of

Mexico waters immediately adjacent to the location of the DeLuna Fest event by

ordering the SRIA to post a series of double red flags, warning flags, or any combination

of both, at the location of the DeLuna Fest event; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners finds that it has the authority to

restrict access in this manner pursuant to its authority to post warning flags conferred by



Section 380.276, Florida Statutes, its home rule powers conferred by Section 125.01,

Florida Statutes, and its inherent police powers to safeguard the public health, safety,

and welfare of the citizens of Escambia County as a political subdivision of the State of

Florida; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners further finds that restricting

access to the Gulf of Mexico during DeLuna Fest advances the public health, safety,

and welfare.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. RECITALS.

The aforementioned recital clauses are hereby incorporated into this Resolution.

SECTION 2. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS.

The Board of County Commissioners hereby declares that the aforementioned

recital clauses constitute a declaration of its legislative intent in restricting access to the

Gulf of Mexico during DeLuna Fest.

SECTION 3. RESTRICTION OF ACCESS TO GULF OF MEXICO.

(a) Subject to the limitations established by this resolution, the Board of County

Commissioners declares that no individual may enter the Gulf of Mexico for the purpose

of swimming, boating, fishing, or to engage in any other recreational or commercial

activity during the DeLuna Fest series of concerts on Santa Rosa Island.

(b) This restriction shall commence at 7:00 a.m. on Friday, September 21, 2012,

and shall terminate at 5:00 a.m. on Monday, September 24, 2012.

(c) This restriction shall only apply to the Gulf of Mexico waters located 300 feet

south of the Santa Rosa Island shoreline and lying immediately adjacent to a portion of



Santa Rosa Island that includes the area extending east from a point one-hundred (100)

yards west of Pensacola Beach Gulf Pier continuously to the eastern property boundary

of the Pensacola Beach Hampton Inn, located at 2 Via De Luna.

(d) The Santa Rosa Island Authority is authorized to post a series of double red

flags, warning signs, or any combination thereof, to provide notice of this restriction.

SECTION 4. ENFORCEMENT.

(a) The Board of County Commissioners finds that this restriction constitutes a

reasonable command and may be enforced pursuant to Section 74-36(18) of the

Escambia County Code of Ordinances.

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of this resolution, an individual may

enter the restricted area for the purpose of performing first aid, rescue, or other

legitimate emergency response activity.

SECTION 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption by the Board of

County Commissioners.

ADOPTED this day of , 2012.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA

ATTEST: Ernie Lee Magaha

Clerk of the Circuit Court

Wilson B. Robertson, Chairman

This document approved as to form
and legal sufficiency.

Deputy Clerk

Title

(SEAL) Date Ju.7^rzr
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