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AGENDA

REGULAR MEETING OF THE STUART CITY COMMISSION
TO BE HELD June 12, 2017
AT 5:30 PM
121 SWFLAGLERAVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994

CITY COMMISSION

Mayor Troy A. McDonald
Vice Mayor Kelli Glass Leighton
Commissioner Jeffrey A. Krauskopf
Commissioner Eula R. Clarke
Commissioner Tom Campenni

ADMINISTRATIVE

City Manager, Paul J. Nicoletti
City Attorney, Michael J. Mortell
City Clerk, Cheryl White

Agenda items are available on our website at http://www.cityofstuart.us
Phone: (772) 288-5306 .Fax: (772) 288-5305 .E-mail: cwhite@ci.stuart.fl.us

Special Needs: Participants with special needs can be accommodated by calling the City Clerk at least 5
working days prior to the Meeting excluding Saturday and Sunday. We can be reached by phone at
(772)288-5306, by fax at (772)288-5305, or by email at cwhite@ci.stuart.fl.us. If you are hearing impaired,
please contact us using the Florida Relay Service, Customer Service: Dial 711 or English: (V) 800-682-
8706, (TTY) 800-682-8786 Spanish: (V, TTY) 1-800-855-2886 If a person decides to appeal any decision
made by the Board with respect to any matter considered at this meeting, he will need a record of the
proceeding, and that for such purpose he may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is
made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

(RC)next to an item denotes there is a City Code requirement for a Roll Call vote.
(QJ) next to an item denotes that it is a quasi-judicial matter or public hearing.



http://www.cityofstuart.us

ROLL CALL
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

1.  ARTS MOMENT - Cultural Council of Martin County
PROCLAMATIONS

2.  Alzheimer & Brain Awareness Month - June 2017
PRESENTATIONS

3.  Leadership Fundamentals Graduation - Class #1
COMMENTS BY CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMENTS BY CITY MANAGER
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max)

WHAT IS CIVILITY?: Civility is caring about one's identity, needs and beliefs without
degrading someone else's in the process. Civility is more than merely being polite. Civility requires
staying "present'’’ even with those persons with whom we have deep-rooted and perhaps strong
disagreements. It is about constantly being open to hear, learn, teach and change. It seeks common
ground as a beginning point for dialogue. It is patience, grace, and strength of character. Civility is
practiced in our City Hall. PUBLIC COMMENT: If a member of the public wishes to comment
upon ANY subject matter, including quasi-judicial matters, please submit a Request to Speak
form. These forms are available in the back of the Commission Chambers, and should be given to
the City Clerk prior to introduction of the item number you would like to address.

QUASI-JUDICIAL HEARINGS: Some of the matters on the Agenda may be "quasi-judicial "’
in nature. City Commissioners will disclose all ex-parte communications, and may be subject to
voir dire by any interested party regarding those communications. All witnesses testifying will be
"sworn'' prior to their testimony. However, the public is permitted to comment without being sworn.
Unsworn testimony will be given appropriate weight and credibility by the City Commission.

CONSENT CALENDAR: Those matters included under the Consent Calendar are self-
explanatory, non-controversial, and are not expected to require review or discussion. All items will
be enacted by one motion. If discussion on an item is desired by any City Commissioner that item
may be removed by a City Commissioner from the Consent Calendar and considered separately. If
an item is quasi-judicial it may be removed by a Commissioner or any member of the public from
the Consent Calendar and considered separately.

CONSENT CALENDAR

4.  Approve Minutes of 05/03/2017 and 05/26/2017 SCM (RC)
5.  NW North River Drive Traffic Calming Measures. (RC)

6. RESOLUTION No. 55-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR ADDITIONAL
REQUIRED PARKING TO MARTIN MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER, INC. ON A PROPERTY
WITHIN THE RESIDENTIAL (R-3) ZONING DISTRICTAND LOCATED AT 707 SE OSCEOLA




10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

STREETAND 711 SE OSCEOLA STREET, STUART: PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE;
PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 62-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A MUNICIPAL LEASE WITH TEN-8
FIRE EQUIPMENT, INC. FOR SELF-CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS IN
ACCORDANCE WITH LAKE COUNTY FIRE EQUIPMENTAND SUPPLIES CONTRACT NO.
12-08060 EFFECTIVE THORUGH JUNE 30, 2017, PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 64-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE
FORCE MAIN EASEMENT AND QUIT-CLAIM DEED WITH MARTIN COUNTY FOR
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A SEWAGE FORCE MAIN AT THE WITHAM FIELD
AIRPORT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 67-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF TWO (2) NON-EXCLUSIVE
RECLAIMED WATER MAIN EASEMENTS WITH MARTIN COUNTY, PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 68-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE
FORCE MAIN EASEMENT WITH CONQUISTADOR HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.,
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 65-2017; BUDGET AMENDMENT 09-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENT
NO. 09-2017 TO ACCEPT, APPROPRIATE AND AUTHORIZE EXPENDITURES FOR IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5,360 FROM THE CHILDREN'S SERVICES COUNCIL OF
MARTIN COUNTY; PROVIDING FOR READING EDUCATION; PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 66-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE USE OF FACSIMILE SIGNATURES ON CHECKS
ISSUED BY THE CITY; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.
(RC)

RESOLUTION No. 69-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING APPENDIX A, FEE, RATE AND CHARGE SCHEDULE OF THE STUART CODE
OF ORDINANCES; PROVIDING FOR A FEE OF $1,000 TO APPLY FOR AN AWARD OF
FLOOR SPACE ALLOWING FOR THE CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES ON
PREMISES IN THE OLD DOWNTOWN DISTRICT; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

RESOLUTION No. 70-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
ALLOCATING $125,000 IN BUILDING PERMIT FEE PROCEEDS TO THE CITY’S ENERGY
EFFCIENCY REBATE PROGRAM; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

COMMISSION ACTION

15.
16.

VOTING DELEGATE FOR FL LEAGUE OF CITIES (RC)

7-Eleven at 2375 Kanner Highway. A policy discussion regarding lease or sale of property located at
2375 Kanner Highway (northeast corner of Kanner Hwy. and Monterrey Road. (RC)



ORDINANCE FIRST READING

17.

18.

ORDINANCE No. 2332-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER
ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY
WITH THE CITY’S EXISTING AND LONG-STANDING MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS
BY INCREASING THE MAXIMUM DENSITIES FOR THE R-1A, R-1, R-2, R-3, RPUD, B-1,
CPUD AND URBAN DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’'S COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN; AMENDING CHAPTER 2.04.02, SUPPLEMENTAL AREA REQUIREMENTS”,
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.07.00, “DESIGNATION OF PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT (PUD); AMENDING CHAPTER 12, “DEFINITIONS”, TO CLARIFY THE
DEFINITION OF NET DENSITY AND DENSITY BONUS, DECLARING SAID AMENDMENTS
TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR A
SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A CONFLICT CLAUSE AND CODIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR
AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

ORDINANCE No. 2342-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; SPECIFICALLY
AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT TABLE OF LAND USE DENSITIES AND
INTENSITIES IN ORDER TO INCREASE THE MAXIMUM DENSITY CALCULATIONS FOR
LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL, MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL, OFFICE/RESIDENTIAL AND
EAST STUART DISTRICT TO PROVIDE FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE CITY’S EXISTING
MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS; APPROVING TRANSMITTAL OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES (DEO)
AND OTHER RELEVANT AGENCIES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS; PROVIDING FOR
CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

ORDINANCE SECOND READING

19.

ORDINANCE No. 2354-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER
ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY
WITHIN THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS BY INCREASING THE MAXIMUM
DENSITIES FOR THE R-1A AND R-1 DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’S
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; DECLARING SAID AMENDMENTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH
THE CITY’'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A
CONFLICT CLAUSE AND CODIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

DISCUSSION AND DELIBERATION

ADJOURNMENT



CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: jchrulski

Title of Item:
"Arts Moment" presented by the Arts Council of Martin County.

Members: Charlie (Doc Q) Quesenberry, Brenda (Lady B) Quesenberry and Larry (The Quartermaster)
Fitch

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

As a part of the World Culture Series, the Arts Council of Martin County is producing a Celtic Celebration,

June 218, The "Kindred Kilts" (a traditional Irish trio) will present an authentic Celtic song to the City
Commission and audience.

Funding Source:
N/A
Recommended Action:

Present the certificate, take a photo with the band & enjoy the presentation.



CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: Ryanne Cavo

Title of Item:
Alzheimer & Brain Awareness Month - June 2017

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Alzheimer’s is a neurological disease that affects five million Americans, with over 500,000 in the State of
Florida

Funding Source:

N/A

Recommended Action:

Issue the Proclamation

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
o Proclamation 6/7/2017 Resolution add

to Y drive
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PROCI}AMATION
ALZHEIMER’S ASSOCIATION SOUTHEAST FLORIDA
ALZHEIMER & BRAIN AWARENESS MONTH
JUNE 2017

WHEREAS, Alzheimer’s is a neurological disease that affects five million Americans, with
over 500,000 in the State of Florida; and

WHEREAS, the Alzheimer’s Association, Southeast Florida Chapter is committed to helping
families through advocacy and fundraising and provides support and education
services to these families and their caregivers; and

WHEREAS, the Alzheimer’s Association Southeast Florida Chapter will be participating in
“The Longest Day” on June 21, 2017 to raise funds and awareness for care and
support while advancing research toward the first survivor of Alzheimer’s.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Troy A. McDonald, Mayor of the City of Stuart, Florida do
hereby proclaim the month of June, 2017, as

ALZHEIMER & BRAIN AWARENESS MONTH

in the City of Stuart, Florida and encourages the citizens of the City of Stuart to
participate in the 2017 Treasure Coast Walk to End Alzheimer’s on Saturday,
October 14, 2017.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereto set my hand and caused the seal
of the City of Stuart, Florida to be affixed this 12" day of June, 2017.

TROY MCDONALD
MAYOR




CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: RJohnson

Title of Item:

Leadership Fundamentals Graduation - Class #1
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Effective leaders understand their organization, its history, and its role in the community. They embrace the
diverse talents their employees bring to the table and welcome their ideas. They have a grasp on the laws and
policies that govern the work to which their department is accountable. They know how to hire and develop
employees to meet organizational goals. Effective leaders know how to communicate, coach, and resolve
conflict while creating an environment that motivates and inspires.

In order to achieve this vision and meet the needs of our current leaders and those identified through
succession planning, "Leadership Fundamentals" was developed as an entirely new training initiative by the
Human Resources Department. Twenty (20) employees in Class #1 participated in this highly interactive
program over the course of eight (8) weeks.

Participants delved into the following topics:

Local Government 101

Leadership Theory and Self-Analysis

Generations in the Workplace

Leadership Tools For The Toolbox - State and Federal Laws
Leadership Tools For The Toolbox - Employee Handbook
Finance, Accounts Payable, P-Cards, and Procurement
Recruitment, Selection, and Behavioral Interviewing
Documenting Discipline

NN =

This training initiative provided the opportunity for participants to explore their individual personality profiles and
generational profiles, participate in a mock Commission meeting, interview one another, learn coaching and
redirection skills in breakout groups, and participate in meaningful discussion on a variety of topics.

To proudly recognize their successful completion and commitment to effective leadership and devotion to

organizational performance improvement for The City of Stuart, we celebrate Class #1's accomplishments
through this graduation presentation.

Funding Source:

1125 / 552

Recommended Action:

Mayor, Commissioners, and City Manager Present Awards



ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type

2017 Leadership Fundamentals Class 6/7/2017 Backgp
Roster Material
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Name Department Signature
Champion, Tammy Police (Dispatch Supr)
Coleman, Jeff Public Works (TL I, Trams)
Conti, Lisa Public Works (CSS, Utilities)
Duran, David Police (MO I, Corporal)
Farley, James Public Works (TL lll, Turf & Grounds)
Goldberg, Mike Public Works (TPOI, Water)
Gregory, Chalimar Police (Code Enf Supr)
Griffin, Bill Public Works (TL I, Stormwater)
Hitchcock, Paul Public Works (TL Ill, Utilities)
Huneycutt, Jonathan Fire Rescue (Fire Rescue Lieutenant)
James, Mike Community Services (Prog Sup, 10"
LaPadula, John Public Works (Bldg Supt)
McHenry, Julie Community Services (Div Mgr, 10™)
Nicolosi, Steve Development (Bldg Insp)
Reker, Billy Public Works (TL I, Streets)
Rogolino, Marc Public Works (Capital Proj Coord)
Schommer, Greg Public Works (TL I, Sanitation)
Shine, Richard Police (MO I, Detective)
Voelker, Tim Public Works (City Engineer)
Woodside, Mike Public Works (TL I, Water)




CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: C White

Title of Item:

Approve Minutes of 05/03/2017 and 05/26/2017 SCM (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Funding Source:

NA

Recommended Action:

Approve Minutes

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
o 05/26/2017 SCM 6/7/2017 Attachment

o 05/03/2017 SCM 6/7/2017 Attachment



MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING OF THE STUART CITY COMMISSION
HELD ON May 26, 2017
AT 9:00 AM Commission Chambers
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994
CITY COMMISSION

Vice Mayor Troy A. McDonald
Commissioner Kelli Glass Leighton
Commissioner Jeffrey A. Krauskopf
Commissioner Eula R. Clarke
Commissioner Tom Campenni (Absent)

ADMINISTRATIVE
City Manager, Paul J. Nicoletti

City Attorney, Michael J. Mortell
City Clerk, Cheryl White

9:01 AM ROLL CALL
Present: Vice Mayor McDonald, Commissioner Glass Leighton, Commissioner Clarke,

Commissioner Krauskopf,
ABSENT: Commissioner Campenni

9:01 AM PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
PRESENTATIONS
COMMENTS BY CITY COMMISSIONERS

9:02 AM
Commissioner Krauskopf inquired about whether or not the City would be participating
in the upcoming June 1, 2017 tax sale to bid on specific properties or just getting higher
interest rate.
City Manager Nicoletti said that the City has incorporated into the fiscal policy and are
able to bid the properties as they appear. He said he would look at the properties to see if

there are any properties.

COMMENTS BY CITY MANAGER

9:03 AM APPROVAL OF AGENDA

9:03 AM Motion: Action: Approve Agenda, Moved by Commissioner Krauskopf,
Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.

05/26/2017 SCM Page 1 of 10



41
ABSENT: Campenni

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max)

9:04 AM Motion: Consent Calendar, Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner
Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.
4/1 ABSENT: Campenni

9:04 AM CONSENT CALENDAR
1. Minutes of 5/22/2017 Regular Commission Meeting for approval.

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

9:04 AM Motion: Consent Calendar, Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner
Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.
4/1 ABSENT: Campenni

9:04 AM COMMISSION ACTION

2. At the Regular City Commission meeting on May 22, 2017, Commissioner Glass-Leighton
Motioned the Commission to specially set a meeting to address the reorganization of the City
Commission in light of allegations against the current Mayor related to age discrimination arising
during the search for City Manager. After discussion, the City Commission unanimously voted
(4-0) to schedule the meeting (Commissioner Campenni was absent). Reorganization of the:
City Commission Mayor - Vice Mayor Various Board Appointments

9:05 AM Motion: Approve Troy McDonald as Mayor, Action: Approve, Moved by
Commissioner Glass Leighton, Seconded by Commissioner Krauskopf.

Caryn Yost Rudge came forward and requested Commissioner Clarke be put back as Mayor
and Commissioner Campenni as Vice Mayor.

Helen McBride came forward and stated she was confident the Commission would do what is
right and would do the right thing. She stated Commissioner Clarke made a mistake and she
apologized and is taking the consequences. She also announced that Geoffrey Smith was
recognized in World Wide news with his statue Image.

4/1 ABSENT: Campenni

9:09 AM Motion: Approve Kelli Glass Leighton as Vice Mayor, Action: Approve,
Moved by Commissioner Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Clarke.
4/1 ABSENT: Campenni

9:10 AM Motion: Reappointment of Various Board Appointments for Commissioners
as it currently is in place. Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner Krauskopf.

05/26/2017 SCM Page 2 of 10



Commissioner Clarke asked that she be appointed back to the MPO and the Arts Council.

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton said the City needs to be consistent and would be happy to sit on
the MPO Board and recommended that because Commissioner Krauskopf is not seeking re-
election that he serve on the Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments, and the Treasure
Coast Regional League of Cities to allow the new seated Commissioner to get to know the
surrounding Communities.

Motion: To serve on the MPO Board and recommended that because Commissioner
Krauskopf is not seeking re-election that he serve on the Treasure Coast Council of
Local Governments, and the Treasure Coast Regional League of Cities to allow the new
seated Commissioner to get to know the surrounding Communities., Action: Approve,
Moved by Commissioner Glass Leighton,

Commissioner Krauskopf said he was trying to transition out, and understands the consistency
argument, but he could be swayed to that. If you want that Kelli and Troy, you need to absorb
the positions.

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton said she has sat on the MPO Board in the past, and recommended
Commissioner Krauskopf moving away from the Martin County Tourist Development.

City Attorney Mortell recommended the Commission go through each position on each Board to
determine who will sit on each Board.

Commissioner Krauskopf stated he currently sits on the Tourist Development Council and the
Council of the Arts. He said he would be happy to phase out of those if someone wants them he
would be happy to do it.

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton recommended that a new Commission coming on board sitting on
the Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments, and the Treasure Coast Regional League of
Cities would be valuable to them to get to know our surrounding areas.

Commissioner Krauskopf asked for clarification if Vice Mayor was asking him to transition into
Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments, and the Treasure Coast Regional League of
Cities, and then transition out.

Commissioner Clarke asked if she could serve on the School Board Long Range Planning
Committee since she was taking the MPO?

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton stated that the matter was about consistency and she could not do
that.

Commissioner Clarke asked if Vice Mayor Glass Leighton was telling her that there was no
place on any Board for her to serve.

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton clarified she was not telling her anything that it was the pleasure of
the Board to decide.

05/26/2017 SCM Page 3 of 10



Commissioner Krauskopf seconded the motion accepting the assignments of board member to
the Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments, and the Treasure Coast Regional League of
Cities in addition to the boards he already serves.

City Attorney Mortell read into the record the following

Martin County Tourist Development Council Jeffrey Krauskopf
Metropolitan Planning Organization Kelli Glass Leighton
MPO Regional Transit Organization Troy McDonald
Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments Jeffrey Krauskopf
Airport Noise Advisory Committee Kelli Glass Leighton.

Boundary Advisory Committee, fka: School Board Long Kelli Glass Leighton
Range Planning Committee

Treasure Coast Regional League of Cities Jeffrey Krauskopf
Alternate Troy McDonald
Martin County Council of the Arts Jeffrey Krauskopf

Treasure Coast Regional Planning Sewalls Point
Alternate Jupiter Island

Business Development Board Troy McDonald

Commissioner Clarke asked if it is simply at the pleasure of the Board that each Commissioner

Attorney Mortell stated that pursuant to the City Charter the City Commission can re-organize at
any time the majority of the Commission decides to, and that is all that it has. This is truly the
pleasure of the Board.

Commissioner Clarke asked if the Code of Conduct to be addressed later that says it is still at
the pleasure of the Board based on the Charter and there is no change.

Attorney Mortell stated the Code of Conduct does not address this matter. He did say the
Commission could offer to include that at the pleasure of the Commission

City Manager Nicoletti stated he received and email from Karen Sayer and would be treating it

as a Public Records Request. The request is to provide Commissioner Campenni’s Meeting
Calendar for May 2016 to today’s date.

05/26/2017 SCM Page 4 of 10



9:21 AM The City Clerk asked for a short break to fix the live streaming of the
Commission Meeting.

The Commissioners agreed and took a short break.

9:25 AM

The Commission reconvened the meeting

9:26 AM PUBLIC COMMENT

Virginia Sherlock came forward and expressed concern over the Commissioners removing
Commissioner Eula Clarke and Commissioner Tom Campenni from various Boards.

Micah Hartman came forward and expressed concern over the removal of both Commissioners
from the Advisory Boards.

Mark Brechbill said he expressed concern over motion and doesn’t feel that those people who
have made mistakes should pay permanently for their mistakes.

Marlene McClure expressed concern over the motion and removing Commissioner Clarke from
advisory Boards and let her serve the city well.

Michael Meier came forward and expressed concern over the situation. He does agree that
Elected Officials are held into a higher standard. He thinks the City should look at the process
on how various Commission Board Appointments are made.

Caryn Yost Rudge expressed concern over the motion.

Mayor McDonald said he would not support the motion as stated and called the question.
Commissioner Krauskopf Aye

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton Aye

Mayor McDonald No

Commissioner Clarke No

ABSENT : Campenni

The motion failed for a lack of three affirmative votes.

The Mayor suggested the following:

Martin County Tourist Development Council Jeffrey Krauskopf
Metropolitan Planning Organization Kelli Glass Leighton
MPO Regional Transit Organization Troy McDonald
Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments Tom Campenni

05/26/2017 SCM Page 5 of 10



Airport Noise Advisory Committee
Boundary Advisory Committee, fka: School Board Long Range Planning Committee

Treasure Coast Regional League of Cities
Alternate

Martin County Council of the Arts

Treasure Coast Regional Planning Sewalls Point
Alternate Jupiter Island

Business Development Board

The Mayor passed the gavel and made the following stated motion:

Kelli Glass Leighton.

Tom Campenni

Troy McDonald

Eula Clarke

Troy McDonald

9:36 AM Motion:, Action: Approve, Moved by Vice Mayor McDonald, None seconded.

Commissioner Clarke suggested the following appointments be made:

Martin County Tourist Development Council

Metropolitan Planning Organization

MPO Regional Transit Organization

Treasure Coast Council of Local Governments

Airport Noise Advisory Committee
Boundary Advisory Committee, fka: School Board Long Range Planning Committee

Treasure Coast Regional League of Cities
Alternate

Martin County Council of the Arts

Treasure Coast Regional Planning Sewalls Point
Alternate Jupiter Island

Business Development Board

05/26/2017 SCM

Eula Clarke

Tom Campenni

Troy McDonald

Tom Campenni

Kelli Glass Leighton.

Eula Clarke

Jeffrey Krauskopf
Troy McDonald

Jeffrey Krauskopf

Eula Clarke

Page 6 of 10



9:38 AM Motion:, Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner Clarke, None seconded.

Commissioner Krauskopf said he would like to see it come back at a future meeting die to the
2/2 vote and the slate of members will remain the same.

The matter will come back at a future meeting for a vote.

Mayor McDonald was saddened, and he could see that Commissioner Clarke has shown
remorse and should be assigned back to a board.

Commissioner Clarke asked for the item to come back at the meeting of June 26. 2017.

The Commission agreed to hear the matter at the June 26, 2017 meeting.

9:42 AM
3. On May 18, 2017 an employee submitted a written complaint against Thomas Campenni,
Mayor of the City of Stuart. In the complaint, the employee alleged that the Mayor discouraged
him from submitting an application for the City Manager vacancy because he desired a "younger
guy with fresh ideas." An investigation was performed by the Human Resources Department
with consultation with outside employment counsel. The investigation was completed on May
22, 2017. The report recommends that Mayor Campenni remove himself from the entire
selection process unless the Commission takes action otherwise. In addition, the executive
search firm should be apprised of this matter to ensure an impartial City Manager selection
process.

City Manager Nicoletti gave a brief overview of the item. He said the question comes back to the
Commission for discussion and deliberation.

Commissioner Krauskopf asked if the City needed a motion to effectuate the recommendation
by the HR Director to assure that Commissioner Campenni remove himself from the selection
process of the new City Manager and the Colin Baenziger firm will be noticed to that effect.

City Attorney Mortell clarified that the resignation letter from Commissioner Campenni as Mayor
stated that he would recude himself unless such persons didn’t make the short list. The
recommendation by the HR Director was that he remove himself from the entire thing, and that
is staff recommendation.

9:45 AM Motion: Adopt Human Resources Report HR Director Recommendation is
adopted and notify the Colin Baenziger and Associates firm that Commissioner Campenni
would be removed from the City Manager selection process , Action: Approve, Moved by
Commissioner Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.

Commissioner Clarke asked the City Attorney to distension between Mr. Campenni’ s situation
and my situation with regard to acceptance of Human Resources report based on the inquiry
that an employee made.

City Attorney Mortell explained the difference in the allegations made against Commissioner

Clark and the allegations made against Commissioner Campenni. He explained the City had an
obligation under the law to investigate the allegations in both cases.

05/26/2017 SCM Page 7 of 10



Vice Mayor Glass Leighton said the City needs to have consistent procedures in place on how
these types of unfortunate situations are handled. She believes an outside investigation needs
to take place and stated that whether the citizens agree or not the Commission need to hold
themselves to a higher standard.

Virginia Sherlock came forward and expressed concern over the Investigation Summary Report
and that the intent is required to sustain a claim of age discrimination. She further added the law
as it relates to intent. She said that the report concludes that the report relies on accepting the
employer’s version of what was said and rejecting what the employee version of what was said.
She asked how this investigation could be considered through or un-biased. She said she does
not support spending tax dollars on another investigation regarding Commissioner Campenni’'s
conduct. She said that if these comments were made as represented by the HR Directors
summary then there was a violation of State and Federal Law regardless of his intent. She said
there are agencies that will investigate those claims in an appropriate manner and no need to
spend my money for an independent investigation.

City Attorney Mortell explained that the City needed to take action to cure the problem and did
so in an expediently and removed the employee from the environment so actions could not
occur any further, and as a result the City of Stuart the perception of the employee were
validated, and the HR recommendation was provided to the Commission based upon the
investigation.

Commissioner Clarke asked if Commissioner Campenni was an Employee or Employer?
Attorney Mortell explained he is both, and in the circumstances we are addressing he would be
considered a, Supervisor and in a position of authority over that employee that made the

complaint. He explained the City of Stuart’s responsibility is to cure the defect.

Micha Hartman came forward and expressed concern over any further outside investigation,
and a waste of time.

After the Commission and public comments the following motion was made:

41
ABSENT: Campenni

Commissioner Clarke said she supports the recommendation.

Commissioner Krauskopf motioned for Item 4 Resolution 50-2017

10:06 AM Motion: Resolution 50-2017, Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner
Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.

Motion: The City needs to have a more full investigation and more robust
investigation by the Personnel Department at least. , Action: Approve, Moved by
Commissioner Clarke,
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Mayor McDonald suggested having the outside council validate the HR investigation.

City Manager Nicoletti stated he would start there but there may be an issue as to other things
out there. And is there something else that may have been said to other employees. | don’t think
you can do this inside.

Vice Mayor Glass Leighton asked the question, how did we get to this point?

She stated she supports the investigation to see if comments made by Commissioner Tom
Campenni were isolated or rise to a pattern of behavior deviating from the role of a City
Commissioner.

None seconded the earlier motion made by Commissioner Clarke.

Commissioner Clarke made “another motion” as follows:

10:07 AM Motion: Authorizing and directing the City Manager to hire an Independent
Investigator to determine if comments made by Commissioner Tom Campenni were
isolated or rise to a pattern of behavior deviating from the role of a City Commissioner,
and approves the cost of between $10-12 thousand dollars from City Manager
Contingency Budget. Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner Clarke, Seconded by
Commissioner Glass Leighton.

Mark Brechbill came forward and asked if the City Commission remove another Commissioners
right to vote?

Attorney Mortell stated that in the resignation letter of Mayor removed himself in the letter.
Caryn Yost Rudge came forward and said that this all started when Officer Fitzgerald tattled on
Commissioner Clarke for her remarks to him by using the word pig. She also disagrees that

Chief Dyess being called to testify.

City Manager Nicoletti explained that he has the authority to compel any employees to testify
during an investigation.

Jackie Vitale asked the City to clarify whether or not they would be hiring an outside investigator
for this matter.

The City said yes the motion is standing to hire an outside investigator.

Carol Waxler came forward and thanked the City and supports the motion. And does not
support having City Employees judging Commissioners. She also stated she supports the Code
of Conduct as she stated at the previous meeting.

Helen McBride came forward and too supports the motion.

City Attorney clarified the motion authorizing and directing the City Manager to hire an
Independent Investigator to determine if comments made by Commissioner Tom Campenni
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were isolated or rise to a pattern of behavior deviating from the role of a City Commissioner, and
approves the cost of between $10-12 thousand dollars from City Manager Contingency Budget.

3/2 Campenni Absent / Krauskopf NO

Item 4 was moved and seconded earlier.

10:06 AM 4. RESOLUTION No. 50-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, CREATING A CODE OF CONDUCT FOR CITY
COMMISSIONERS;PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTING PROVISIONS; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

City Manager Nicoletti gave a brief overview of the Code of Conduct for approval to adopt.

Mayor McDonald asked about adding more language or stronger language regarding private
emails and all Social Media public records.

Manager Nicoletti explained the Social Media Policy may need to be adopted in a separate
policy.

Mayor McDonald suggested creating a policy.

Commissioner Clarke asked about how the Commissioners should communicate with the
Pubilic.

City Attorney explained the process for how to respond to emails, public and the ethical duties
of a Commissioner.

4/1 Campenni Absent

Mayor McDonald read his thoughts into the record to the public and staff as the incoming
Mayor.

ORDINANCE FIRST READING

ORDINANCE SECOND READING
DISCUSSION AND DELIBERATION

10:42 AM ADJOURNMENT:

Cheryl White, City Clerk Troy McDonald, Mayor

Minutes to be approved at the Regular Commission
Meeting this 12th day of June, 2017.
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MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING OF THE STUART CITY COMMISSION
HELD May 3, 2017
AT 5:30 PM Commission Chambers
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994

CITY COMMISSION

Mayor Tom Campenni

Vice Mayor Troy A. McDonald
Commissioner Kelli Glass Leighton
Commissioner Jeffrey A. Krauskopf
Commissioner Eula R. Clarke

ADMINISTRATIVE

City Manager, Paul J. Nicoletti
City Attorney, Michael J. Mortell
City Clerk, Cheryl White

ROLL CALL

5:30 PM Roll Call.
Present: Mayor Campenni, Vice Mayor McDonald, Commissioner Clarke,
Commissioner Krauskopf, Commissioner Glass Leighton.

5:30 PM PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
PRESENTATIONS
COMMENTS BY CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMENTS BY CITY MANAGER
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max)
CONSENT CALENDAR
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

COMMISSION ACTION

05032017 SCM
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Mayor Campenni announced that ltem #2 would be discussed before Item #1.
5:30 PM DISCUSSION AND DELIBERATION

5:31 PM 2. Workshop on density calculation inconsistencies between the
comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code, and within the Land Development Code.

Terry O’Neil, Development Director, gave a presentation on the City’s Comprehensive
Plan and Land Development Code. The Development Department feels this is
positive for the City.

5:51 PM Public Comment:

Karen Sayer, 607 SE 6" Street, came forward with a Power Point presentation
prepared in opposition to the density changes. She offered a proposal showing a
remedial correction and a variety of low density options.

Jeremy LeMaster, Palm City, local builder and commented against the density
changes.

Chris Lowery — 320 SW Dyer Drive, opposes the density changes.

Bruce Wallace — 231 SE Pelican Drive, Commented that it is a quality of life issue and
opposes the density changes.

Gayla Tanner, 1153 SE 14" Street, Thinks Karen Sayer’s proposal should be
considered. Would like to see Stuart stay unique.

Susan O’Rourke, 969 SE Federal Hwy., Asks how can we enhance our neighborhoods
but feels this proposal will put pressure on our older neighborhoods. Feels it’s worth
waiting to build it up and make it a multi-point effort.

Michael Busha, Executive Director, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council, took
this opportunity to congratulate City Manager, Paul Nicoletti on his retirement
announcement. Mr. Busha limits his remarks to the remediation portion to correct the
inconsistencies related to the Comp Plan and the LDR’s. He suggests this is
addressed and encourages the commission to do what staff is recommending,
whether modified or not.

Commissioners and staff discussed the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land
Development Code.

Page 2 of 3
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6:30 PM Motion: Move forward to tidy-up Land Development Code and bring
back to Commission in an Ordinance form., Action: Approve, Moved by
Commissioner Krauskopf, Seconded by Commissioner Glass Leighton.

Motion passed unanimously.

6:35 PM 1. DISCUSSION OF ACTING/INTERIM CITY MANAGER APPOINTMENT
AND MANAGER RECRUITMENT PROCESS

City Manager Nicoletti announced that Roz Johnson, HR Director has provided
multiple options to search for the City Manager’s replacement. Staff is suggesting
requesting a proposal from Colin Baenziger & Associates. This company has the
ability to advertise for applicants, rank them, perform background checks and narrow
down the applicants to the top allotted number requested by the City.

Krauskopf agrees with the request for proposal and thinks it’'s important for the
search to include criteria for someone within the state of Florida and with a thorough
understanding of CRA.

Attorney Mortell reminded the Commission that they are able to determine the
advertising criteria for the City Manager position.

6:43 PM Motion: Obtain a quote from Colin Baenziger & Associates and have
them present it at a meeting., Action: Approve, Moved by Commissioner Krauskopf,
Seconded by Commissioner Clarke.

Motion passed unanimously.

The Commission agreed and directed staff to bring back proposal by Colin Baenziger
& Associates at the May 22, 2017 Commission Meeting.

ORDINANCE FIRST READING

ORDINANCE SECOND READING

6:45 PM ADJOURNMENT

Cheryl White, City Clerk Tom Campenni, Mayor

Minutes to be approved at the Special Commission
Meeting this 8" day of May, 2017.
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CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION
Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: Sam Amerson, PE - Public Works Director

Title of Item:

NW North River Drive Traffic Calming Measures. (RC)
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

At the regular City Commission meeting of March 13, 2017 the commission determined that traffic control
devices or traffic calming measures may be warranted and directed staff to initiate the public notification
process.

On April 26, 2017 a public information meeting was held at City Hall. Notice of the public information meeting
was hand delivered to area residents, along with a concept plan showing where speed tables might be installed
along NW North River Drive. A copy of the notes from the meeting and the sign-in sheet are attached.

The meeting concluded with a consensus on initial improvements of:
¢ |nstall one speed table at 642/644 NW North River Drive
¢ Remove two stop signs on NW North River Dr at NW Australian St
¢ |nstall two new stop signs on NW North River Dr at NW Oleander St

Following installation of the improvements, it is suggested that Stuart Police Department monitor traffic in the
area and report findings of traffic behavior. Additionally, public works department will provide for traffic counts
and compare to pre-improvement traffic counts for analysis. Attached is a plan depicting the recommended
traffic calming measures and a cost estimate in the amount of $30,000. After review of the survey data, it maybe
possible to eliminate the cost of engineering and perform those services internally.

Another issue was raised concerning pedestrian safety. Staff will investigate the feasibility and costs associated
with installing sidewalk(s) along NW North River Dr from NW Poinsettia Street south to NW Dixie Highway and
report findings and recommendations to the city manager.

Funding Source:

Funds are available in the Transportation Capital budget

Recommended Action:

Approve a motion authorizing staff to proceed with the recommended traffic calming improvements in an amount
not to exceed $30,000.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
& Public Information Meeting Notes 6/2/2017 Cover Memo



Public Information Meeting Sign-in Sheet  6/2/2017 Cover Memo
Traffic Calming Improvements Plan 6/2/2017 Cover Memo

Traffic Calming Improvements Cost 6/2/2017 Cover Memo
Estimate



City of Stuart

St ua rt 121 SW Flagler Avenue e Stuart e Florida 34994

Telephone (772) 221-4700
Fax (772) 288-5381

Public Works Department
Sam Amerson, P.E.
Public Works Director samerson(aci.stuart.fl.us

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

NOTES

April 26, 2017 6pm to 7pm City Commission Chambers

14 attended — sign in sheet attached.
Topics discussed with concerns:

e  Stop sign at Australian to be removed, move to Oleander

e  Stop sign at Poinsettia, slow down speeders

e  Add sidewalk (Poinsettia - Fern to Dixie), Concerned about walkers Curve on NRD,
need to slow down traffic— dangerous

e  City assign fulltime Police presence, community likes

e  Discussed Speed tables vs Humps (pros and cons of both)

e Add Stop sign Poinsettia & NRD

e  Move Stop sign at Australian to Oleander

e  Trees blocking road at Terrace Rd & Treasure Road (Dangerous)

Budget Police Officer (Tom Campenni)

Add Sidewalk (Australian to Oleander & Poinsettia - Fern to Dixie)

Speed Table at Curve on NRD

Speed Table on Fork Road, before entering NRD & before and after NRD on Fork Road, by Bus
stop.

All the above are suggestions to be considered for future alternatives. Cost Estimate, discuss at
future meeting.



Sign-in sheet Notice of Public Meeting for 4/26/17
City of Stuart
NW North River Drive - Petition of Speed Tables
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NW NORTH RIVER DRIVE TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS
ENGINEER'S OPINION OF PROBABLE PROJECT COST

Approx.

Item No. Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Total Price
1 Survey LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00

2 Engineering Design LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00

3 Construction LS 1 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
TOTAL = $30,000.00




CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: Pinal Gandhi-Savdas

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 55-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,
FLORIDA, GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR ADDITIONAL REQUIRED PARKING TO
MARTIN MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER, INC. ON A PROPERTY WITHIN THE RESIDENTIAL (R-3)
ZONING DISTRICT AND LOCATED AT 707 SE OSCEOLA STREETAND 711 SE OSCEOLA STREET,
STUART: PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

The applicant is requesting additional required parking spaces for the hospital use on the adjacent property
located at 707 and 711 SE Osceola Street, which are both owned by Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
The proposed parking lot improvement is necessary due to scheduled repairs to the Martin Memorial Hospital
parking garage. It is expected that approximately 125 parking spaces per floor will be displaced when the
parking garage goes under construction. Repairs will being on the top floor and proceed with one floor re-
opening post repairs as the next floor goes under construction. The applicant is proposing parking addition to be
constructed in two phases (Phase | and Phase Il). In order to maximize additional required parking spaces
within the proposed site, the applicant is requesting a conditional use to vary from certain code requirements in
Section 6.01.11 and 6.04.07 related to the location of additional required parking spaces on non-contiguous
property to serve the hospital use and parking area landscaping requirements.

Phase | will consist of parking lot improvements on property located at 707 SE Osceola Street to accommodate
the immediate need for parking spaces that will be lost during parking garage repairs. The temporary lot surface
is composed of compacted asphalt miling and provides 37 parking spaces. With the loss of 125 parking
spaces per floor requires maximizing the spaces within this proposed site to compensate to the maximum extent
possible. The temporary lot will remain in use until parking garage repairs are completed in 2018, after which it
will be converted to permanent parking lot design as shown in Phase II. The proposed landscape plan for
Phase | shows landscape planting for the northern property line with emphasis on landscape material which
provides screening above the height of the existing 6 CBS wall. The landscaping buffer provided in Phase | will
have the benefit of time to mature in advance of any permanent use of the site.

Phase |1 will consist of parking lot improvements on property located at 707 and 711 SE Osceola Street. The
existing office building on property located at 711 SE Osceola Street will remain. The proposed permanent
parking lot will be constructed in asphalt pavement and will provide 64 parking spaces with both lots combined.
Additional landscaping will be provided within the parking area and along the perimeter of the property, providing
visual screening of the parking lot.

The Master Facilities Plan and the future planning of the Martin Medical Center campus will provide more
structured plans for the lots, where the parking improvement is now proposed. The applicant has met with City
staff to discuss the plans and process for adopting the Master Facilities Plan. In April, the applicant held a
meeting with the neighborhood to discuss the Master Facilities Plan and the future planning of the Martin
Medical Center campus. The proposed parking lot improvement on subject lots was also discussed with the
residents. The City staff has received no objection from the neighborhood.

Attachments:
- Staff Report



- Resolution No. 55-2017
- Public Works Comments
- Application Material

Funding Source:

N/A

Recommended Action:

Approve Resolution No. 55-2017.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description

0  Resolution No. 55-2017

o Staff Report

o Public Work Comments

o Application Material

Upload Date
6/1/2017
5/31/2017
5/31/2017

5/31/2017

Type
Resolution add
to Y drive

Staff Report

Backup
Material

Backup
Material



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 55-2017
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR
ADDITIONAL REQUIRED PARKING TO MARTIN MEMORIAL
MEDICAL CENTER, INC. ON A PROPERTY WITHIN THE
RESIDENTIAL (R-3) ZONING DISTRICT AND LOCATED AT 707 SE
OSCEOLA STREET AND 711 SE OSCEOLA STREET, STUART,;

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS
OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPQOSES.

* kx *k k* %

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 6.01.11 (Location of required parking spaces) and
Section 6.04.07 (Landscaping requirement for parking area) of the Land Development
Regulations of City of Stuart, Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc. (The “Applicant”) filed an
application on May 5, 2017 for a Conditional Use Permit to allow site improvement to provide
additional required parking in on two properties located on the north side of SE Osceola Street, at
707 SE Osceola Street and 711 SE Osceola Street; and

WHERAS, the owner has requested that the proposed parking addition is to be
constructed in two phases (Phase 1 and Phase I1); and

WHEREAS, the City Commission held a properly noticed hearing on June 12, 2017, to

consider the application of the Petitioner to approve the conditional use; and



Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

WHEREAS, at a public hearing the applicant has shown by substantial competent
evidence that the proposed site improvements does not create any detrimental effects on adjacent
properties, within three hundred (300) feet of the proposed location; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA that:
SECTION 1: Subject to the conditions attached hereto, the City Commission hereby grants a
Conditional Use Approval to Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc., as the owner of the property
located at 707 SE Osceola Street and 711 SE Osceola Street.  This conditional use is not
assignable or transferable.
SECTION 2: The purpose of the Conditional Use approval is to allow additional required
parking on non-contiguous property located within 500 feet to serve the principal use and allow
variance from certain code requirements for the parking area landscaping to maximize parking
spaces.
SECTION 3: A legal description of the property is set forth in “Exhibit A” attached hereto and
made a part hereof by reference. A map depicting the property is attached hereto as “Exhibit B”
and made a part hereof by reference; and conditions of development for the property are attached

hereto as “Exhibit C” and made a part hereof by reference.



Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

SECTION 4: The following documents on file as public records of the City, at the office of the
City Clerk in City Hall, and attached hereto as “Exhibit D”, hereinafter the “Development

Documents”, shall be deemed a part of the development conditions applicable to the Property:

1. Phase | and Phase Il Parking Addition for Martin Memorial Hospital Site Plan
prepared by Evergreen Engineering, Inc., Last Revised 05/21/17.
2. Phase | and Phase Il Landscape Plan prepared by Lucido & Associates, last Revised
05/16/17.
3. List of variances to Sections 6.01.11 and 6.04.07 for Conditional Use Application,
prepared by Evergreen Engineering, Inc., dated May 30, 2017.
SECTION 5: This resolution shall be effective upon its adoption by the City Commission, and

proper execution by the Owner.
SECTION 6: The complete execution and recording of this resolution by the City Clerk shall

occur no later than 45 days from the date of this approval, failing which this resolution shall be

void.
SECTION 7: Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its
adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner , and upon being put to a

roll call vote, the vote was as follows:

YES | NO | ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR

JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER

EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER

THOMAS CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this day of , 2017.




Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

ATTEST:
CHERYL WHITE TROY A. MCDONALD,
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY

STATE OF
COUNTY OF




Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT

BY SIGNING THIS ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT, THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY
ACCEPTS AND AGREES TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS CONTAINED IN
THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION, AND ALL EXHIBITS, ATTACHMENTS AND
DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS, INTENDING TO BE BOUND THEREBY, AND THAT
SUCH ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT IS DONE FREELY, KNOWINGLY, AND
WITHOUT ANY RESERVATION, AND FOR THE PURPOSES EXPRESSED WITHIN THE
FOREGOING RESOLUTION. IF IT IS LATER DISCOVERED THAT THE UNDERSIGNED,
OR ITS SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS HAVE FAILED IN ANY MATERIAL WAY, ITS
CONDITIONS, AND THE DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS, THE UNDERSIGNED
UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT THIS RESOLUTION MAY BE AMENDED OR
REPEALED BY THE CITY COMMISSION, AND THAT OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE
ACTIONS AND PENALTIES MAY BE TAKEN AGAINST THE UNDERSIGNED, ITS
SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS, BY THE CITY, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO
SANCTIONS DESCRIBED IN THIS RESOLUTION, CODE ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS,
PERMIT AND LICENSING SUSPENSIONS OR REVOCATIONS, AND ANY OR ALL
OTHER APPLICABLE CIVIL AND CRIMINAL ACTIONS.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF THE UNDERSIGNED HAS EXECUTED THIS ACCEPTANCE
AND AGREEMENT:

WITNESSES: Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
By:
Print Name: Charlie Papa, AVP Facilities Management

and Support Services

Print Name:
OWNERS ACKNOWLEDGMENT
The above Acceptance and Agreement of Resolution No. 55-2017 was acknowledged
before me this day of , 2017, by Charlie Papa, AVP Facilities

Management and Support Services, of Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.

Notary Public, State of Florida
My Commission Expires:
Notary Seal

Personally Known OR Produced Identification
Type of Identification Produced



Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

Exhibit A
Legal Description

707 SE Osceola Street

Lots 8, 9 and the West twenty (20) feet of Lot 10, Block 6, HILDABRAD PARK, according
to the Plat thereof recorded in Plat Book 2, Page 64, public records of Martin County,
Florida.

711 SE Osceola Street

The East 40 feet of Lot 10 and all of Lot 11, Block 6, HILDABRAD PARK, according to the
Plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 2, Page 64, of the public records of Martin County,
Florida.



Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

Exhibit B
Location Map
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Resolution #55-2017
Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc.
Conditional Use Approval

Exhibit C
Conditions of Approval

1. Timetable of development shall be as follows:

Phase | — The site permit shall be obtained within 30 days of the Conditional Use
approval.

Phase Il — The site permit shall be obtained no later than December 2018 and complete
construction with inspection passed no later than December 2019.

2. Lighting shall comply with Section 6.07.00 of the Land Development Code and reviewed
by Police for CPTED/Crime Prevention recommendations. Lighting shall include shields
to direct the light away from the residential development to the north of the property.

3. The Engineer of Record must provide signed and sealed as-built survey/drawings.

4. The Engineer of Record must demonstrate the off-site detention area will accommodate
the additional storm water discharge/flow.
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35'+ . 8" r

f} EL. 10.5% CONC. RIBBON CURB
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| | FINISH GRADE ELEV. 9.0 ASPHALT PAVEMENT
EXISTING KNEEWALL —=| | © _
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/_ INV. 4.10
SECTION ﬁ NTS
SECTION 1

Site Clearing and Erosion Control Plan Notes

The goal is to prevent air and water—born pollution from leaving the site. No land clearing may
commence until silt fencing is erected as follows:

SEE PLAN FOR PAVEMENT WIDTH

1. Standard silt fence shall be erected at boundaries of site excepting existing access ramps required
for construction access and office access to existing uses.

WEARING SURFACE

ELEV. PER PLAN
2. The existing catch basin within the site shall be covered with filter fabric, Mirafi 160N or approved

equal.

FINISH GRADE \\

e [ U] | e ASPHALTIC PAVEMENT
- o

SLOPE VARIES —=

/— BROOM FINISH

8" x 8" THICKENED EDGE/)\

5,000 PSI CONCRETE OVER CLEAN SUBGRADE J'S*

COMPACTED TO 98% MAX. DENSITY.

3/4"R, TOOLED EDGE

Demolition and grading shall then be initiated and completed promptly within the confines of these
erosion control measures. If conditions are dry and windy, watering to control dust is required.

FINISH GRADE \\

ASPHALT PAVT -
//’_ / //‘// s/,
S
7/, S S, S S
7/, // s/, // S
S S S s
/ /s Y

AL

PR R RRE ]
R RIS IR

/

Silt fencing must be maintained at all times, and any failure that results in sediment migration
corrected and sediment removed from the premises.

"'ii-flfaésﬂiL?Qf

INSTALL 1/2" EXPANSION JOINTS WHERE PAVT.

ABUTS EXIST. STRUCTURES OR AT COLD JOINTS. 1) The existing catch basin shall be relocated and oriented to drain through the existing knee wall and

into the retention area to the north. This relocation should be done when site grading is complete
enough to drain the site north to the swale called for in the plans.

PAVING SPECIFICATIONS:
WEARING SURFACE: 17 MIN. THICK SP—9.5 ASPHALTIC CONC.

BASE: 6" BASE COMPACTED TO 98% MAX.
DENSITY PER AASHTO-T180

SAW—CUT CONTROL JOINTS 3/16” x 2" DEEP,
18" 0/C MAX. OR AS SHOWN ON DWG'S.
CUT JOINTS WHILE CONCRETE IS "GREEN”.

2) Filter fabric shall be maintained under the grate of the relocated catch basin to control sediment
SUB—BASE: 12" SUBGRADE COMPACTED TO discharge north.
98% MAX. DENSITY PER AASHTO—180.
STABILIZE TO F.B.V. 50 PSI 3) The existing RCP extending into the site shall be removed to the east edge of existing sidewalk and

the remaining pipe sealed with a concrete plug and wrapped with filter fabric prior to backfill.

4) Authorization to install erosion control devices will be granted at the pre—construction meeting. This
authorization shall be posted on the site, in the permit box.

CONCRETE PAVEMENT 2 | TYPE D CONCRETE CURB CONCRETE RIBBON CURB 4 | ASPHALT PAVEMENT

5) No additional land clearing shall commence until a satisfactory inspection of the required silt fence
and fabric over control structure has been obtained.

6) Soil stabilization and subgrade compaction shall be completed within 5 days of sod removal.

DIMENSIONS & QUANTITIES 7) Following certification of occupancy for the development, all barricades and erosion control devices
shall be removed and disposed of by the contractor.
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TREES

PALM TREES

CODE  BOTANICAL NAME / COMMON NAME

Qv Quercus virgimana / Southern Live Oak

CODE BOTANICAL NAME / COMMON NAME

SP Sabal palmetto / Sabal Palm

CODE BOTANICAL NAME / COMMON NAME

CHR Chrysobalanus icaco “Redtip™ / Red Tip Cocoplum
POD Podocarpus macrophyllus / Fodocarpus

CODE BOTANICAL NAME / COMMON NAME

MUH Muhlenbergia capillaris / Pink Muhly

CODE BOTANICAL NAME / COMMON NAME
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LIR Liriope spicata / Creeping Lily Turf
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LANDSCAPE SPECIFICATIONS

PART 1:

1.08

PART 2:

2.01

GENERAL CONDITIONS

SCOPE:
The landscape contract includes the supplying and planting of all trees, shrubs, vines, and ground cover together with all necessary
labor, equipment, tools and materials needed for the successful completion, execution and maintenance of the landscape plans.

AGENCY STANDARDS:
Grades and standards of plant materials to be used shall be true to name, size, condition and graded Florida #1 or better as stated in:
Grades and Standards of Florida Plant Materials published by the State of Florida Department of Agriculture, Tallahassee, Florida.

SITE EXAMINATION:

The Landscape Contractor shall personally examine the site and fully acquaint him/herlself with all of the existing conditions in order
that no mis-understanding may afterwards arise as to the character or extent of the work to be performed, and, additionally, in order to
acquaint him/herself with all precautions to be taken in order to avoid injury to property or persons. No additional compensation will be
granted because of any unusual difficulties which may be encountered in the execution or maintenance of any portion of the work.

ERRORS AND OMISSIONS:

The plant list is a part of the drawings and is furnished as a convenience. The plant list indicates the name, size and quantities of
specific plant materials as called for and is located on the drawings. The Landscape Contractor is responsible for his/her own quantity
count, and any discrepancy between drawings and plant list shall be considered as correct on the drawings.

The Landscape Contractor shall not take advantage of errors or omissions in the specifications or contract drawings. Full instruction
will be given if such errors are discovered. Upon the discovery of any discrepancies in, or omissions from the drawings or documents,
or should the Landscape Contractor be in doubt as to their meaning, the Landscape Architect shall be notified and will determine the
actions necessary to each query.

If plans and specifications are found to disagree after the contract is awarded, the Landscape Architect shall be the judge as to which
was intended.

EXECUTION OF THE WORK:
The Landscape Contractor shall have his labor crews controlled and directed by a Foreman well versed in plant materials, planting
methods, reading plans, and coordination between job and nursery in order to execute installation correctly and in a timely manner.

The Landscape Contractor shall provide a competent English-speaking Foreman on the project at all times, who shall be fully
authorized as the Contractor's agent on the work. The Foreman shall be capable of reading and thoroughly understanding the Plans,
Specifications and other Contract Documents. If the Superintendent is deemed incompetent by the Landscape Architect, he (the
superintendent) shall be immediately replaced.

The Landscape Contractor shall be available for any meetings with the Owner and/or Landscape Architect during implementation of
the job. Any additional work or changes required as a result of failure to communicate with the Owner or Landscape Architect during
implementation will be the responsibility of the Landscape Contractor.

PROTECTION OF PUBLIC AND PROPERTY:

The Landscape Contractor shall protect all materials and work against injury from any cause and shall provide and maintain all
necessary safeguards for the protection of the public. He shall be held responsible for any damage or injury to persons or property
which may occur as a result of his fault or negligence in the execution of the work, i.e. damage to underground pipes or cables.

CHANGES AND EXTRAS:

The Contractor shall not start work on any changes or "extras" in the project until a written agreement setting forth the adjusted prices
has been executed by the Owner and the Contractor. Any work performed on changes or "extras" prior to execution of a written
agreement may or may not be compensated for by the Owner at his discretion.

GUARANTEE:

The Landscape Contractor shall furnish a written guarantee warranting all materials, workmanship and plant materials, except sod, for a
period of 18 MONTHS from the time of completion and acceptance by the Landscape Architect and Owner. Sod shall be guaranteed to
90 calendar days after acceptance by the Landscape Architect and Owner. All plant material shall be alive and in satisfactory condition
and growth for each specific kind of plant at the end of the guarantee period. The guaranteeing of plant material shall be construed to
mean complete and immediate replacement with plant material of the same variety, type, size, quality and grade as that of the originally
specified material. During the guarantee period it shall be the Landscape Contractor's responsibility to immediately replace any dead or
unhealthy material as determined by the Landscape Architect. The guarantee will be null and void if plant material is damaged by
lightning, hurricane force winds, or any other acts of God, as well as vandalism or lack of proper maintenance.

At the end of the specified guarantee period, any plant required under this contract that is dead or not in satisfactory condition, as
determined by the Landscape Architect, shall be replaced. The Landscape Contractor shall be responsible for the full replacement cost
of plant materials for the first replacement and share subsequent replacement (s) costs equally with the Owner, should the
replacement plant fail to survive.

CARE AND MAINTENANCE:
The Landscape Contractor shall be responsible for the care and maintenance of all plant materials and irrigation when applicable until
final acceptance by the Owner or Landscape Architect.

The Owner agrees to execute the instructions for such care and maintenance.

SAFETY:
It shall be the responsibility of the Landscape Contractor to protect all persons from injury and to avoid property damage. Adequate
warning devices shall be placed and maintained during the progress of the work.

It shall be the contractor's responsibility to conform to all local, state, and federal safety laws and codes including the Federal
Occupational Safety And Health Act (O.S.H.A.).

CONTRACTOR QUALIFICATION:

The Owner may require the apparent contractor (s) to qualify him/herself to be a responsible entity by furnishing any or all of the
following documentary data:

1. Afinancial statement showing assets and liabilities of the company current to date.

2. Alisting of not less than (3) completed projects of similar scope and nature.

3.  Permanent name and address of place of business.
4.

The number of regular employees of the organization and length of time the organization has been in business under the present
name.

INSURANCE AND BONDING:

The contractor (s) shall submit proof of insurance for this job for the time period that the work is done. The minimum amount of
insurance shall be $300,000.00 per person and $300,000.00 per aggregate or as required by owner and agreed to in the contract. The
successful bidder shall be required to have this coverage in effect before beginning work on the site.

The Owner shall have the right to require the Contractor to furnish bonds covering faithful performance of the Contract and payment
obligations arising thereunder as stipulated in bidding requirements or specifically required in the Contract Documents on the date of
execution of the Contract.

PERMITS AND CERTIFICATES:
All contractors shall secure and pay for all permits and certificates required for his/her class of work.

MARTERIALS

PLANT MATERIALS:
A complete list of plants is shown on the drawings, including a schedule of quantities, sizes, and such other requirements deemed
necessary. In the event discrepancies occur, the specifications on the drawings shall govern.

Substitutions: Substitutions of plant materials or changes in size or spacing of materials will be permitted ONLY upon written
authorization by the Owner or the Landscape Architect. If plant material is not of sufficient size to meet applicable codes, a letter of
variance from the appropriate agency must be obtained by the Contractor prior to issuance of any change order. If material of smaller
size is to be accepted, the quantity of material shall be increased, at no additional cost to the Owner, to meet the intent of the
drawings.

All plant materials shall have a habit of growth that is normal for the species and shall be healthy, vigorous and equal to or exceed the
measurements specified in the plant list, which are the minimum acceptable sizes. Plants shall be measured before pruning with
branches in normal position. Any necessary pruning shall be done at the time of planting.

All plant materials shall be nursery grown, unless otherwise noted, Florida #1 or better and shall comply with all required inspections,
grading standards and plant regulations as set forth by the Florida Department of Agriculture's Grades and Standards for Nursery
Plants, most current addition and Grades and Standards for Nursery Plants, most current addition.

Plants that do not have the normal balance of height and spread typical for the respective plant shall not be acceptable.

The Landscape Contractor shall install each plant to display its best side. Adjustments may be required if plants are not installed
properly and/or approved by the Landscape Architect at no additional cost to owner.
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PART 3
3.01

3.02

3.03

INSPECTION

The Landscape Architect and Owner may inspect trees and shrubs at place of growth or at site before planting, for compliance with
requirements for genus, species, variety, size and quality. The Landscape Architect and Owner retain the right to further inspect trees
and shrubs for size and condition of balls and root systems, insects, injuries and latent defects, and to reject unsatisfactory or defective
material at any time during progress of work. Rejected plant materials shall be immediately removed from project site.

PROTECTION OF PLANT MATERIALS:

Balled and burlapped plants (B & B) shall be dug with firm natural balls of earth of sufficient diameter and depth to encompass the
fibrous and feeding root system necessary for full recovery of the plant. Balls shall be firmly wrapped with burlap similar materials and
bound with cord, rope, or wire mesh. All collected plants shall be balled and burlapped.

Plants with broken, damaged or insufficient rootballs will be rejected.

All plant material shall be protected from possible bark injury or breakage of branches. All plants transported by open trucks shall be
adequately covered to prevent windburn, drying or damage to plants.

Plants which cannot be planted immediately on delivery to the site shall be covered with moist soil, muich or other protection from the
drying of wind and sun. All plants shall be watered as necessary by the Landscape Contractor until planted.

STORAGE
All plant materials shall be stored on the site in designated areas, specified by the Landscape Architect or Owner's agent.

No plant material shall be stored longer than seventy-two (72) hours unless approved by Landscape Architect and/or owner.
The Landscape Architect reserves the right to reject any plant materials not in conformance with these specifications.
All rejected material shall be immediately removed from the site and replaced with acceptable material at no cost to the Owner.

PROTECTION DURING PLANTING:

Trees moved by winch or crane shall be thoroughly protected from chain marks, girdling or bark slippage by means of burlap, wood
battens or other approved methods. Battens shall NOT be attached to the tree with nails

TOP SOIL:

Planting soil for all plantings shall consist of topsoil and be natural, friable, fertile, fine loamy soil possessing characteristics of
representative topsoil in the vicinity of the project site that produces heavy growth. Topsoil shall have a PH range of 5.5-7 4, free from
subsoil, weeds, litter, sods, clay, stones, stumps, roots, trash, herbicides, toxic substances, or any other material which may be harmful
to plant growth, or hinder planting operations. Topsoil shall contain a minimum of 3% organic material. Topsoil must percolate water at
a rate of 1" per hour (See also drainage testing detail for trees)

Landscape Area Preparation. The intent of this section is to ensure a healthy growing environment for all planting material in all
landscaped areas. Landscape Contractor to examine existing soils prior to planting to ensure conformance to all definitions

of “Topsoil” (seeLandscape Area Preparation Detail); In addition, a 3” layer of high organic (min 40%) potting soil shall be added to the
topsoil and mixed in at time of planting. East Coast Recycling Inc. is a recommended source for imported Topsoil (if needed) as well as
the top 3” layer of potting soil.

not meet all definitions of Topsoil, please refer to the 'Landscape Area Preparation’ detail. Examination may require existing soils
to be tested by an accredited testing laboratory. Should a soil test be necessary, Contractor shall contact soil testing lab directly to
confirm such lab's soil collection and transmittal protocol; all costs if any shall be borne by the Contractor. Contractor shall

provide to Landscape Architect for review the results of the soil test if conducted. Contractor shall schedule an on-site meeting with
Landscape Architect to review existing and/or imported soils prior to planting. The Landscape Area Preparation is the responsibility
of the Landscape Contractor. He/she shall except all responsibility of planting soils and shall honor all guarantee items in section
1.08.

FERTILIZER:

Commercial fertilizer shall comply with the state and local fertilizer laws. Nitrogen shall not be less than 40% from organic source.
Inorganic chemical nitrogen shall not be derived from the sodium form of nitrate. Fertilizers shall be delivered to the site in unopened
original containers, each bearing the manufacturer's guaranteed analysis. Any fertilizer that becomes caked or otherwise damaged
shall be rejected.

Thoroughly mixed 3 Ibs. of commercial fertilizer to each cubic yard of planting soil.

Tabletized fertilizer shall be Agriform planting tablets 20-10-5 formula, 21 gram or equal. All trees and shrubs shall be fertilized with
tabletized fertilizer as follows. While backfilling plant holes, fertilizer tablets shall be equally spaced and placed adjacent to the ball
mid-way in depth in accordance with the following rates:

1 galion container 1 tablet

3 gallon container 2 tablets
5 gallon container 3 tablets
7 gallon container 5 tablets

Large tubs, wire baskets, grow bags, and balled and burlapped material shall have 1 tablet for each 1/2 inch of trunk diameter (measured
3 feet from ground) or for each foot of height or spread of larger shrub material. The Landscape Architect reserves the right to inspect
and review the application of fertilizer.

MULCH:

Mulch material shall be clean, dry, free of weeds, seeds and pests, moistened at the time of application to prevent wind displacement.
Cypress &/or Red mulch is prohibited.

All trees and shrub beds shall receive 3" mulch immediately after planting and thoroughly watered. Apply 2" max on tree & palm
rootballs, keep 6" away from tree & palm trunks or as required by local jurisdiction.

EXECUTION

DIGGING:

The Landscape Contractor shall exercise care in digging and other work so as not to damage existing work, including overhead wires,
underground pipes and cables and the pipes and hydrants of watering systems. Should such overhead or underground obstructions be
encountered which interfere with planting, the Owner shall be consulted and contractor will adjust the location of plants to clear such
obstruction. The Contractor shall be responsible for the immediate repair of any damage caused by his work.

GRADING:
Grading for drainage, swales, etc. to within 4 inches of the finished grade to be provided by others.

it shall be the responsibility of the Landscape Contractor to provide the final grading during the course of landscape installation so as
to bring sod and planting areas to their proper elevations in relation to walks, paving, drain structures, and other site conditions. The
site grading plan must be checked prior to installation of sod to insure that drainage and other conditions will NOT be modified.

PLANTING:
Planting shall take place during favorable weather conditions.

The Contractor shall call for utility locates and ascertain the location of all utilities and easements so proper precautions can be taken
not to damage or encroach on them.

Tree Planting shall be located where it is shown on the plan. No planting holes shall be dug until the proposed locations have been
staked on the ground by the Contractor.

Excavation of holes shall extend to the required subgrades as specified on the planting diagrams located in the landscape plans. Plant
pits shall be circular in outline and shall have a profile which conforms to the aforementioned “Tree and Shrub Planting Diagrams".

A representative number of planting pits (a minimum of one in every 25 feet throughout the entire site) shall be tested for proper
drainage. See Landscape Details for complete testing methods and requirements.

Planting pits shall be excavated to the following dimensions and backfilled with Topsoil- see Landscape Area Preparation Detail;
1 Gallon material (1 gal.); 12" x 12" x 12" min.

3 Gallon material (3 gal.): 20" x 20" x 18" min.

Lerio material (7 gal.): 30" x 30" x 24" min.

Field grown material and trees: 1-1/2 times width of ball and depth of ball plus 12" min.

No planting or laying of sod shall be initiated until the area has been cleaned of existing sod or other plant materials, rough grass,
weeds, debris, stones etc. and the ground has been brought to an even grade, with positive drainage away from buildings and towards
drain inlets and swales and approved by Landscape Architect or owner's rep.

Each plant shall be planted in an individual hole as specified for trees, shrubs, and vines.

3.04

3.06

3.07

3.08

3.08

3.10

All plants shall be set to ultimate finished grade. No filling will be permitted around trunks or stems. All ropes, wire, stakes, etc., shall
be removed from sides and top of the ball and removed from hole before filling in.

All flagging ribbon shall be removed from trees and shrubs before planting.
Excess excavation (fill) from all holes shall be removed from the site, at no additional expense to Owner.

All palms shall be backfilled with sand, thoroughly washed in during planting operations and with a shallow saucer depression left at
the soil line for future watering's. Saucer areas shall be top-dressed two (2") inches deep with topsoil raked and left in a neat, clean
manner.

PRUNING:
Remove dead and broken branches from all plant material. Prune to retain typical growth habit of individual plants with as much height
and spread as possible in a manner which will preserve the plant's natural character.

Make all cuts with sharp instruments flush with trunk or adjacent branch, in such a manner as to insure elimination of stubs. Cuts
made at right angles to line of growth will not be permitted.

Trees shall not be poled or topped.
Remove all trimming from site.
GUYING:

All trees over six (6') feet in height shall, immediately after setting to proper grade, be guyed with three sets of two strands, No. 12
gauge malleable galvanized iron, in tripod fashion. See Detail.

Wires shall not come in direct contact with the tree but shall be covered with an approved protection device at all contact points. Wires
shall be fastened in such a manner as to avoid pulling crotches apart.

Stake & Brace all trees larger than 12' oa. See detail. Stakes shall be 2" x 2" lumber of sufficient length to satisfactorily support each
tree.

Turnbuckies for guying trees shall be galvanized or cadmium plated and shall be of adequate size and strength to properly maintain
tight guy wires.

WATER:
Each plant or tree shall be thoroughly watered in after planting. Watering of all newly installed plant materials shall be the responsibility
of the Landscape Contractor until final acceptance by the Landscape Architect.

Prior to installing any irrigation system components, the contractor shall obtain a water sample from the proposed water supply and
conduct a particle size and count analysis on the sample using the services of a reputable lab certified in such analysis. Submit the
test results to the owner/owner's representative for review and approval. Do not proceed further with system installation until given
written approval to do so.

SOD:
The Landscape Contractor shall sod all areas indicated on the drawings.

It shall be the responsibility of the Landscape Contractor to fine grade all landscape areas, eliminating all bumps, depressions, sticks,
stones, and other debris.

The sod shall be firm, tough texture, having a compacted growth of grass with good root development. it shall contain no noxious
weeds, or any other objectionable vegetation, fungus, insects, or disease. The soil embedded in the sod shall be good clean earth,
free from stones and debris.

Before being cut and lifted, the sod shall have been mowed at least three times with a lawn mower, with the final mowing not more
than seven days before the sod is cut. The sod shall be carefully cut into uniform dimensions.

6-6-6 fertilizer with all trace elements is to be applied at the rate of 40 Ibs. per 1,000 sq. ft. prior to laying sod.
Solid sod shall be laid with closely abutting, staggered joints with a tamped or rolled, even surface.

The finished level of all sod areas after settlement shall be one (1") inch below the top of abutting curbs, walks, paving and wood
borders to allow for building turf.

If in the opinion of the Landscape Architect, top dressing is necessary after rolling, clean yellow sand will be evenly applied over the
entire surface and thoroughly washed in.

SEEDING:
The Landscape Contractor shall remove all vegetation and rocks larger than (1") in diameter from areas to be seeded, scarify the area,
then apply fertilizer at a rate of 500 Ibs. per acre.

Application: Argentine Bahia Grass seed- 200 Pounds per acre mixed with common hulled Bermuda seed- 30 Ibs. per acre. All other
seed mixtures shall be applied per the manufacturer's instructions.

Roll immediately after seeding with a minimum 500 pound roller, then apply straw mulch at the rate of 2,500 pounds per acre.
Apply fertilizer at the rate of 150 Ibs. per acre 45-60 days after seeding.

CLEANING UP:
The contractor shall at all times keep the premises free from accumulations of waste materials or rubbish caused by his employees or
work. He shall leave all paved areas "broom clean" when completed with his work.

MAINTENANCE:

Maintenance shall begin immediately after each plant is installed and shall continue until all planting has been accepted by the Owner
or Landscape Architect. Maintenance shall include watering, weeding, removal of dead materials, resetting plants to proper grades or
upright positions, spraying, restoration of planting saucer and/or any other necessary operations.

Proper protection to lawn areas shall be provided and any damage resulting from planting operations shall be repaired promptly.

Replacement of plants during the maintenance period shall be the responsibility of the Contractor, excluding vandalism or damage on
the part of others, lighting, or hurricane force winds, until final acceptance.

In the event that weeds or other undesirable vegetation become prevalent, it shall be the Contractor's responsibility to remove them.

Trees or other plant material which fall or are blown over during the maintenance period will be reset by the Contractor at no additional
expense to the Owner, the only exception being hurricane force winds.

COMPLETION, INSPECTION AND ACCEPTANCE:

Completion of the work shall mean the full and exact compliance and conformity with the provisions expressed or implied in the
Drawings and in the Specifications, including the complete removal of all trash, debris, soil or other waste created by the Landscape
Contractor.

Inspection of work to determine completion of contract, exclusive of the possible replacement of plants, will be made by the Owner
and/or Landscape Architect at the conclusion of all planting and at the request of the Landscape Contractor.

All plant material shall be alive and in good growing condition for each specified kind of plant at the time of acceptance. The rating of
each plant according to Florida Grades and Standards shall be equal to or better than that called for on the plans and in these
Specifications at the time of final inspection and acceptance.

After inspection, the Landscape Contractor will be notified by the Owner of the acceptance of all plant material and workmanship,
exclusive of the possible replacement of plants subject to guarantee.

All trees & shrubs shall be straight and in correct position per the landscape plans, details and specifications. All nursery,
shipping and identification tags & ribbons shall be removed from trees & shrubs immediately after planting.
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Martin Memorial Hospital North
Additional Conditional Use Application Information
May 30, 2017

City Staff requested the applicant submit additional discussion of two sections of the Land
Development Code applicable to the temporary and permanent parking submitted for
Conditional Use Approval.

LDR Sec. 6.01.11. Location of required parking spaces.

A. Parking is not required in the Old Downtown District (see map 3.01.03.F.1.a.i.a of this Code).
Elsewhere, all required parking spaces shall be located on the same real property upon which is
located the principal use served thereby. The term "same real property" means the principal use
site and the parking site are in the same ownership. Alternatively, the owner or lessee of the
principal use site may hold an ownership or leasehold interest in the parking site.

The proposed parking is consistent with the intent of this section of code because the ownership of
the subject lots and the main hospital campus is the same. With the abandonment of the Amerigo
Avenue Right-of-way in lieu of the City acquiring the “buffer lots”, the main campus and the subject
lots are now contiguous. In addition to being contiguous, the Master Facilities Plan (which will be
submitted within the coming week), provides clarity and lists ‘parking in support of Medical Campus’
as an allowable use. The conditional use permit will no longer be needed upon adoption of the Master
Facilities Plan. On Wednesday, April 5, 2017, a neighborhood meeting was held to discuss the Master
Facilities Plan and the future planning of the Martin Medical Center campus. The subject lots and their
use to accommodate immediate parking needs was thoroughly discussed with the residents and no
concerns or comments were identified.

B. If the site of the principal use and the location of required parking to serve the principal use are
not contiguous, the nearest portion of the parking site shall be located within 500 feet of the
front entrance to the principal use as measured by a safe and convenient pedestrian route
including appropriate signage to delineate the route. As used in this subsection, "contiguous"
requires a common boundary and does not include properties separated by a road, alley, or
other public right-of-way. City of Stuart Land Development Code Chapter 6 6-10 Required
parking spaces located on the site of the principal use shall not be relocated elsewhere except
by Major Conditional Approval issued by the city commission as provided in this Code. Required
parking spaces which are located on contiguous property or on property within 500 feet of the
site of the principal use shall not be relocated to a more distant location from the site of the
principal use as measured by a safe and convenient pedestrian route except by a Major
Conditional Approval issued by the city commission as provided in this Code. On and after
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January 12, 1998, a new use of property, including the expansion or intensification of an existing
use, may result in an increase in the number of required parking spaces generated by uses of the
property as determined in accordance with this Code. Such additional spaces shall be located
either on the site of the principal use or on property contiguous to the site of the principal use,
or on property within 500 feet of the front entrance to the principal use site as measured by a
safe and convenient pedestrian route. The route shall include appropriate signage to delineate
the route site. In the event six or more of the additional required parking spaces will be located
on property within 500 feet of but not contiguous to the site of the principal use, the location of
the six or more additional spaces shall be approved by Major Conditional Use Approval issued by
the city commission as provided in this Code. (Ord. 1537-98, 1-12-98)

Measured by the path of existing sidewalks and cross-walks that lead from the proposed parking to
the main entrance of the hospital, it is more than 600 feet from most remote parking space to the
front entrance. This is the LDR section that requires a Conditional Use Permit because the distance
from parking to main entry exceeds 500 feet.

C. A unity of title" document in a form acceptable to the city attorney may be required by the city
development director to restrict the use of the parking area or site to parking. A unity of title
document shall be filed in the office of the city development director and shall be recorded in
the public records of Martin County, Florida.

Parking may not be the ultimate use of the property. Improvements to the parking garage
that are now under construction will add parking to the campus. However, visitor parking is a
problem during season during the day. It remains to be seen whether over time the Master
Plan evolves toward more structured parking and another building where the parking is now
proposed. Again, retaining existing zoning will protect the neighbors from higher land use
intensity allowed within the main campus.

LDR Sec. 6.04.07. Parking areas for multi-family and all non-residential developments.

A. Parking area landscaping adjacent to streets. On the site of a multi-family or a nonresidential
development which includes a parking area not entirely screened visually by an intervening
building from abutting streets, landscaping shall be installed as follows: City of Stuart Land
Development Code Chapter 6 6-53

1. A landscaped strip of land not less than ten feet in width shall be located between the
parking area and the abutting street.

Parking along Amerigo adjacent to the proposed parking already exists, as does a 6' sidewalk
extending into the subject lot. Efficient design around existing conditions prevents compliance with
this section along Amerigo. The remainder of boundary conditions comply.

2. The landscaping provided within the landscaped strip shall include: a. One tree for every 30
linear feet of required landscape strip planted singly or in clusters, not be more than 50 feet
apart, located between the common lot line and the parking area; and b. A hedge, wall,
berm or other durable landscape barrier placed along the outside perimeter of the strip



adjacent to right-of-way; and c. Other landscaping, such as shrubs or vines, planted five feet
on-center along the street side of a wall; and d. Grass, ground cover, or other landscape
treatment.

Comply

3. Shrubs comprising a hedge shall be planted in the landscaped strip at 24 to 30 inches on-
center.

Comply
4. Not less than 25 percent of the strip shall be ground cover.
Comply

5. Property located between the strip and parking area shall also be landscaped with grass or
other ground cover at a minimum. Refer to Landscaping Exhibit C, Example of Commercial
Development.

Comply

B. Adjacent to private property. On the site of a multi-family or a non-residential development
which includes a parking area not entirely screened visually by an intervening building from
abutting private property, landscaping shall be installed as follows:

1. A landscaped strip of land not less than five feet in width shall be located between the
parking area and the abutting private property.

Exceeds requirement. The proposed landscape plan for Phase 1 shows a complete landscape
planting plan for the northern property line with emphasis on landscape material which
provides screening above the height of the existing block wall. Martin Health System is
committed to providing this buffer with Phase 1 to insure it is in place now and will have the
benefit of time to mature in advance of any permanent use and new building on site.

2. The landscaping provided within the landscaped strip shall include: a. One tree for every 30
linear feet of required landscape strip planted singly or in clusters, not be more than 50 feet
apart, located between the common lot line and the abutting private property; and b. A hedge,
wall, berm or other durable landscape barrier placed along the outside perimeter of the strip
adjacent to property line; and c. Other landscaping, such as shrubs or vines, planted five feet on-
center along the street side of a wall; and d. Grass, ground cover, or other landscape treatment.
City of Stuart Land Development Code Chapter 6 6-54

Comply

3. Shrubs comprising a hedge shall be planted in the landscaped strip at 24 to 30 inches on-
center.

Comply



4. Not less than 25 percent of the strip shall be ground cover.

Comply

5. Property located between the strip and parking area shall also be landscaped with grass or
other ground cover at a minimum.

Comply
Parking area interior landscaping.

1. For a major development, not less than 50 percent of the required landscaping shall be
interior landscaping exclusive of required buffer. Interior landscaping shall be located around
the periphery of structures and interspersed throughout parking areas.

Non-comply. Loss of 125 parking spaces per floor closed due to parking garage repairs
requires we maximize the spaces within this proposal to compensate to the maximum extent
possible. The problem with this section of code is the existing MMH campus is certainly a
major development, with nice landscaping, but we cannot extend this particular requirement
into the parking lot interior without losing function.

2. A landscaped area not less than five feet wide, consisting primarily of shrubbery, shall be
provided along the sides of the building which abut a parking area. A landscaped area not less
than two feet in width shall be provided along the sides and rear of a building where abutting an
on-site service or access driveway. The landscaping located along the sides and rear of buildings
which abut a parking area or driveways shall include a hedge, one tree for every 30 linear feet,
and ground cover. This landscaping may be clustered to allow for creativity and flexibility in
design with the approval of the city development director.

Not applicable, as there is no building proposed.

3. Interior landscaping shall include not less than one tree for every 500 square feet or fraction
thereof of interior landscaped area. Interior landscaped areas shall be located in such a manner
as to divide and break up the expanse of paving. (Ord. No. 1453-96, 6-1-96)

Comply

4. Vehicles may not encroach more than two feet into any interior landscaped area. Two feet of
said landscaped area may be part of the required depth of each abutting parking space.

Comply

5. Interior landscaped islands shall be provided between every ten parking spaces. Each interior
island shall be not less than six feet in width. Each interior island shall contain not less than one
shade tree and a combination of shrubs, ground cover, grass, and mulch. Any hadge materials
located within an interior landscaped island shall be maintained at a height of not more than 24
inches.



The proposed permanent parking lot is non-compliant in that we have one row of 11 spaces
and one row of 12 spaces. Again, we are trying to maximize this alternative parking lot for
function in serving the entire campus.

6. Terminal landscaped islands shall be provided at the end of each parking row. Full terminal
landscaped islands shall be not less than ten feet in width and two parking spaces in length.
Other terminal landscaped islands shall be not less than ten feet in width and one parking
space in length. The length of these islands may be five feet less than the required parking
space length. Each terminal island shall contain not less than one shade tree per 18 feet in
length and a combination of shrubs, ground cover, grass and mulch.

One terminal island does not comply with width requirement due to parking and aisle
configuration constraints.

7. Interior landscaped medians shall be provided between every interior row of parking spaces
and not less than six feet in width. Interior medians shall be landscaped with not less than
one shade tree every 20 linear feet thereof planted singly or in clusters provided that no
trees shall be located more than 50 feet apart and a combination of City of Stuart Land
Development Code Chapter 6 6-55 shrubs, ground cover, grass and mulch. Trees shall be
planted between parking spaces as shown on Landscaping Exhibit C, Example of Commercial
Development. Any hedge materials located within an interior landscaped median shall be
maintained at a height of not more than 24 inches.

Non-comply. The design presented is optimized for parking, hence the median between
the interior rows of parking will not fit into the site.

8. Not less than 50 percent of trees used in parking area interior landscaping shall be shade
trees.

Comply

9. Interior landscaped islands may be used for surface water storage under the following
conditions: a) Such islands shall be not less than ten feet in width. b} The slope of the median
shall not exceed 4:1, and no median shall be more than 1 1/2 feet below the top of the
pavement of the parking area. ¢) Medians utilized for surface water storage shall be curbed with
six-inch curbs with openings spaced to alleviate erosion of the island or median. Openings shall
have erosion protection (i.e., concrete flumes with energy dissipators) installed from the top of
the pavement of the parking area to the bottom of the swale. d) If the median is designed for
transmission of stormwater, the median shall contain raised inlets to provide retention;
however, no organic mulch or small-leaf trees shall be permitted within the island or median. e)
Tree species planted in the median shall be proven adaptable to standing water. Otherwise,
interior and terminal landscaped islands and medians shall not be utilized for surface water
storage and shall be filled or crowned.

Not applicable, as none of the landscaping is proposed for retention purposes except for the
north landscape buffer which is also a swale conveying surface drainage. The north buffer
complies.



10. Underground parking structures and multi-level parking structures shall have a landscaped
buffer 20 feet in width on the front lot line. The landscaped buffer shall be measured at right
angles to the property line unless a wider area is specified as part of the district regulations.

Not applicable
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CITY OF STUART

Stuart CITY COMMISSION Stuart
JUNE 12, 2017

Project Name: Martin Memorial Medical Property Owner: Martin Memorial Medical
Center - Parking Lot Center, Inc.
Project No.: Z17050001 Applicant/Petitioner: Charlie Papa, AVP
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l. APPLICATION SUMMARY

The applicant is requesting additional required parking spaces for the hospital use on
the adjacent property located at 707 and 711 SE Osceola Street, which are both owned
by Martin Memorial Medical Center, Inc. The proposed parking lot improvement is
necessary due to scheduled repairs to the Martin Memorial Hospital parking garage. It
is expected that approximately 125 parking spaces per floor will be displaced when the
parking garage goes under construction. Repairs will being on the top floor and proceed
with one floor re-opening post repairs as the next floor goes under construction. The
applicant is proposing parking addition to be constructed in two phases (Phase | and
Phase II). In order to maximize additional required parking spaces within the proposed
site, the applicant is requesting a conditional use to vary from certain code requirements
in Section 6.01.11 and 6.04.07 related to the location of additional required parking
spaces on non-contiguous property to serve the hospital use and parking area
landscaping requirements.

Phase | will consist of parking lot improvements on property located at 707 SE Osceola
Street to accommodate the immediate need for parking spaces that will be lost during
parking garage repairs. The temporary lot surface is composed of compacted asphalt
milling and provides 37 parking spaces. With the loss of 125 parking spaces per floor
requires maximizing the spaces within this proposed site to compensate to the
maximum extent possible. The temporary lot will remain in use until parking garage
repairs are completed in 2018, after which it will be converted to permanent parking lot
design as shown in Phase Il. The proposed landscape plan for Phase | shows
landscape planting for the northern property line with emphasis on landscape material
which provides screening above the height of the existing 6° CBS wall. The landscaping
buffer provided in Phase | will have the benefit of time to mature in advance of any
permanent use of the site.

Phase Il will consist of parking lot improvements on property located at 707 and 711 SE
Osceola Street. The existing office building on property located at 711 SE Osceola
Street will remain. The proposed permanent parking lot will be constructed in asphalt
pavement and will provide 64 parking spaces with both lots combined. Additional
landscaping will be provided within the parking area and along the perimeter of the
property, providing visual screening of the parking lot.

The Master Facilities Plan and the future planning of the Martin Medical Center campus
will provide more structured plans for the lots, where the parking improvement is now
proposed. The applicant has met with City staff to discuss the plans and process for
adopting the Master Facilities Plan. In April, the applicant held a meeting with the
neighborhood to discuss the Master Facilities Plan and the future planning of the Martin
Medical Center campus. The proposed parking lot improvement on subject lots was
also discussed with the residents. The City staff has received no objection from the
neighborhood.
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Il. HISTORY

Martin Memorial Medical Center,

Inc. purchased the property located at 707 SE

Osceola Street in 2001. The building on the property was demolished in 2013. Since

then, the property has been vacant.

Martin Memorial Medical Center,

Inc. purchased the property located at 711 SE

Osceola Street in 2011. The existing building on site is used for administrative functions

of the hospital.

[I. ZONING AND LAND USE

Site Location

707 & 711 SE Osceola Street, Stuart

Parcel Size (area)

707 SE Osceola Street - .4577 Acres
711 SE Osceola Street - .3329 Acres

The subject property located at 707 SE Osceola
Street is vacant. The subject property located at
711 SE Osceola Street has approximately 2,600
s.f. existing building used for administrative
functions of the hospital.

Subject Property Land Use

Office-Residential

Adjacent FLU (Future Land Use) | North Public and Low Density Residential
South Office -Residential
East Office-Residential
West Institutional

Subject Property Zoning

R-3 Residential — Multi-Family/Office

North Public and R-1 Residential

South R-3 Residential- Multi-Family/Office
East R-3 Residential- Multi-Family/Office
West Hospital

Proposed Use

707 SE Osceola Street — Parking Lot
711 SE Osceola Street — Professional Office/
Improved Parking Lot

Present Use

707 SE Osceola Street — Vacant
711 SE Osceola Street - Professional
Office/Parking Lot

ROADWAY AND UTILITIES

Street Functional
Classifications

SE Osceola Street is a two lane

maintained by the City of Stuart.

roadway

Utilities

Sewer and Water are provided by the City of
Stuart.
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V. CITY DEPARTMENTAL REVIEWS

Public Works Approved with conditions.
Fire/Building There are no objections from Fire Rescue.
Police There are no objections from Police Dept.

V. EXISITING CONDITIONS:

The subject property located at 709 SE Osceola Street is currently vacant.
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The subject property located at 711 SE Osceola Street has approximately 2,600 s.f. existing
building being used for administrative functions of the hospital. The property has an existing
parking lot in the rear of the building with ingress driveway on the east side of the building
and egress driveway on the west side of the building. There is an existing 6 foot buffer wall
between the existing parking lot and residential properties to the north.
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VI. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION:

The legal notification requirements have been met for this request of a Conditional
Use Approval, in accordance with the requirements set forth in Section 11.01.10 and
11.02.00 of the City of Stuart’s Land Development Code. Documentation of the public
notice is part of the record as well as on file within the City Development Department.

VIl.  MAJOR CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW; SEC. 11.01.10 (G)(5)

1. The proposed use is not contrary to the established land uses in the
immediate area.

The proposed parking lot would be located east of the hospital to serve the
additional parking requirement of the hospital. The Future Land Use
designations of the project site as well as the properties immeditately south and
east of the project site is Office-Residential. The Future Land Use designation
to the west of the project site is Institutional and to the north of the project site is
Public and Low-Density Residential. The proposed use is consistent with the
established land uses in proximity.

2. The proposed use would not significanly depart from the densities or
intensities of use in the surrounding area and thereby increase or overtax
the load on public facilities such as schools, utilities, and streets and
other public infrastructure.

Approval of the Conditional Use for the project project does not result in an
increase in the density or intensity of use, therefore the project would have no
impact on public utilities and facilities. The applicant is not requesting an
increase in density from what is allowed in Chapter 2 (Densities and Intensities)
of the Land Develoment Code.

3. The proposed use will not be contrary to the proposed land use plan and
will not have an adverse effect on the goals, policies and objectives of the
comprehensive plan.

Approval of the Conditional Use would not be contrary to the adopted land use
plan or other relevant goals, objectives, and policies concerning commercial
use. A parking lot would not detract from the mixture of commercial uses that
exist, but would increase the parking oppourtunity for the hospital use.

4. The existing district boundaries are illogically drawn in relation to existing
conditions on the property proposed for change.

There are no proposed changes to the existing district boundary.

5. The proposed use will not create or excessively increase traffic
congestion or otherwise affect public safety.
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The proposed parking lot will not create or increase traffic congestion. It will
have adequate ingress/engress and rely on existing infrastructure to
accomodate the vehicular traffic flow utiltizing the site. There are no additional
traffic expected to be generated from the use of the existing building on site. It
will continue to be used for administrative functions of the hospital.

6. The proposed use will not create drainage or a storm water quality
problem.

The proposed parking lot will not create drainage or storm water quality
problems. Applicant provided a stormwater statement related to City’s Amerigo
Project. The proposed parking lot improvements is designed to drain to the
Amerigo Project.

7. The proposed use will not significantly reduce light or air to adjacent
areas.

The proposed parking lot will not significantly reduce light or air to adjacent
areas because the proposal does not call for any building construction. There
is an existing 6 foot buffer wall between the parking area and the residential
properties to the north.

8. The proposed use is less burdensome on neighboring properties and on
public infrastructure than uses permitted by right in the district.

The proposed use will not likely to cause an excessive or burdensome use of
existing infrastructure.

9. The proposed use is not out of scale with the uses permitted by right in
the district and with the existing uses in the neighborhood.

The proposed parking lot will serve to meet the required parking spaces of the
principal use. There are existing parking on three sides of the proposed
parking, and the residental uses will be well buffered.

10.There are no other adequate sites for the proposed use in districts in
which the proposed use is permitted by right within the city.

A Conditional Use Approval is required if the required parking are not located
on contiguous property but on property within 500 feet of the site of the principal
use measured by a safe and convenient pedestrian route.

CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE
DECISION MAKER: SEC. 11.01.10 (G)(6)

In applying the above standards, the decision-maker will consider each of
the following factors:

1. Ingress and egress to the property and the proposed structures to be
located thereon, if any, including considerations of automotive and
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pedestrian safety and convenience, of traffic flow and control, and of
access in case of fire or catastrophe.

The proposal has been reviewed by the Fire, Police and Public Works
Departments who have no objections to the proposed use.

. Off-street parking and loading areas including consideration of the
economic impact thereof on adjacent properties and of any noise and
glare cerated by the location of offstreet parking and loading areas on
adjacent and nearby properties.

The proposal does not have off-street parking. The parking is on-site.

. Refuse and service areas including consideration of the economic impact
thereof on adjacent properties and of any noise and odor created by the
location of refuse and service areas on adjacent and nearby properties.

The applicant would continue to use the existing refuse and service areas
associated with the existing office building. No additional service will be
required.

. Utlitites including condideration of hook-up locations and availability and
compatbility of utilites for the proposed uses.

Public Works has reviewed the proposal and have no objections.

. Screening and buffering including consideration of the type, dimensions,
and character thereof to preserve and improve compatibility and harmony
amoung the proposed uses and structurees specially permitted and the
uses and structures of adjacent and nearby properties.

The applicant intents to provide landscaping within the site per the Phase 1 and
Phase Il Landscape Plans.

. Signage and exterior lighting including consideration of glare, traffic
safety, and economic effects thereof on adjacent and nearby properties.

Directional signage is proposed. The exterior lighting will not have a negative
effects on adjacent and nearby properties.

. Required yards and open spaces.

Amerigo Project is designed to accomodate stormwater from the two lots
proposed for parking improvements.

. Height of proposed structures including consideration of the effects
thereof on adjacent and nearby properties.

There are no new structure being proposed on the property. The proposed
parking lot will not have any adverse effects on adjacent or nearby properties.
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X. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based upon compliance with the City of Stuarts Comprehensive Plan and the
pertinent standards found within Section 11.01.10 of the City of Stuart’'s Land
Development Code, staff recommends APPROVAL of the applicant’s request to
consider a MAJOR CONDITIONAL USE to allow parking improvements on subject
lots to be completed in two phases to accommodate the required additional parking for
the hospital use subject to the conditions included in the Resolution.
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LOCATIONS & ENTITIES V9.0 PAGE NUMBER: 1
DATE: 05/16/2017 Client Name MODULE : libNotes
TIME: 12:00:11 Zoning And Development Notes

SELECTION CRITERIA: Permit No = 217050001 and Review Stop = PW and Revision =
Note Date/Time Date of Record Operator Note Code Reminder Date
2017-05-16 08:55:58 05/16/2017 mrogolin

Memorandum

To: Pinal Gandhi—-Savdas

From: Marc Rogolino

Date: 5-16-2017

Re: 707 SE Osceola St. M-V Conditional Use Application
#217050001

In reviewing the above referenced project, this
Department does approve the submitted Conditional Use
application

M-"U The Engineer of Record must provide signed & sealed
as—built survey/drawings.

M-"U The Engineer of Record must demonstrate the off-site
detention area will accommodate the additional storm
water discharge/flow.

All construction pertinent to this Department shall be
installed, inspected and tested in accordance with the
City of Stuart Minimum Design and Construction
Standards latest edition and the City of Stuart
Specifications and Ordinances where applicable. In case
of discrepancies between the construction plans and
afore mentioned manuals, the most restrictive shall
apply.

All plans to be reviewed by this Department shall be
routed through the Permit Technician in the Development
Department. Approval by this department shall not be
construed to be a license to proceed with work and

shall not be construed as authority to violate, cancel,
alter or set aside any of the provisions of the City

Code. Approval shall not prevent this department from
thereafter requiring a correction of errors in plans,
construction or violation of City Code.

Please forward comments to applicant.

If there are any questions, please contact me at your
earliest at (772) 221-4700



City of Stuart Received by:
121 SW Flagler Ave. Reviewed by:

St u a rt Stuart, FL 34994 Approved by:

development@ci.stuart.fl.us
(772) 288-5326

Application for Conditional Use Permit

Project ID#
(Staff Entry)
Ere-App Conference Date: 9/14/16 Application Date:
Project Name: MMHN Parking
Parcel ID# 4 38 41 007 006 00080 90000 T Project Address: 707 SE Osceola St, Stuart, FL 34994
Zoning/CRA Sub-district: R3/Office
Subdivision: Lot(s):

Fee: $1,536.00 — Conditional Use Permit (this does not include fees that may be charged as a result of application reviews by
the City’s consultants or any required recording fees.)

Submittal Requirements: A completed application form, the payment of fees, one (1) copy of all documents on a
PDF formatted disc electronically signed and sealed, and a site plan. (Note: A concept plan may, at the discretion
of the applicant, be submitted instead of a site plan. However, in doing so the applicant acknowledges that a site
plan will need to be submitted for City Commussion approval prior to making application for a development
permit). The data requirements for a site plan and a concept plan are available at the Development Department.
Note: An application for a Conditional Use Permit may not be filed if the City Commission has denied an
application for a Conditional Use Permit for the subject property within the previous two years.

1
2.

Q-

9.

10.

The applicant has the burden of proof to demonstrate to the City Commission that the following standards are met:

The proposed use is not contrary to the established land uses in the immediate area,

The proposed use would not significantly depart from the densities or intensities of use in the
surrounding area and thereby increase or overtax the load on public facilities such as schools,
utilities, and streets and other public infrastructure;

The proposed use will not be contrary to the proposed land use plan and will not have an adverse
effect on the goals, policies and objectives of the Comprehensive Plan;

The existing district boundaries are illogically drawn in relation to existing conditions on the
property proposed for change;

The proposed use will not create or excessively increase traffic congestion or otherwise affect Public
Safety;

The proposed use will not create drainage or a storm water quality problem;

The proposed use will not significantly reduce light or air to adjacent areas;

The proposed use is less burdensome on neighboring properties and on public infrastructure than
uses permitted by right in the district;

The proposed use is not out of scale with the uses permitted by right in the district and with the
existing uses in the neighborhood; and

There are no other adequate sites for the proposed use in districts in which the proposed use is
permitted by right within the City.

Approving Authority: The Development Director is required to prepare a staff report and recommendation
concerning this application for the City Commission public hearing.

pages if needed)

Justification: Please provide justification supporting the request for a Conditional Use Permit (include additional

(over)




General Information

(Please Print or Type)
1. Property Owner, Lessee, Contract Purchaser, or Applicant (circle one):
Name: Rob Lord City/State/ Zip Code: Stuart, FL. 34995
Title: CEO Telephone Number:
Company: Martin Health System Facsimile Number:
Company Address: PO Box 9010 Email Address (optional):

2. Agent of Record (if any): The following individual is designated as the Agent of Record for the property owner,
lessee, or contract purchaser and should receive all correspondence related to the application review.

Name: Kevin Henderson, P.E. City/State/Zip Code:

Title: President ‘ Telephone Number: 223-1005
Company: Evergreen Engineering, Inc. Facsimile Number: 781-0519
Company Address: 300 Colorado Ave Email Address (optional):

Stuart, FL. 34994 evergreenengineeringinc@gmail.com

3. The Undersigned, as the Property Owner, Lessee, Contract Purchaser, or Applicant (circle one), acknowledges
responsibility for all City expenses associated with the referenced application (s) including time spent by the
City’s consultants and further acknowledges that payment of consultant fees will be made prior to the receipt of
the consultant comments.

Name: Charlie Papa City/State/ Zip Code: Stuart, FL 34995
Title: AVP Facilities Management and Support Telephone Number: 772-221-2005
Services

Company: Martin Health System Facsimile Number:

Company Address: PO Box 9010 Email Address (optional):

T'hereby certify that all information contained herein is true and correct.

4. Signed this mtﬂ?’ day of O/ifﬁéz/? ,zo/ﬁt

/}’ ;
Kok o

Signature of Property Owner, Lessee, Contract Purchaser or Applicant (circle one)

State of Florida, Martin County The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this / Oﬂ day of 4 c1aselL

KON by (%ﬂ%/é’ ff;.ﬁ who im@to me, or who has produced

as identification and who did/did not take an oath.

\ é &f}d O ((A)é(/%z) Commission expires: e"’"‘"& DENISE SCICCHITANO

otary Signature i JB 7 MY COMMISSION # GGO17810
EXPIRES September 08, 2020




Attachment to Application for Conditional Use Permit for MMHN Parking Site Plan
Prepared by Evergreen Engineering, Inc.
March 6, 2017
Justification

The proposed site plan to add parking is necessitated by scheduled repairs to the MMHN
parking garage, which will displace approximately 125 parking spaces per floor. Repairs
will begin on the top floor and proceed with one floor re-opened post-repairs as the next
goes under construction. Obviously this proposal alone cannot completely address the
immediate construction requirements, but half is much better than none.

When the parking garage is completed in 2018, the proposed parking will serve visitor
overflow during the day.

The following questions must be answered to the satisfaction of the City Commission:

1. The proposed use is not contrary to the established land uses in the immediate
area;

The immediate area is office and medical institutional uses fronting along Osceola, which
the subject site is an existing part of. Existing single family residential uses are
immediately adjacent to the northeast. These uses are separated by an existing 6’ CBS wall
and by open space/dry retention area to the immediate north. The property proposed for
parking has been in medical office and parking uses for decades.

2. The proposed use would not significantly depart from the densities or
intensities of use in the surrounding area and thereby increase or overtax the
load on public facilities such as schools, utilities, and streets and other public
infrastructure;

Parking on this site will not add to any existing burden on schools, utilities or streets. The
parking will be open to existing users/visitors to the MMHN hospital and campus.

. e i L2 S LT N e 3 FTEOY YT & oo A Wy | T o
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3. The proposed use will not be contrary to the proposed land use plan and will
not have an adverse effect on the goals, policies and objectives of the
Comprehensive Plan;

City staff has determined that parking on the subject site is permissible and consistent with
the Comprehensive Plan subject to the City Commission finding it to be an allowable
Conditional Use.

4. The existing district boundaries are illogically drawn in relation to existing
conditions on the property proposed for change; '

City staff and MMHN staff have worked for many years to accommodate the existing
hospital’s needs along with protection of the residents of Hildebrad Park. These efforts are
culminating in formal adoption of a long-term Master Plan for the hospital campus. The
proposed parking is essential to the hospital remaining accessible to patients, visitors and
hospital employees as future improvements per the Master Plan are constructed.

5. The proposed use will not create or excessively increase traffic congestion or
otherwise affect Public Safety;

The parking use of the subject property will not add any trips to the existing roadway
system, it will simply provide parking for existing users who will not be able to park in
existing locations within the hospital campus while improvements are under repair and/or
construction.

6. The proposed use will not create drainage or a storm water quality problem;

The parking lot itself is designed with no underground drainage in order to take advantage
of the latest research showing that shallow sloped asphalt can detain and evaporate as
much as 50% of the annual rainfall (UCF 2016). The parking lot, when it does discharge
stormwater, first drains to a swale that must fill before it overflows into the adjacent dry
detention area, thus trapping sediments prior to discharge. The receiving dry detention
area is a joint City/MMH project which was designed to accept more stormwater from the
two lots in the project than the proposed parking will generate.

7. The proposed use will not significantly reduce light or air to adjacent areas;

All parking is to be at current grade and there are no vertical components that could affect
light or air.

8. The proposed use is less burdensome on neighboring properties and on public
infrastructure than uses permitted by right in the district;

Parking is about the least intense use possible besides vacant land.



9. The proposed use is not out of scale with the uses permitted by right in the
district and with the existing uses in the neighborhood; and

Parking is a permitted use in the district, there is existing parking on three sides of the
proposed parking, and residential uses are well buffered.

10. There are no other adequate sites for the proposed use in districts in which the
proposed use is permitted by right within the City.

There are no other sites available to serve the existing parking requirements of the hospital
campus.

’
SN Lo

Kevin Henderson,"P.E.

Evergreen Engineering, Inc.

g Va
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MMHN Parking Lot

Stormwater Statement

The two lots proposed for parking improvements were part of the area tributary to the dry
retention area jointly built by City of Stuart and MMH east of Amerigo. Captec Engineering
prepared the plans for the Amerigo project.

We consulted with Captec during parking lot design in order to stay within their assumed
parameters treating stormwater for this tributary area within the Amerigo project.

For design purposes Captec assumed the MMH lots totaled 1 acre of land, and further assumed
that once fully developed, the area would be 80% impervious.

The Master Plan shows that the two lots together total 34,459 sf at 69.6% impervious coverage
in its completed form. So the land area occupied by the parking project is 79% of the MMH
land assumed to drain to the Amerigo Project. Impervious surface is 23,968 sf compared to the
34,848 sf impervious area Captec designed for.

Hence the proposed parking occupies 21% less total land area and proposes 31% less
impervious surface area than the Amerigo retention area is designed to accommodate from
these two lots.

The three day 25 year storm is predicted by Captec to reach 10.07" NGVD 29. The reduction in
runoff vs that planned for by Captec will reduce this storm elevation to a small extent. This
means the parking surface may be inundated in this design storm varying from a couple inches
at high points to about 10” at low points.

The proposed design retains some existing pervious pavement around the existing building and
features asphalt pavement over the rest. Asphalt is used in this application at very shallow
slopes and without underground drainage. This design approach has been shown by the

Harvey Harper group at UCF to reduce annual runoff to about half that of steeper sloped
concrete surfaces.

Further, using the swale at the north side for collection and conveyance of stormwater to the
dry retention area via overflow catch basin will capture suspended solids and delay the peak
stormwater discharge versus the traditional underground collection system.

Finally, the temporary parking installed on the vacant lot to compensate for parking garage
parking lost during current structural repairs is composed of millings compacted over

200 Colorado Avesve, Suite 204, Srvary, FL 34994 »  svirgreenengiveeringine@gmail.com * (772} 2231007 © (772) 781-0%19 fax



compacted subgrade. The area of millings is 13,798 square feet, vs the permanent lot asphalt
area of 14,481 sf. So the temporary parking drainage requirement is less than the permanent
parking requirement described above.

| checked it today (5/5/17) after significant rainfall over the past 12 hours and it is actually
percolating rainfall better than the oldest and lowest pervious parking space serving the
adjacent building.

The grades within the temporary parking area are prepared with readiness to install the
proposed permanent improvements with minimal additional grading.

Kevin Henderson, PE
Evergreen Engineering, Inc.
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SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATION

(THIS SURVEY IS NOT VALID WITHOUT THE ORIGINAL SIGNATURE AND RAISED EMBOSSED
SEAL OF GREGORY S. FLEMING, FLORIDA PROFESSIONAL SURVEYOR AND MAPPER.)
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| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY OF THE
PROPERTY SHOWN AND DESCRIBED HEREON WAS COMPLETED UNDER MY DIRECTION AND
SAID SURVEY IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF.

| FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THIS BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY MEETS THE
STANDARDS OF PRACTICE FOR SURVEYS SET FORTH BY THE FLORIDA BOARD OF LAND
SURVEYORS IN CHAPTER 5J-17, FLORIDA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, PURSUANT TO SECTION
472.027 FLORIDA STATE STATUTES. NO SEARCH OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS HAS BEEN MADE
BY THIS OFFICE. THIS SURVEY IS BASED ON INFORMATION FURNISHED BY CLIENT OR
CLIENT'S REPRESENTATIVE SHEET NO.

NORTHSTAR GEOMATICS, INC.

OF 2 SHEETS

DATE OF SURVEY GREGORY S. FLEMING PROJECT NO.
PROFESSIONAL SURVEYOR & MAPPER 11-006.3
FLORIDA CERTIFICATION NO. 4350 :
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Martin County, Florida - Laurel Kelly, C.F.A

Martin County, Florida - Laurel Kelly,

generated on 5/5/2017 2:53:03 PM EDT|

Market Total Website

Parcel ID Account # Unit Address Value Updated
8863880-1)1-007-006- 21420 707 SE OSCEOLA ST, STUART $239,260 4/29/2017

Owner Information

Owner(Current) MARTIN MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER INC
Owner/Mail Address PO BOX 9010
STUART FL 34995
Sale Date 12/20/2001
Document Book/Page 1606 2585
Document No.
Sale Price 380000

Location/Description

Account # 21420 Map Page No. O-4A

Tax District 3100 Legal Description HILDABRAD PARK, LOTS 8 9 & W 20' OF LOT
Parcel Address 707 SE OSCEOLA ST, STUART 10BLK 6

Acres A577

Parcel Type
Use Code 1000 Vacant Commercial
Neighborhood 30200

Assessment Information

Market Land Value $239,260
Market Improvement Value
Market Total Value $239,260

http://fl-martin-appraiser.governmax.com/...2D006%2D00080%2D9+&t_nm=base&|_cr=1&sid=B70377A97386474BBADC2C2DB483E379[5/5/2017 2:53:13 PM]


http://or.martinclerk.com/LandmarkWeb/Search/DocumentAndInfoByBookPage?Key=Assessor&booktype=O&booknumber=1606&pagenumber=2585
http://or.martinclerk.com/LandmarkWeb/Search/DocumentAndInfoByBookPage?Key=Assessor&booktype=O&booknumber=1606&pagenumber=2585

Martin County, Florida- Laurel Kelly, C.F.A

Martin County, Florida - Laurel Kelly,

generated on 5/5/2017 2:52:01 PM EDT,|

Market Total Website

Parcel ID Account # Unit Address Value Updated
88-1%8(;11-007-006- 21421 711 SE OSCEOLA ST, STUART $277,830 4/29/2017

Owner Information

Owner(Current) MARTIN MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER INC
Owner/Mail Address PO BOX 9010
STUART FL 34995
Sale Date 3/17/2011
Document Book/Page 2508 0316
Document No. 2264986
Sale Price 334500

Location/Description

Account # 21421 Map Page No. O-4A

Tax District 3100 Legal Description HILDABRAD PARK, E 40' OF LOT 10 & ALL
Parcel Address 711 SE OSCEOLA ST, STUART LOT 11 BLK 6

Acres .3329

Parcel Type
Use Code 1700 Office blg non-proflstory
Neighborhood 30200

Assessment Information

Market Land Value $173,513
Market Improvement Value $104,317
Market Total Value $277,830

http://fl-martin-apprai ser.governmax.cony...7%2D006%2D00100%2D5+&t_nm=base& |_cr=1& sid=B1B2865831D84258B062549193903A 63[5/5/2017 2:52:14 PM]


http://or.martinclerk.com/LandmarkWeb/Search/DocumentAndInfoByBookPage?Key=Assessor&booktype=O&booknumber=2508&pagenumber=316
http://or.martinclerk.com/LandmarkWeb/Search/DocumentAndInfoByBookPage?Key=Assessor&booktype=O&booknumber=2508&pagenumber=316

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION
Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: David Dyal, Fire Chief

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 62-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,
FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A MUNICIPAL LEASE WITH TEN-8 FIRE EQUIPMENT,
INC. FOR SELF-CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS INACCORDANCE WITH LAKE COUNTY
FIRE EQUIPMENTAND SUPPLIES CONTRACT NO. 12-08060 EFFECTIVE THORUGH JUNE 30, 2017,
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Fire Rescue is to lease/purchase new SCBA for each position on each truck. The new SCBA has additional air
volume over the existing SCBA (4500 psi v. 2400 psi) thus providing additional on-air time for firefighter safety.
The SCBA also provides a heads-up display in the mask informing the firefighter of remaining air supply. The
SCBA has a 23% greater field of vision; 9% improved voice clarity with voice amp mounted in the pack instead
of in the mask which reduces the mask weight by 34%. The new backpack has an adjustable height waist belt to
accomodate varying heights of firefighters. A quick-fill port is lighted to facilitate rescue fills by the Rapid
Intervention Team, if needed.

The lease/purchase spreads out the payments over 7 years. SCBA expected life span is 15 years between
major changes in technology. This new SCBA has upgradable parts and programming to facilitate incremental
upgrades over the life of the SCBA.

Funding Source:

Fire Rescue budget, FY2018
Recommended Action:

Approve Resolution 62-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
b Resolution 62-2017 5/23/2017 Resolution add
to Y drive
Lease agreement 5/23/2017 Cover Memo
Quote for SCBA 5/23/2017 Cover Memo
b TEN-8 CONTRACT 5/25/2017 Backup

Material



CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 62-2017

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF A MUNICIPAL LEASE WITH TEN-8 FIRE
EQUIPMENT, INC. FOR SELF-CONTAINED BREATHING
APPRATUS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND
FOR OTHER MATTERS.

* ok ok ok %

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,
FLORIDA that:

SECTION 1: This authorization is to approve the execution of a municipal lease between the
City of Stuart and Ten-8 Fire Equipment, Inc. for the lease/purchase of self-contained breathing
apparatus (SCBA) and accessories.

Stuart Fire Rescue — Seven year term at $28,166.18 annually

The lease/purchase will provide SCBA and accessories for firefighters to work in toxic
environments with increased air volume and additional safety features.

Funding for the lease program has been allocated in the Fire Rescue FY2018 budget.



Resolution No. 62-2017
SCBA Lease Authorization
SECTION 2: This resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.

Commissioner _ offered the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption. The motion

was seconded by Commissioner  and upon being put to a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:

YES | NO | ABSENT

Troy McDonald, MAYOR

Kelli Glass Leighton, VICE MAYOR
Tom Campenni, COMMISSIONER
Jeffrey Krauskopf, COMMISSIONER
Eula M. Clark, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this 12" day of June, 2017.

ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE TROY MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

REVIEWED FOR FORM AND
CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



leasing 2

Lessee ' Vendor
City of Stuart, Florida Ten-8 Fire Equipment
David Nummela

Proposal Date: May 16, 2017
Equipment Description: MSA SCBA
Commencement Date: July 1, 2017
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Equipment Cost: $173,038 $173,038 $173,038
Lessee Down Payment:
Amount Financed: $173,038 $173,038 $173,038
Lease Term: 3 Years 5 Years 7 Years
First Payment Date: 12/1/2017 12/1/2017 12/1/2017
Payment Frequency: Annual Annual Annual
Lease Rate: 3.82% 3.89% 3.97%
Payment Amount: $60,828.78 $37,916.11 $28,166.18
Payment Factor: 0.35153 0.21912 0.16277

Qualifications:

1. Pricing: This is a lease proposal for the payment stream(s) indicated above. If any of the information identified above are not correct, please advise
us so that we can determine if a new proposal is required. Other important elements of this proposal are:

a) Rate Expiration: Signing this proposal does not in itself lock in your rate. This lease must be credit approved, contracts properly
signed, and the lease funded by Leasing 2 within thirty days from the date of this proposal to protect the rates quoted.

b) Closing Costs: There will be no up-front costs of any kind charged by Lessor including closing costs, points, administrative costs, etc.
Your attorney may charge you to review the lease documents and complete the opinion letter required with our lease documentation.

c) Fixed Rates: Rates for ten (10) years and under are fixed for the entire term. Terms over ten (10) years have a one time rate
adjustment after ten years to the then current interest rates for the remaining term.

2. Type of Lease: This is a lease-purchase type of financing. After all the lease payments are made, Lessee will own the equipment without further
cost.

3. Financial Reporting: All city, county and tax districts (including fire districts) will be expected to provide GAAP audited financial reports. All non-
for profit corporations (vfd's) will be expected to provide IRS 990 federal tax returns. If you do not maintain these types of financial reports, please
contact us to discuss.

4. Vendor Payable / Escrow Account (where applicable): Inthe event that the truck(s) and/or equipment are not ready to be delivered, proceeds of
this lease will be held in a vendor payable account until delivery/acceptance. This is a non-interest bearing account to Lessee.

5. Credit Approval and Documentation: This is a proposal only, and does not represent a commitment to lease. This financing is subject to credit
review and approval and execution of mutually acceptable documentation, including the opinion of lessee's counsel opining that the agreement is legal,
valid and binding, and qualified as a tax exempt obligation under the tax reform act of 1986 as amended.

Financing provided by: Leasing 2, Inc.

Contact:  Brad Meyers
m Phone: 800-287-5155 x12 MEMBER
Date: May 16, 2017 m

leasing 2 Email: bmeyers@leasing2.com ssiociroice

Web: www.leasing2.com LEASIG & FHACE




REQUEST TO PROCEED:

When you are ready to proceed with Leasing 2 towards finalizing this lease financing arrangement, please indicate so by signing below
and completing the requested information. We will immediately email you our application. Thank you for your confidence and
consideration.

Proposal date: May 16, 2017 Option Chosen: (where applicable)

Upcoming Governing Body meeting date for lease approval:

City of Stuart, Florida

Name of Lessee

Authorized Signature Date

Printed Name Of Authorized Signature Title

Contact Name (If Different Than Contact Phone

Authorized Signature)

Last month of your budget year?

Contact E-Mail Address

Please complete the above information andfax or email all pages of the proposal to
813-258-9333 / bmeyers@Jeasing2.com

** Important: A Resolution will be required with the lease contract **
In the event that you require board action to sign this proposal,
please call us so that we may forward the preferred form for the meeting.




TEN-8 g

IN SERVICE TO SERVE YOU SALES QUOTE

2904 59TH AVENUE DRIVE EAST 141 MARITIME DRIVE
BRADENTON, FL 34203 SANFORD, FL 32771
INFLA:  1-800-228-8368 Sales Quote Number: Q161680
PHONE:  941-756-7779 PHONE: 407-328-5081 Sales Quote Date: 02/10/17
FAX: 941-756-2598 FAX:  407-328-5083
or visit us at:  www.ten8fire.com Page: 1
Sell STUART FIRE DEPARTMENT Ship STUART FIRE DEPARTMENT
To: 121 S.W. FLAGLER AVENUE To: 800 M.L. KING BLVD.
STUART, FL 34994 STUART, FL 34994
Ship Via: Ten-8 Contact DNUMMELA2
Payment terms: NET 30 DAYS Customer ID:  STUART
'm No. Description Unit Quantity  Unit Price Total Price
MSA G1 SCBA 4500PSI SYSTEM EACH 30 4,038.32 121,149.60

Remote threaded cylinder connrction,
Metal cylinder retention band, Adjustable
Swiveling Lumbar pad, PASS,2- Lithium
Rechargeable Battery Per Pack

5-6 Bank Battery Chargers

3A-G1FPFM1MACH G1 FACEPIECE MED., 4 POINTS EACH 50 220.78 11,039.00
3A-10156424-SP G1 CYL.RC, 4500PSI 45 MIN CARBON, EACH 48 851.02 40,848.96
3A-10148741-SP (|j;‘-F‘)I Lithium ion battery pack EACH 60
3A-10158385 G1 Lithium lon Battery charger station EACH 5

Transferredtopage 2...........oooovvvveee.. 173,037.56



TEN-8 Eirvew

IN SERVICE TO SERVE YOU

2904 59TH AVENUE DRIVE EAST 141 MARITIME DRIVE
BRADENTON, FL 34203 SANFORD, FL 32771
IN FLA: 1-800-228-8368

PHONE: 941-756-7779 PHONE: 407-328-5081
FAX: 941-756-2588 FAX: 407-328-5083

or visit us at:  www.ten8fire.com

Sell STUART FIRE DEPARTMENT
To: 121 S.W. FLAGLER AVENUE
STUART, FL 34994

Ship Via:
Payment terms: NET 30 DAYS

:m No. Description

Transferred frompage 1...........c.cooccee.

Ten-8 to assist with Mask Fit Testing

of all personnel.

Ten-8 to assist with inservice training

for all 3 shifts.

CLUDED FREIGHT CHARGES INCLUDED
Amount Subject to Amount Exempt
Sales Tax from Sales Tax
0.00 173,037.56

SALES QUOTE

Sales Quote Number: Q161680
Sales Quote Date: 02/10/17

Page: 2

Ship STUART FIRE DEPARTMENT
To: 800 M.L. KING BLVD.
STUART, FL 34994

Ten-8 Contact DNUMMELAZ2
Customer ID: STUART

Unit Quantity Unit Price Total Price
173,037.56

Subtotal: 173,037.56

Invoice Discount: 0.00

Sales Tax: 0.00

Total: 173,037.56

Quote submitted by: DNUMMELA2
This Quote is valid until 03/12/17



LAKE COUNTY

FLORIDA

CONTRACT NO. 12-08060

For Fire Equipment and Supplies

LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political subdivision of the state of Florida, its successors and assigns through
its Board of County Commissioners (hereinafter "County") does hereby accept, with noted modifications, if
any, the Bid of Ten-8 Fire Equipment, Inc. (hereinafter "Contractor") to supply Fire Equipment and Supplies
to the County pursuant to County Proposal Number 12-0806 (hereinafter "ITB"}, -closing dated March 21,
2012 and Contractor's March 19, 2012 ITB response thereto with all County ITB provisions governing.

Special Clauses:

Public Records

All electronic files, audio andfor video recordings, and all papers pertaining to any activity performed by
the CONTRACTOR for or on behalf of the COUNTY shall be the property of the COUNTY and will be
turned over to the COUNTY upon request. In accordance with Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, each file
and all papers pertaining to any activities performed for or on behalf of the COUNTY are public records
available for inspection by any person even if the file or paper resides in the CONTRACTOR's office or
facility. The CONTRACTOR shall maintain the files and papers for not less than three (3) complete
calendar years after the project has been completed or terminated, or in accordance with any grant
requirements, whichever is longer. Prior to the close out of the Contract, the CONTRACTOR shall
appoint a records custodian to handle any records request and provide the custodian’s name and
telephone number(s) to the COUNTY,

Prohibition against Contingent Fees

The CONTRACTOR warrants that they have not employed or retained any company or person, other
than a bona fide employee working solely for the CONTRACTOR to solicit or secure this Contract and
that they have not paid or agreed to pay any person, company, corporation, individual, or firm, other
than a bona fide employee working solely for the CONTRACTOR, any fee, commission, percentage, gift
or other consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this Contract,

This Contract shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of each of the parties and of their
respective successors and permitted assigns.

This Contract may not be amended, released, discharged, rescinded or abandoned, except by a written
instrument duly executed by each of the parties hereto.

The failure of any party hereto at any time to enforce any of the provisions of this Contract will in no way
constitute or be construad as a waiver of such provision or of any other provision hereof, nor in any way
affect the validity of, or the right thereafter to enforce, each and every provision of this Contract.

During the term of this Contract the CONTRACTOR assures the COUNTY that it is in compliance with
Title VIl of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, as amended, and the Florida Civil Rights Act of 1982, in that the
CONTRACTOR does not on the grounds of race, color, national origin, religion, sex, age, disability or
marital status, discrimination in any form or manner against the CONTRACTOR employees or
applicants for employment. The CONTRACTOR understands and agrees that this Contract is
conditioned upon the veracity of this statement of assurance.

A copy of the Contractor's signed Proposal is attached hereto and incorporated herein, thus making it a part
of this Contract except that any items not awarded have been struck through. The attachments noted below
(if any) are attached hereto and are also made a part of this Contract.



[}

Attachmeants: N/A

Mo financial obligation shall accrue against the County until Contractor shall make delivery pursuant to order
of the County Procurement Services Director.

The County's Procurement Services Diractor shall be the sole judge as to the fact of the fulfillment of this
Contract, and upon any breach thereof, shall, at his or her option, declare this contract terminated, and for
any loss or damage by reason of such breach, whether this Contract is terminated or not, said Contractor
and their surety for any required bond shall be liable.

This Gontract is effective from June 12, 1012 through June 30, 2013 except the County reserves the right
to terminate this Contract immediately for cause and/or lack of funds and with thirty (30} day written notice
for the convenience of the County. This Contract provides for four (4) one (1) year renewals at Lake
County’s sole option at the terms noted in the Proposal.

Any and all modifications to this Contract must be in writing signed by the County's Procurement Services
Director.

LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA

7 %
By: L?T:,gt-«a{.é-ﬁﬁ.-- s /lﬁt A3t U

Senior Contracting Officer

Date: . Clgerbr /X Al 2
—7 7
Py
£

Distribution:  Original-Bid File
Copy-Contractor
Copy-Public Safety

“Earning Community Confidence through Excellence in Sarvice”
Office of Procurement Services 315 W. Main, Suite 416 P.O. Box 7800
Tavares, Florida 32778-7800 Ph (352) 343-9839 Fax (352) 343-9473

o



LAKE COUNTY

FLORIDA

INVITATION TO BID (ITB)
FIRE FQUIPMENT AND SUPPLILS

ITB Number: 12-0806 Contracting Officer:  Roseann Johnson

Bid Duc Date: _Mareh 21, 2012 Pre-Bid Cont, Date:  Nol applicable

Rid Due Time: 3:00 pm IT'T Issue Date: Fehruary 16,2012

TABLE OF CONTENTS

SLCTHMN 10 Special Terms and Condilions ' Pages 2-16
SECTION 2; Statement of Work . Pigres 17-18
SECTION 3: General Terms and Conditions . Pagies14-22
SECTION d: Pricing/Cerlilications Signatures I*ages 23-91
SLECTION 5: Attachments Pages 92-93
SPECIFIC SOLICITATION REQUIREMENTS ARE AS NOTED BELOW;

Proposal and/or Performance Bone: _ Mot applicable to this 1TB

Certificate of Competency/License; Mot applicable o this 1113

Indemnification/Insurance; See Section .8

Pre-Bid Conference/Walk-Theuw: Mot applicable to this 1'T1H

Al the date and time specified above, all bids that have been received in a timely manner will be
apened, recorded, and accepted for consideration. The names of the bidders submitting bids will he
read atoud and recorded. The bids will be available for inspection during normal usiness hours in the
Office of Procurement Services thirty (30) ealendar days after the official bid due date. When counter-
signed by an authorized Counly representative, this docoment and any specifically identitied attachments
iy o Lhe contrac document binding the parties to all performance specitied herein,

Vendors shall complete and return the entirety of this I'T'B Document, and attach all other
information requested in this ITB document (Sce Provision 1.13). Failure to sign the bid response,
or lo submit the bid response by the specified time and date, may be eavse for rejection of the bid.

NO-RESPONSE REPLY

If any vendor does not want to respond 1o this solicitation at this tme, or, would like to be removed from
Lake County's Vendar List, please mark the appropriate space, complete name below and return this page
only.

|:| Mot interested at this time; keep owr fivm on Lake County’s Vendors List for future solicitations for
this product / service

|:| Please remove our lirm from Lake County’s Vendor's List for this product / service,

YENDOR IDENTIFICATION

Company Name;  [EN-f FTRE TEQUTPMENT, TNC Phone Number: ( 500)228-8368
L & £

Fy

: r i R CriCal Rl
Femail Address: ﬂr] Spms 7 e Vel Zop v =" Contaet Person: W if,ﬂ A K\



SECTION 1 — SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS I Mumber: 12-0806

Section 1.1: Purposc

The purposc of this solicilation is to cstablish a term and supply contract for the purchase of
equipment, supplics and services as necded for the Department of Public Salcty, Vire Services
Division and the Fleet Division in conjunction with the County's needs.

This is an indefinite quantity contract with no guarantee goods or services will be required.
The County does not guarantee a minimum or maximum dollar amount to be expended on
any contract(s) resulting from this Invitation to Bid.

Seetion 1.2: Designated Procurement Representative

Questions coneerning any portion ol this solicitation shall be direcled in writing |fax and c-mail
accepted] o the below named individual who shall be the official point ol contact for this
solicitation. To ensure reply, questions should be submitted no later than five (5) working days
belore the bid due date.

Roscann Johnson, CPPB, Senior Contracting Officer
[ake County BCC

Office ol Procurcment Services

315 W, Main Street, Room 441

PO BOX 7800

Tavares, 'L 32778-7800

Phone : 352.343.9839
I'ax ; 352.343.9473
E-mail: rjohnson@glakecountyll.gov

NO answers given in responsc to questions submitted shall be binding upon this solicitation
unless released in wriling as an addendum to the solicilalion by the Lake County Office ol
Procurement Scrvices.

Section 1.3: Method of Award in the County’s Best Interests

As the best interest of the County may require, the County reserves the right to make award(s) by
individual item. group of items, all or none, or a combination (hereoli with onc or more
suppliers; lo reject any and all offers or waive any minor irregularity or (echnicality in bids
reccived.

A primary, sccondary and third vendor may be awarded contracts per line item. The Department
of Public Safety may require special quotes and contact all vendors under contract if discounts
and pricing structures are cqual or if stocking 1ssues are concerns,

Section 1.4: Pre-Bid Conference [ Site Visils

Not applicable to this solicitation



SECTION 1 — SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS |'TE Number: 12-0806

Scetion 1.5 Term of Contract — Twelve (12) Months

This contract shall commence on the [irst calendar day ol the month succeeding approval of the
contract by the Board of County Commissioners, or designee, unless otherwise stipulaled in the
Notice of Award Letter distributed by the County's Office of Procurement Services; and
contingent upon the completion and submittal of all required pre-award documents, The initial
contract term shall remain in effect lor twelve (12) months, and then the contract will remain in
ellect until completion of the expressed and/or implied warranty period.  The contract prices
resultant from this solicitation shall prevail lor the full duration of the initial contract term unless
otherwise indicated elsewhere in this document.

Section 1.6: Option to Renew for four (4) Additional One (1) Year Period(s) (With
Manufacturers Price Adjustment)

Prior to, or upon completion, of the initial term ol the contract, the County shall have the oplion
to renew this contract for four (4) additional one (1) year period(s). Prior to completion of each
exercised contract term, the County will consider adjustment to price based on an applicable
Manulacturers Price Tnerease cvidenced by appropriate manulacturer documentation submitted
to the County by the vendor in a timely manner.

It is the vendor's responsibility to request any pricing adjustment in writing under this provision.
For any adjustment o commence on the first day of any exercised option period, the vendor's
wrillen request for adjustment shall be submitted prior to expiration ol the then current contract
term. The vendor adjustiment request must clearly substantiate the requested increase. 11 no
written adjustment request is received from the vendor. the County will assume that the vendor
has agreed that the optional term may be excreised withoul pricing adjustment.  Any adjustment
request received alter the commencement of a new option periad shall not be considered.

Continuation of the contract beyond the initial period, and any option subsequently exercised. is
a County prerogative, and not a right of the bidder. This prerogative will be exercised only when
such continuation is clearly in the best interest of the County,

Section 1.7: Method of Payment - Periodic Invoices For Completed Purchases

The vendor(s) shall submit invoices to the Counly user department(s) aller each individual
purchasc has been completed, In addition to the general invoice requirements set lorth below,
the invoices shall reference, as applicable, the corresponding delivery ticket number, packing slip
number, or other acceptance document that was signed by an authorized representative ol the
County user department at the Lime the items were delivered and accepted, Submittal of these
periodic invoices shall not exceed thirty (30) calendar days from the delivery ol the goods or
services. Under no cireumstances shall the invoices be submitled to the County in advance of
the delivery and acceplance of the items.

All invoices shall contain the contract and/or purchase order number, dale and location of
delivery or service, and confirmation of aceeptance ol the goods or services by (he appropriate
County representative. Failure to submit invoices in the prescribed manner will delay payment,
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and the vendor may be considered in defaull of contract and its contracl may be terminated.
Payments shall be tendered in accordance with the Florida Prompt Payment Act, Part VIL
Chapter 218, Florida Statutes.

Section 1.8: Insurance

Gach vendor shall include in its solicitation response packape proof of insurance capabilities,
including but not limited 1o, the following requirements: | This docs not mean that the vendor
must have the coverage prior to submittal, but, that the coverage must be in effect prior © a
purchase order or contract being execuled by the County. |

An original certificate of insurance, indicating that the awarded vendor has coverage in
accordance with the requirements of this section, shall be furnished by the vendor to the
Contracting Officer within five (5) working days of such request and must be received and
accepted by the County prior to contract execution and/or before any work begins.

The vendor shall provide and maintain at all times during the term of any contracl, without cost
ot expense (o (he County, policies of insurance, with a company or companies authorized to do
husiness in the State of Florida, and which arc acceptable (o the County, insuring the vendor
against any and all claims, demands or causes of action whatsoever, [or injurics received or
damage o property relaling to the performance of dutics, services and/or obligations of the
vendor under the terms and provisions of the contract, The vendor is responsible lor timely
provision of certilicate(s) of insurance to the County al the certilicate holder address evidencing
conformance with the contract requirements at all times throughoul the term of the contract.

Such policies of insurance, and confirming certificales ol insurance, shall insure the vendor is in
accordance with the following minimum limits:

General Liability insurance on forms no more restrictive than the latest edition of the Occurrence
Form Commercial General Liability policy (CG 00 01) of the Insurance Services Office or
equivalent without restrictive endorsements, with the following minimum limits and coverage:

Fach Oecurrence/General Aggrepate $1.000,000/2,000,000
Products-Completed Operalions $2.000.000

Personal & Adv. Injury $1.000,000

Firc Danage $50,000

Medical Lxpense $5.,000

Contractual Liability Ineluded

Automobile liability insurance, including owned, non-owned. and hired autos with the following
minimum limits and coverage:

Combined Single Limit $1.000,000

Workers' compensation insurance based on proper reporling of classification codes and payroll
amounts in accordance with Chapler 440, Ulorida Statules, and/or any other applicable law
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requiting workers' compensation (Uederal, maritime, cte).  IF not required by law to maintain
workers compensation insurance, the vendor must provide a notarized statement that if he or she
is injured; he or she will not hold the County responsible for any payment or compensation.

Employers Liability insurance with the following minimum limits and coverage:

lzach Accident $1.000,000
Discasc-Liach Employee $1,000,000
Disease-Policy Limii $1,000,000

Professional liability andfor speeialty insurance (medical malpractice, cngineers, architeet,
consultant, environmental, pollution, errors and omissions, ete.) insurance as applicable, with
minimum limits of $1,000,000 and annual aggregale ol $2,000,000,

The lollowing additional coverage must be provided if a dollar valuc is inscrted below:

I.oss of Use at coverage value:  $ _ _
Grrage Keepers Liability at coverage value: §
Lake County, a Political Subdivision of the State of Flomida, and the Board of County
Commissioners, shall be named as additional insured as their interest may appear on all
applicable liability insurance policies.

The cettificate(s) ol insurance shall provide for a minimum of thirty (30) days prior writicn
notice to the County ol any change, cancellation, or nonrenewal ol the provided insurance. ILis
the vendor’s specific responsibility to ensure that any such notice is provided within the stated
timeframe to the cortificate holder.

11 it is not possible for the Yendor to certify complianee, on the certificate of insurance, with all
of the above requirements, then the Vendor is required to provide a copy of the actual palicy
endorsement(s) providing the required coverage and notification provisions.,

Certificate(s) of insurance shall identily the applicable solicitation (ITB/RFP/RFQ) number in
the Deseription of Operations scetion ol the Certificate.

Certificate holder shall be:

LAKE COUNTY, A POLITICAL SUBDIVISION OF THL STATE OF
FLORIDA, AND THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONLRS.
P.O. BOX 7800

TAVARLES, FT, 32778-7800

Cerlificates of insurance shall evidence a waiver of subrogation in favor of the County, that
coverage shall be primary and noncontributory, and that each evidenced policy includes a Cross
Liability or Severability of Tnlerests provision, with no requirement ol premium payment by (he
County.

Ln
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The Vendor shall be responsible for subcontractors and their insurance. Subcontraclors are to
provide certificates ol insurance to the prime vendor evidencing coverage and lerms in
accordance with the Vendor’s requirements.

All self-insured retentions shall appear on the certificate(s) and shall be subject to approval by the
County. At the option of the Counly, the insurer shall reduce or climinate such self-insured
relentions or the vendor or subeontractor shall be required Lo procure a bond guaranteeing payment
ol losses and related claims expenses.

The County shall be excrmpt from, and in no way liable for, any sums ol money, which may
represent a deductible or self-insured relention in any inswance policy. The payment of such
deductible or self-insured retention shall be the sole responsibility of the vendor and/or sub
contractor providing such msuranec.

Failure to obtain and maintain such insurance as sef oul above will be considered a breach of
contract ane may resull in termination ol the contract for default,

Neither approval by the County of any insurance supplicd by the vendor or Subcontractor(s), nor
a failure to disapprove that insurance, shall relieve the vendor or Subcontractor(s) of full
responsibility for liability, damages, and accidents as sel [orth herein,

Section 1.9: Bonding Requirements
Not applicable to this solicitation
Section 1.10: Completion of Work From Date OF Purchase Order

The vendor shall state in its ofTer the number of calendar days from the date of the purchase
order in which it will guarantee to complete the work. Time [or completion may be considered a
[uctor in determining the successful vendor if so stipulated in Section 1.3 entitled “Method of
Award”. Deliveries shall be made within ten (10) working days on orders for stock. Deliveries
for emergency orders shall be within forty-cight (48) hours. No stock deliveries will be aceepted
on Saturdays, Sundays, or County Holidays.

All work shall be performed in accordance with good commercial practice. 'The work schedule
and completion dates shall be adhered to by the vendor(s). except in such cases where the
completion date will be delayed due to acts of God, sirikes, or other causes beyond the control of
the vendor. Tn these cases, the vendor shall notify the County of the delays in advance of the
original completion so (hat a revised delivery schedule can be appropriately considered by the
Counly.

Should the vendor(s) to whom (he contract(s) is awarded fail to complete the work within the
number of days stated in its offer, or the “not-to-exceed” timeframe cited above, il is hercby
agreed and understood that the Counly reserves the authorily lo cancel the contract with the
vendor and to sccure the services of another vendor to complete the work, If the County
cxcrcises this authority, the County shall be responsible for reimbursing the vendor for work
which was completed and found acceptable to the County in accordance with the contract

6
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specificalions. “The County may, at its option, demand payment from the vendor, through an
invoice or credit memo, for any additional costs over and beyond the original contract price
which were incurred by the County as a result of having Lo secure the services ol another vendor.
IT" the incumbent vendor [ails to honor this invoice or credit memo, the County may lerminate the
contract lor default.

Seetion 1.10,1: Shipping Terms, I.0.B. Destination- Inside Delivery

The F.O.B. point for any product ordered as a result ol this solicitation shall be F.0.B.:
DESTINATION — INSIDE DELIVERY. The litle for cach item will pass from the contractor
to the Counly only after the County receives AND accepts cach item., Delivery will nol be
complete until the County has accepted cach item. Delivery to a common carricr shall not
constitute delivery (o the County. Any transportation dispute shall be between the contractor and
the carriet. ‘Lhe County will not consider any bid or proposal showing a I.O.B. poinl other than
[.0,B.: Destination — Inside Delivery.

Section 1.11: Acceptance of Goods or Services

The produet(s) delivered as a result of an award from this solicitation shall remain the property
of the contractor, and services rendered under (he contract will not be deemed complete, until &
physical inspection and actual usage of the producl(s) and/or scrvice(s} is (are) accepted by the
County and shall be in compliance with the terms herein, lully in accord with the specilications
and of the highest quality.

Any goods and/or scrvices purchased as a result ol this solicitation and/or contract may be
tested/inspected lor compliance with specifications. Tn the event that any aspect of the goods or
services provided is found to be defective or does not conform (o the specifications, the County
reserves the right to lerminate the contract ot initiate corrective action on the part of the vendor,
to include retutn of any non-compliant goods to the vendor at the vendor™s expense, requiring the
vendor Lo either provide a direct replacement for the item, or a full credit for the returned item.
The vendor shall not assess any additional charge(s) lor any conforming action taken by the
County under this clause. ‘The County will not be responsible to pay for any product or service
that does not conform (o the contract specilications.

In addition, any defcetive product or service or any product or service nol delivered or performed
by the date specilied in the purchase order or contract, may be procured by the County on the
open market, and any increase in cost may be charged against the awarded contraclor. Any cost
incurred by the County in any re-procurement plus any increased product or service cost shall be
withheld (rom any monies owed to the contractor by the County for any contract or financial
ablipation.

Section 1.11.1: Deticiencies in Work to be Corvected by the Vendor
The vendor shall promptly correct all apparent and latent deficiencies and/or deleets in work,

and/or any work that [ails to conform (o the contract documents regardless of project completion
status. All corrections shall be made within ten (10) calendar days alter such rejected delects,
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deficiencies, andfor non-conformances are verbally reported to the vendor by the County's
projcet administrator, who may conlirm all such verbal reports in writing. The vendor shall bear
all costs of correcting such rejected work. If the vendor [ails to correct the work within the
period specificd, the County may, at its diseretion, notify the vendor, in writing, that the vendor
i subject to contractual defaull provisions if the corrections are nol completed to the satislaction
of the County within ten (10) calendar days of receipt of the notice. If the vendor fails to correct
the work within the period specified in the notice, the County shall place (he vendor in default,
obtain the services ol another vendor to correet the deliciencies, and charge the incumbent
vendor for these costs, either through a deduction from the [inal payment owed to the vendor or
through invoicing. If the vendor fails to honor this invoice or credil memao, the County may
terminate the contract for defaull,

Scetion 1.12: Warranty

The vendor agrees that, unless expressly stated otherwisc in the bid or proposal, the product
and/or service [urnished as a resull of an award from this solicitation shall be covercd by the
most favorable commercial warranty (he vendor gives to any customer for comparable quantitics
ol products andfor services and the rights and remedics provided herein are in addition Lo satd
warranly and do not limit any right afforded to the County by any other provision of (his
solicitation.

The vendor hereby acknowledges and agrees that all materials, except where recycled conlent is
specilically requested, supplied by the vendor in conjunction with this solicitation and resultant
contract shall be new, warranted lor their merchantability, and fit for a particular purpose.

Seetion 1.13 Deliveries and Completion of Solicitation Response
Section 1.13.1: Delivery of Solicitation Response

Unless a package is delivered by the vendor in person, all incoming mail from the 1.5, Postal
Service and any package delivered by a third party delivery organization (FedEx, UPS, DHL,
private courier, etc.) will be opened for security and contamination inspection by the [Lake
County Clerk of the Circuit Court Mail Receiving Center in an off-sile secure controlled Tacility
ntior to delivery to any Lake County Governmenl lacility, which includes the Lake County
Office of Procurement Scrvices.

Tao be considered for award, a bid or proposal must be received and accepted in the Office ol
Procurement Scrvices prior (o (he datc and time established within the solicitation. A response
will not be considered for award i received in the Olfice of Procurement Services alter the
official due date and time regardless of when or how it was received by the Lake County Clerk
ol Cowrt Mail Receiving Center. Allow sullicient time for transportation and inspection,

Lach package shall be clearly marked with the applicable solicitation number, title, and company
name. Lnsure that your bid or proposal is sccurely sealed in an opaque envelope/package to
provide confidentiality of the bid or proposal prior to the due date stated in the solicitation.
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I1 you plan en submitling your bid or proposal IN PERSON, please bring il Lo:

LAKLE COUNTY PROCURLEMENT SERVICES
315 W. MAIN STREET

4TTT FLLOOR, ROOM 441

TAVARES, FLORIDA

If you submit your bid or proposal by the UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE (USPS),
please mail il Lo:

LAKE COUNTY PROCUREMENT SERVICLS
PO BOX 7500
TAVARLS, FL 32778-T800

Il you submit your bid or proposal by a THIRD PARTY CARRIER such as Fedlix, UPS, or a
privale couricr, please send 1l to:

LAKE COUNTY PROCUREMENT SERVICES
MAITL RECEIVING CENTER

32400 COUNTY ROAD 473

LELESBURG, FI, 34788

liacsimile (fax) or electronic submissions (e-mail) will not be accepted.
Seetion 1.13.2: Completion Requirements for Invitation to Bid

Two (2) signed original bids and three (3) complete copies of the bid submitted by the
vendor shall be scaled and delivered to the Office of Procurement Services no later than the
official bid due date and time. Any bid reccived after this fime will pot be considered and
will be returned unopened to the submitter, The County is not liable or responsible for any
costs incurred by any Bidder in responding to this ITR including, without limitation, costs for
product and/or service demonstrations il requested.

When you submit your bid, you are making a binding offer to the County and arc agreeing to all
ol (he terms and condilions in this Invitation (o Bid. Use only the form(s) provided in this
document. If you make any change to the content or lormat of any form, the Counly may
disqualify your offer. All information shall be legible and either written in ink or typewritlen. 11
you make a correction or change on any document, the person signing the bid proposal must
initial the change, The bid shall be manually signed in BLUE INK by an oflicial authorized to
Jegally bind the Bidder to its provisions.

COMPLETION OF BID PACKAGE: The vendor shall complete all required entries in Section
4 of the bid form such as, but not limited o, pricing pages, signature, cerlilications, references,
and acknowledgement ol any solicitation addenda.  The vendor shall submil the entire
solicitation with all Scetion 4 eniries completed in the number of copics specified to the address
specified in this solicitation. The vendor shall also submit any supporting documents (o imclude
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proof of insurability and provision of bid bonds as required), samples, and/or deseriplive
literature required by any of the provisions in Section 2 of the solicitation in a separate scaled
envelope / packape marked "Literature for Bid (Number)." Do not indicale bid prices on
literature.

Speeific Completion Directions:

»  Pricing shall be completed as directed within Scction 4,

» Initial and date in BLURE INK the appropriate space(s) for cach addendum you reccived for
this I'TB.

> Insert any prompt payment discount that you will offer. Note payment is NET 30 DAYS
otherwise,

¥ Complete all certifications included within Section 4 ol the solicitation,

»  Complete the reference information sheets (include at least three references) contained withim
the solicitation,

»  Complete the vendor information, and sign the bid (IN BLUL INK) in the spaces provided in
Seclion 4 of the solicitation.

¥ If insurance is required, submit either a certificate of insurance, or evidence of insurability,
that is in compliance with the stated insurance requirements,

Section 1.14: Availability of Contract to Other County Departments

Although this sulicitation is specific to a County Department, it is hereby agreed and understood
that any County department or ageney may avail itsell of this contract and purchase any and all
items speeified herein from the vendor(s) at the contract price(s) cstablished herein, Under these
circumstances, a confract niodilication shall be issued by the County identilying the
requirements ol the additional County department(s).

Scetion 1.15: Business Hours of Operations

No work shall be done on Saturday, Sunday, or on any days between the hours of 5:01 P.M. and
7:59 AM. excepl when such work is necessary for the proper care and protection of the work
alrcady performed, and when permission o do such work is secured [rom the County
Department representative, No overtime work shall be started without prior approval of the
immediate project manager or his/her designated representative.

Scetion 1.16: Compliance with Federal Standards
All items 1o be purchased under this contract shall be in accordance with all governmental
standards, lo include, but not be limited to, those issued by the Occupational Safety and Tealth

Administration (OSHA), the National Tnstitute of Occupational Salely Hazards (NIOSII), and
the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA).

10
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Section 1.17: Demonstration of Equipment May Be Required During Evaluation

After receipl ol olfers by the Counly, the vendors may be required to demonstrate their
specifically offered equipment to cognizanl County personnel, al no separate cost. The purpose
ol lhis demonstration is (o observe the equipment in an operational environment and to verify ils
capability, suitability, and adaplability in conjunction with the performance requircments
stipulated in this solicitation. If a demonstration is required, the County will notify the vendor of
such in writing and will specify the date, time and location of the demonstration. If the vendor
[ails to perform the demonstration on the specilied date stipulated in the notice, the County may
elect 1o rejeet that vendor’s offer, or to re-schedule the demonstration, whichever action is
determined o be in the best interests ol the County, The County shall be the sole judge of the
acceptability of the equipment in conformance with the specilications and its decision shall be
final.

The equipment used for the demonstration shall be the same as the manulacturer's model
identified in the vendor’s offer.  Accordingly, the equipment used in the demonstration shall
create an express warranty that the actual equipment to be provided by the vendor during the
contract period shall conlorm to the equipment used in the demonstration. The vendor shall be
required to provide adequale restitution to the County, in the manner prescribed by the County, il
this warranty is violated during the term of the contract,

Seetion 1.18: “Equal” Product Can be Considered

II"a product or service requested by this ITB has been identified in the specilications by a brand
name, and has not been notated as a “No Substitute™ item, such identification is intended to be
descriptive and not restrictive, and 15 to indicate the quality and characteristics ol product or
service that will be acceptable. Vendors offering an alternate product will be considered for
award if such product is clearly identified in the bid or proposal and is determined by the Counly
to fully meet the salient characteristic requirements listed in the specifications.  An alternate
produet will not be considered for any item notated “No Substitute™.

Unless the vendor clearly indicates in its bid or proposal that it is proposing an alternate product,
the bid or proposal shall be considered as offering the same brand name referenced in the
speci ficalions.

If the vendor proposes to furnish an alternate product or service, the brand name of the product
ot service to be furnished shall be elearly identified. The evalualion of the bid or proposal and
the determination as to acceplability of the alternate product or service shall be the responsibility
of the County and will be based upon information [wrnished by the vendor. The County will not
be responsible for locating or securing any information which is not included in the bid or
proposal, To ensure that sufficient information is available, the vendor shall furnish as part of
the bid or proposal all descriptive material necessary for the County (o determine whether the
product offered meets the salient characteristics required by the specifications. Failure to do so
may be considered a material deviation supportive of rejection of the bid.

11



SECTION 1 — SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS ITE Mumber: 12-0806

Section 1.19: Turnish and Install Requirements

The specifications and/or statement of work contained within this solicitation deseribe the
various functions and classes ol work required as necessary lor the completion of the project.
Any omissions of inherent technical [unclions or classes of work within the speeifications and/or
statement of work shall not relieve the bidder rom furnishing, installing or performing such
work where required lor the satisfactory completion of the project.  The vendor shall also be
required to provide adequale general user training to County personnel on the appropriate use of
(he materials or products as and 1l mecessary.

Section 1.20: Labor, Materials, and Equipment Shall be Supplied by the Vendor

Unless otherwise stated in this solicitation the vendor shall furnish all labor, material and
equipment neeessary for satisfactory contract performance. When not specifically identified m
the technical specilications, such malerials and equipment shall be ol a suitable type and grade
for the purpose. All material, workmanship, and equipment shall be subject (o the inspection and
approval of the County's Project Manager.

Section 1.21: Patents and Royalties

Al The Contractor, without execption, shall indenmily and hold harmless the County, its
employees and officers from liability of any nature or kind, including cost and cxpenses for or on
aceount of any copyrighted, patented, or un-patented invention, process or article provided by the
Contractor, The Contractor has no liability when such claim is solely and exclusively duc to the
combination, operation. or usc of any article supplied hercunder with equipment or data not
supplicd by the Contractor or is based solely and exclusively upon the County's alleration of the
article. The County will provide prompt written notification ol a claim of copyrightl or patent
infringement.

13. Further, il such a claim is made or is pending, the Contractor may, al ils option and
cxpense, procure for the County the right to continue use of, replace or modify the arlicle to
render it non-infringing. (I none of the alternatives are reasonably available, the County agrees
to relurn the article on request to the contractor and receive full reimbursement of all monies paid
to the Contractor). IF the Contractor uses any design, device, or materials covered by letters,
patent or copyright, it is mutually agreed and understood without cxception that the bid proposal
price(s) include all royalties and/or costs arising from the use ol such design, device or materials
in any way involved in the work.

L The Conlractor will defend, at its own expense, any action brought against the County to

the extent that it is based on a claim that the article supplied by the Contractor under the contract

infringes a patent; industrial design, or any other similar righl, and the Contractor will pay any

costs and damages finally awarded against the County in any such aclion, where they are

attributable 1o any such claim, but such defense and payments are conditional on Lhe [ollowing:

e ihe Contractor will be notified promptly in writing by the County ol any notice of such claim
received by the County, and

12
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o (he Contractor will have the sole control of the delense of any action or such claims, and all
negoliations for its scttlement or compromise.

Section 1.22: Protection of Property

All existing structures, utilities, services, roads, trees, shrubbery, and properly in which the
Counly has an interest shall be protected against damage or interrupted services al all times by
the vendor during the term of this contract; and the vendor shall be held responsible for repairing
or replacing property lo the satisfaction of the County which is damaged by rcason of the
vendor’s operation on the property. In the event the vendor fails (o comply with these
requirements, the County reserves the right (o secure the required services and charge the costs
of such services back to the vendor.

Secetion 1.23: Public Records/ Copyrights

All electronic files, audio and/or video recordings, and all papers pertaining (o any aclivily
performed by (he contractor Tor or on behalf of the County shall be the property of the County
and will be turned over o the County upon request. In accordance with Chapter 119, I'lorida
Statutes, cach file and all papers perlaining to any activitics performed for or on behalf of the
County are public records available for inspection by any person cven if the file or paper residces
in (he contractor’s office or facility, The vendor shall maintain the files and papers for nol less
than three (3) complete calendar years after the project has been completed or terminated, or n
accordance with any granl requircments, whichever is longer, Prior 1o the close out of the
contract, the contractor shall appoint a records custodian to handle any records request and
provide the custodian’s name and lelephone number(s) to the Contracting Oflficer.

Any copyright derived [rom any agrecment derived lrom this solicitation shall belong (o the
author. The author and the contractor shall expressly assign o the Counly nonexelusive, royalty
free rights to use any and all information provided by the contractor in any deliverable and/or
reporl [or the County’s use which may include publishing in County documents and distribution
as the County deems to be in the County’s best interests, 107 anything included in any deliverable
limits the rights of the Counly 1o usc the information, the deliverable shall be considered
defective and not acceptable and (he contractor will not be eligible for any compensation,

Section 1.24: Recyeled Materials Required

This solicitation calls for the purchase of items that specify and require a stated degree of
recycled material content.  Vendors are required to submit, with their initial oller, a written
cerlification attesting that the products or ilems ollered by the vendor contain the minimum
percentage ol post-consumer recovered material as defined by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), or, [or commoditics not so covered, the minimum pereentage of post-
consumer recovered materials established by other cognizant regulatory agencies,

Recyeling delinitions:

For purposes of this soliciiation, the following definitions shall apply:
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2, "Recovered Materials" shall be defined as any waste malerial or by-products that have
been recovered or diverted from solid waste,

=

"Reeyeled Produet' shall be defined as any product which is in whele or in part
composed ol recovered materials.

c. "Reeyelable Product' shall be delined as the ability of a product and its packaging to be
reused, reconditioned for use, or recycled through existing reeyeling collection programs.

d. "Waste Reducing Produets” shall be defined as any product which will result in less
wasle gencrated due to its use rather than another product designed to serve the same
[unction with a preater waste generation rale. This shall include, but not be limited Lo,
those products (hat can be reused, refilled or have a Tonger life expectancy and contain a
lesser mmount ol loxic constituents,

Section 1.25: Risk of Loss

The vendor assumes the risk ol loss ol damage to the County's properly during posscssion of
such property by the vendor, and until delivery to, and acceptance of, that property to the
Counly, The vendor shall immediately repair, replace or make good on the loss or damage
without cost o the County, whether the loss or damage resulls lrom acls or omissions (negligent
or not) of the vendor or a third party.

The vendor shall indemnify and hold the County harmless from any and all claims, lability,
losses and causes of action which may arise out of the [ulfillment of this contract. The vendor
shall pay all claims and losses of any nature whatsoever in commection therewith, and shall
defend all suits, in the name ol the County when applicable, and shall pay all costs and
judgments which may issue thereon,

section 1.26: Speeial Notice to Vendors Regarding Federal and/or State Requirements

Some purchase actions may be supported in whole or in part by Federal and/or State Tunding,
Therefore, this solicitation and any resulling contract include provisions related lo various
specilic lederal and/or state requirements. All such clauses shall be considered and treated as
“flow-down™ clauses that shall be considered applicable 1o any prime contract and any
subcontract associated with performance under the contract(s) resulling [rom this solicitation.
Detailed review of all terms and conditions included in this solicitation is strongly encouraged to
ensure (hat full compliance with all contractual requirements is considered during the solicitation
response process, and throughout performance under the contract, al prime contractor and
subcontractor levels, Upon award of a contract resulting from this solicitation, the vendor shall
utilize the U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s L-Verify system in accordance with the
terms governing use of the system to conlirm the employment eligibility of:

1. All persons employed by the vendor during the term ol the contract to perform
employmenl dulies within Lake County; and
2. All persons, including subcontractors, assighed by the vendor to perform work
pursuant to the contract.
For any construclion contract supported by state funding, the vendor shall give preference to the

14
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employment of state residents in the performance of the work on the project if state residents
have substantially cqual qualifications to those of nonresidents. The term “substantially equal
qualilications” refers to a situation wherein the vendor cannot make @ reasonable determination
that the qualifications held by one person are betler than the qualifications of another person, A
vendor required to employ state residents must contact the Department of Leonomic Opportunity
to post the contractor's employment needs in the state's job bank system.

Seetion 1.27 Catalogs

The vendor shall submit two (2) copies of the current manufacturer's price list(s) and catalog(s)
wilth the initial offer. Note: CD's and/or thumb drives are preferred.  Failure to meet this
requirement may result in your offer being rejected. These documents shall be in effect at the
commenecement of the contract and shall remain in elTect o the life of the contract; unless price
escalations are specifically allowable in accordance with this contract. Discounts offered will be
evalualed against these price lists and catalogs in order to determine (he vendor to whom award
may be made pursuant to Section 1.3 herein entitled “Mcthod of Award™.

Upon request, the vendor shall provide additional sets of the manufacturer's product calalogs and
price lists at no additional cost o the County.

Section 1.28 Iourly Rates

The howrly rate quoted shall be deemed to provide full compensation to the vendor for lubar,
equipment use, travel time, and any other clement of cost or price. This rate is assumed to be al
straight-time for all labor, except as otherwise noted. The vendor shall comply with minimum
wage standards, and/or any other wage standards specilically st forth in this solicitation and
resultant contract, and any other applicable laws ol the State of Florida. 1f overtime is allowable
uncler this contract, it will be covered under a separate item in the speeial clauses.

Section 1.29 Wage Rates

Under (his contract, the wage rate paid (o all laborers, mechanics and apprentices cmployed by
the vendor [or the worl under the contract, shall not be less than the prevailing wage rates for
similar classifications ol work as cstablished by the Federal Government and enforced by the
1J.8. Department of Labor, Wages and Hours Division, and Florida’s Minimum Wage
requitements in Article X, Section 24 (1) of the Florida Constitution and enforced by the Ilorida
Legislature by statute or the state Agency For Waorkforce Innovation by rule, whichever is
higher.

Section 1.30 Additional Brands may be Added

Although this solicitation and resultant contract identilies specific brands to be purchased, it is
hereby understood and agreed (hal additional brands for the same basic item may be added (o this
contract at the option of the County. 1[I the pricing proposed by the vendor for the additional
brands is considered 1o be fair and reasonable, then award may be made (o the vendor through
the issuance of a modilication to the contract.



SECTION 1 —SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS ITB MNumber: 12-0806

The incumbent vendor(s) hasfhave no exclusive right to provide these additional brand(s). The
County may determine to obtain similarly structured pricing inputs from other vendors in
response (o situations where incumbent vendors do not provide for fair and reasonable pricing or
for other reasons al the County’s sole discrefion.

Section 1,31 Repair and Parts Manuals to be Provided

The vendor shall supply the County with a minimum ol one (1) comprehensive repair and parts
manual which identify the component parts, and which describe the appropriatc process for
repairing the equipment purchased by the County in conjunction with this solicitation. The
manuals shall be supplied prior to, or upon, delivery of the cquipment. Final payment shall be
withheld until such time as these manuals are received by the County.

Section 1.32 Rebates and Special Promotions

Al rebates and special promotions offered by a manufacturer during the term ol the contract
shall be passed on by the vendor(s) to the County. I shall be the responsibility of the vendor to
notify the County ol such rebates and/or special promolions during the contract period.

Special promaotions shall be ollered by the vendor(s) to the County provided that the new price
charged for the item(s) is lower than would otherwisc be available through the contracl. It is
understood that these special promotions may be of a limited duration, At the end ol such
promotion, the standard contract price shall prevail.

Section 1,33 Training Courses to be Provided

The vendor shall provide an intensive training program to County employces regarding the use
of the products or services supplicd by the vendor in conjunction with this solicitation. The
vendor shall bear all costs ol registration fees and manuvals and texts, or other instructional
materials associated with the required lramning,

Section 1.34 Training Manuals to be Provided
The vendor shall supply the county with a minimum of one (1) comprehensive training manual
which deseribe the appropriate use ol the equipment purchased by the Counly in conjunction

with this solicitation. ‘The manuals shall be supplied prior to, or upon, delivery of the equipment.
['inal payment shall be withheld until such time as these manuals arve received by the County.
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SCOPE OF SERVICES

It is the intent of the Counly (o cstablish a contract for our annual requirements for fire
equipment and parts and/or services lor the County’s Public Safety Department, Fire Rescue
Division.

Used, recyeled, or remanulactured parts shall be used only il the using department ordering
approves such parts.

Fmergency/Disaster deliveries may be required during non-business hours. A contacl person
and telephone number shall be submitted with your bid,

The successful vendor(s) must possess all special hand tools and  special cquipment
recomnmended by the equipmenl and part manufacturcr(s) to effectively and elficiently make
repairs, The successful vendor(s) must abide by OSHA requircments and the stafl assigned (o
the County’s projects shall be ASL or factory cerlified,

The vendor(s) shall be required to submil a written cstimate on each prospective project under
(his contract before a work order for that specilic project is issucd. The estimate must rellect the
regular hourly wages for cach classification represented in this contract, and the percentage
discounts or mark-ups for materials and cquipment that were quoted by the vendor on its initial
offer or the most current contract pricing. The estimate shall be ilemized by the number of work
hours per classification, and by the cost of materials and equipment. Lump sum estimates shall
not be aceepted. The County reserves (he right lo award the project based on the lowesl written
estimale, or Lo rejeet all estimates when such action is determined to be in the best interests of the
County, and obtain the required services from another source ol supply,

Unless otherwise stated in (his solicitation the vendor shall finnish all labor, material and
equipment nccessary for satistactory contract performance. When not specifically identified in
the technical specilications, such materials and equipment shall be of a suitable type and grade
for the purpose. All material, workmanship, and equipment shall be subject to the inspection and
approval of the Public Salety Department.

It is a vendor responsibility to ensure that the County has received the latest version ol any
MSDS required by 29 CFR 1910.1200 with the first shipmenl ol any hazardous material. Also,
at any time the contenl of an MSDS is rcvised, the vendor shall promplly provide a new MSDS
(o the County with the new information relevant to the specific material.

The Counly's authorized representative shall penerate and issue a Work Order for cach project to
be performed under the contract resulting from this solicitation. The Waork Order shall include
the location, description and plans, if nceessary, covering the scope of work to be completed.
The Waork Order shall also include a cost estimate caleulated by the County for the work listed
on the Work Order. ‘This estimate shall be based on the unit or other pricing established in the
basic contracl. For purposes of identification and payment, the Work Order shall be numbered
and dated. The preliminary Work Order deseribing the description of work and cost cstimates
shall be issucd to the vendor(s) which have been qualified fo perform work under this solicitation
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and resulting contract. The vendor(s) shall be required to supply the County's authorized
representative with a written price offer within a time frame specified by the County. TFmultiple
vendors are solicited, the County shall select the lowest price olfer; provided that the price does
not exceed the dollar estimate caleulated by the County. If a single vendor is solicited, the price
olfer shall be evaluated and, il appropriate, accepted; provided that the price does not cxceed the
dollar estimate calculated by the County. The selected vendor's name shall then be entered on
the Work Order and that order will then be issucd to the vendor, The Work Order shall also
direet the vendor Lo eommenee work on a certain day and it shall specily the amount of time
allolted Tor completion of work covered by the Work Order, All work covered by a Work Order
shall constitute a Contract Schedule.

The vendor shall be required to furnish price lists (CD's acceplable) upon request from the
Public Safety Department at no charge. This price list shall provide descriptive literature,
technical data and service fnlormation for items awarded, 'l'ime of delivery lor these lists shall
be mutually agreed upon by the vendor and the Counly.

Delivery Site Localions:

I'leet Division/Fire Rescue Vehicle Maintenance
25028 Kirkwood Avenue
Astatula, 'L 34705

Department of Public Safety
liire Station No, 20

37711 SR 19

Umatilla, 'L 32784

Department of Public Safety
315 W Main 5t

Suite 411

Tavares, FL 32778

A new consolidated Fleet Garage is under construction off Highway 27 in Groveland, Florida
(Fileet Management, 20415 Independence Bonlevard) at the Chyistopher Ford Industrial Park
and upon completion, the above noted Fleet division fucility may be moved to that location.
The County has no estimated time for completion at this time.
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L1 DEFINITIONS

Addenda: A wotten change toa solicitation.

Bick: Shall refer woany offer(s) submitteil in response to this
Inyatabisn oy Dl

Bidder: Shall veloe to anyione suhmiting a bid in espense 10an
Invitation fo Bid.

Contract: The agrecment Lo perfornn the services sel Torth in s
solicitation,  The contracl will be comprised of (hie solictation
doenment sigied Ty botl parties with any addenda and other
allaclinents specifically incarpornied.

Caontractor: The vendor to whicl wwad Ias Been made.

County: Shull refer b |Loke County, Florida

Invitation to Bid (FTR): Shall mean this sobicitation dogumicnt,
mchuling ooy and all gddenda, An TH contoins well-defined
(ernis, conditions, and specifcaticns, and is awarded 10 1he lowest
priced vesponsive and responsible Didder.

Modifiention: A wribien change Lo comract,

Responsihle:  Reles tooq bidder thel has e capacily and
capahility b perloim the work reguired under an Invitation te Bid,
sl i otherwise eligible tor awanl

Respousive: Relers (o n hidder that has taken no cxeeplion or
deviation from the terms, conditions, wnd speeifications set ft in
an Invitation W Hid.

Solivitation:  The wiitlen docoment requesting either bids or
promesals Tiom the markeiplace,

Vendor:s A scnceal reference Tooany entily responding 1o this
solicitation or poerforning under any esulting conracl,

The Comty has established that e words “shall”, “must”, o
Sill™ are equivalenl within s 118 wnd indicate @ mandatory
recpui renstend which shall not be waived by the Couny,

32 INSTRUCTIONS 10 BIDDERS

A, Bidder Qualification

I os e policy of fhe Cownty 10 enconmpe il and cpen

compelition: amang ol available gualified vendors. Al venders

reatlaly engaged in the type ol work specilied in the solicition

are cnconciged W sabont bids, T be veeommended Tor awerd U

Loty reguites that vendors provide evidence ol compliance with

the regumrements below upon request;

o Easclosure of Emplovinent

. Diselosure of Ownership

. Drog-lFree Workpluce

Wt £10% Furms - The vendor mus! Turish Uese Goms

upen reguest 28 required by fhi Intermal Revenue Service,

4 Soeial Security Mumber — The vendur muost provide a copy of
the primary owner's seeinl securily card i the social secority
pumher 5 heing vsed ik liew of the Federal ldentification
Bumber (F LMD

G, Americons witl Chsabilitics Act (A LA

o Coulliet of Imerest

#.  Debarment Digelosare AMiduvil

%, Wondiserimination

1., Family Lewve

11 Anbitrust Laws By acceptance of any contescl, (e veador
agrees o comply with all apphcable anlitoust lws,

B, Public Entity Crimes

Tucsuant 40 Section 287 1332000 of tic Florida Statles, o person

or atfiliate who has heen placed on the convieted vendor Tist

lillowing o conviction for w public entity crime may not submil o

bl vk o contract (0 provide any pomls or services o § public

enlily, may ol submit a bid on g contract with a public catity for
he consimcliva oe repair of @ pulilic building or public work, - may
wet submit hids o leases ol real propemy to g public enlity, may
ot be awarded or perlonn as & contractor, supplicr, subconimoclo,

ol constleant wnder w confract wally gy puldlic entity, and may nol

tramsact business with any public entity in excess of the threshald

amuounl provided in Scetion 287017 wl the Florida Statoes, Tor

CATEGORY TWO lor a period of 36 monilis Tom ihe date of

being placed an he sonvicted vendor Hsk,

. Reguest for Additionad Dnfoconion

Ay communication or iequirics, cxcept for clanificelm of process

o procedure already contained in fie solivilativayg are Lo be oade in

B

ITR Mumber: 12-0180H

wriling te ihe attention ol the procunauent representative idemiticd
i e solicittion ne ler Uon five (3 working days priov fo ghi
Bid i dnle,  Soch isguicics shall contain the reguesier’s e,
gelidress, wnd telephaone nuntber. The Procorement Services e
oy issue i addendun in responze to any inguiry feceived, prios
o bid opening, which changes, mbds o, or clacidics ihe tenms,
pravisions, or requirements af the selicilatien. The bidder shoul)
tot reby an wry stetement or explanation whether written or verhal,
olher tiam thaose. made v this solicittion docmment e in any'
acddenida issued. Where there appenrs 10 he g confict hetween Lhis
solicitation and any addenda, the Bast addendwn issucd  shail
prevail. 10 the biddec's responsibility 1o cosure reegipt aml 1
acknowledae all addenda and any sccompanying docnmentation.
Failure g ackoowledge caclh addendum may prevent the hid Gom
Being considered o avward

B Contents of Solicitation mml Bidders' Respousibillties

1t is the respansability af i Bidder Lo beeame thataughly foiliar
with the requirements, leoms, and conditions of this soltation.
Stabedd misowareness of contractual termg sl conaditions will ol be
accepled 05 o basis for varving the requirements of the County o
the amount te be pard 1o the venduor,

E. Restricted Discussiony

From the date of dsswoce of tis solieitation el Tinal Comiy
action, vendars should not disouss the solicitaion with any
employes, ageil, o any ofier represenistive of e Counly exeept
s anthorized by the designatel procunsment eprcscilative. The
only commumications that shall be considercd pertingnt Lo this
solicitation are wrillen ducements o the vendor addressed 1o the
designuted procurement representative and  relovant docenmgnts
promuclgated Ty e designated procorement representadive.

¥, Change to, Withdeawal of , or Mistake o, Bid

Clianges o Bid - Prior o bid opening, o bidder may change its bid
by submitting a new hid with oolice on the fims lellerhesd,
signed by wuthorized sgenl, stating (thay the. new suhmitial
repluees the origivol submital. The new submilsl shall contain all
infeation as required for submitting (he vriginal bid.

Withodrawal of Bid - A bl may be withdvown, gither physically or
by written notice, 8l any U prioe Lo the bid doc date, 17
wit b by writlen wolice, that notice muost be sddnessed wy ol
reveived by, e desipnated procurement representalive prior o the
hid due date and time. A bid may also ke owilldisan alte
gapiration of the speeified bl acceptinee period. and prior o
award, by suhmatting wo letler o e designated  procurcmen|
representativie. The willulresval  lelter must be o sy
letterbeid and signed by sy auihorized agent of i bidder.

Mistoke in Gid - Any allegation of mistake in Bid shall be trcated
ol casc-hy-case basis, 104 o b assomed el any: altcration in
Didl pirice afier reccipt ol hids will be exceptional innature, sl will
b allpwed only when substantiated by covrent [egal progedenee.
r. Cothiets it Ahe Solicilation

Where there appears (o be weonflivt hetween contractaal lerms aibd
conditions, the wohnical specificationg, the priving section, oF any
addendum issoed, the order of precedence shall be: Tast addendum
issnc, the pricing section, the lechnical specificalions, the specul,
gl then genersl conditions. 1 i3 incumbent wpon the vendor L
ilenlily such contlicts prior o the bid response date.

1. Prompt Pryment Terms

It is the policy of the Ceanly that payiment for all poechazes by
County agencies shall be iade in timely manner and that nlenes)
payments will be made on fate payiments v accordimes with Parl
Yl Chapler 218, Flogida Stattes, known as fhe Florida Prompl
Payvment Act. The bidder may offer cush discounis G prompl
payinenls; however, soch discomts will m be considercd i
detcimining the lowest price during hid evaluation,  Bidders are
regquested Lo privide prompl payment engs in e spaee provided
an e signatore page of te solicitaio.

LY PRETARATION O BLYS

A The Priging Scetion of 1his soliciiation delines e goods or
services Lo be o purchased, amd st be comploted  and
submiitted with the bid. Use of any other form or alleration of
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e form may resull in Lhe gejection of the bid.

B. The bid swhmitted must be legible, snd compleled vsing,
typewriter, computer or ink,  Auy enlty change must be
erossed vl and initialed in k. Failoee 10 comply with these
reguitements mav cause he bid o be rejecteds

€. An authorized agent of the bidder's firm must sigu the bid,
FALLURE 1O SIGH THE BUF MAY RENDER THE
B NON-RESPONSIVE,

1, The hidder may be considered non-respongive A0 bids ane
cimdilioned te modifientivns, changes, or revisions Ly the
terms and conditions of this solicitation

E.  The bidiler way sulunit alternade  hidis) dor e s
solicitation provided dhat such ofler is allowabde wnder the
terms and conditions. Thie allermade bid must meet or exeeed
the fnrinsinun requiveiments snd e submitted as g separate bid
mekeed Adcrnate Bad™

F.  When there s onodiscrepaney belween the mt prices and any
cxbended prices, teunil prices will provail.

G, Aoy hid received after the stipuluted bid dee date and fime
through o Gl of the Cemly will be considercd late, aod
except under e masl exceplional eiteumsimees, nol be
considerc foravwnnd.

[1. Unlcss otherwise specilied in the selicialim,. prces quotcd
shull he F.OLT. Destination.

Fa COLLUSION

Wihere we (21 or more related partics, a5 delined herein, cach
silomit @ Ll Tor the same contract, or evidence any  prior
usderstanciing, sareement, or connection in sugl regard, such bids
shall be presumed Lo be collusive. Related panies shall mean
hiddder ar prinsipats thereof that have wdirect or indireet ownership
inlerest in another bidder Tor the sune contractor in which a pirent
company or 1he principals hereol of ane bidder lave a dircet or
intdircet ownership interest i anothcr hidder fur the same contracl
Bids found to be collusive shall be rejegted. Didders which have
heen found o lave engaged in collusion may be considered nun-
responsible, and may be suspended or debarred,  Any coniract
resulling from eollusive hidding may be termisnled for delault

A5 PROHIBITION AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES

The venduwr warrants that ihey hve not emploved or retained any
cotnpany of person, other thin a bona fide employee working
salely tor the vendar to solicit or sceure (e contracl ad that they
Tiave ot praded or ageeed 1o pay Any perion, company, corperatn,
inchvidunl, or Gen, oler than o boma Gue emplovee working solely
fesr the vendar, any consideration conlingent upon o resulling foo
Ihe award v making of the contrcl

36 CONTRACTING WITH COUNTY EMPLOY
Any Counly employes or member of his or her inmediate ly
secking Lo conlraet with the County shall seek a conflied af inferest
apimivm Teom e County Altorney prior 1o sebmitial ol a respense
Ly comtract with the Couniy. The aftceted empluyie shall disclose
the employees mssigned Tunclion within the Counly and inmegest or
the interest of his or hee imimediate funily in the proposed contrc
andl the snture of the intended centrl.

37 INCURRED EXPENSES

This solicitation does nol commit the County oo awacd nor be
pesponsibile i any cost or expense which may be incorved by wny
bidder in prepaving o submilting a hid, or any cost or expense
e prior 1o the cxcention of o purchase order or contracl.

A8 COUNTY 1S TAX-EXEMPT

The County is penerally exempt from Federdl Fxcise Taxes and all
State of Florida sales and vse faxes, The Coundy will sipn im
exempiion certilicate it submitled by the contractor.  Contrciors
doitlg busincss with i Crly are not cxempl o paying sales
Lo L thedr supplicrs Tor mslerials 1o fulfill contraclual obliagations
with the Coumty, norshall ainy contragior be aaflmnized iy use any
af the County™s Tax Cxemptions in seeuring such materials,
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A0 PROPRIETARYCONFIEN TIAL INFORMATION
Gidders are hereby notified fat ol information submilled as pal
of @ bid will be wvailable Tor publie inspection in complionee with
Chagler 11907 the Flovida Stattes (he “Public Reond Act.7) The
bilder should not swbmit wry mformation whieh he hidier
considers proprictary or cmfidential.  The sebiission ol any
infosntion to the Comly in eannecticn with sy solicilting shall
Do deemed conclisively o be g watver of iy prolection (foen
relesse of the sabmitted information unless such ndocmation i
exempl er conlidential under the Poblic Reconds Act.

0 CANCELLATION OF SOLICITATION
The County reserves the right o cangel, in whaole or i piol, any
Frvweifanlonn L T whent Gt is i the hest mterest of e County

A1 AWARD

A, Unless atherwise allioed by statne of ordinimes, wwrd awill
e mwade fo Lhe Jowest priced responsive el responsible
Bidder, “The County reserves the right o rejeel any and all
bidls, B waive non-nsterial iregulorities or lechoicoalitics and
Lo ce-advertise for sl or sny porl of this selicitalion s
deemed in s best imterest. The County shall be the sole
judgeaf il hest intesest

B, When there are moltiple Fne ftems mow solwlotion, e
Connty meserves the gight toowward o wnindavidual item
basis, any  combination of iens, odal low Bid or in
whichever manner deemed in e best interest of the Comnly.
This pravision specifically supeisedes any method of sward
criteria stated i e solicitation when such action s cleady
necessary o pootect e best interests of the County.

€. The Counly vesorves The right to reject any and all bids it it s
detevmined that prices are excessive of determingd oo he
unrcazonabie, or il s ofheryise detenmined o he o the
County's besl inferest to do so.

I, e Counly reserves the right 1o negelinte prices witl i low
Pichler, provided that e scope of work 35 wot amended.

I Award will enly be made e Toms hal sasfy ol legal
requirements o do business with e Counly,  The Coooly
iy cenducl aopre-award inspestion of the hidder's site o
conduct a pre-award gualifieation meeting Lo delemine the
respionsibility and capagity of e bidder o perform. Award
may be predicated on compliange with and submatgl of ol
pequited docomenis as stipulated in e soliciaiion

F. The bidders perfoomance as prime or subcontractor on
provions Coundy contiacts shall be taken iule accounl in
v lmating the responsibility of o respomding bidder.

s The Director of Procurcment Services will decide all tic bils
i cousonanee with current wrillen procedure in thal regand.

I A vendor wishing o prideslany avard decigion resulting lrom
iy sobicitation shall do as provided for e he County™s
Parchasing Procedure Manuval,

312 GENERAL CONTRACT CONDITTONS

The conteact shall be binding spon wnd shall invre 1o ihe benefil ol
cach of the parties ml of theil espective suceessors sl permitled
assigns. The contract may not be amended, released, discharged,
rescincded or abandoned, exeept by wowrilten instoament duly
execuled by cach of the partics heeeto, The Tailure of gy parly
Tiereto at any time o enforee ooy of the provisions ol the confract
will in o way constitule cr Deoconstucd s waiver ol such
provision ar ol any olher provision hereof, nor in any way allect
fhe valicdity of, or the right thereafter e enfrce, each and overy
prervision of the conteaet, Any dispote arising during the course of
contragt performumes al s vob readily rectiticd by eoordination
Between the vemdor and the County vser department shall be
reterred t Procorement Services office tor resolition,

A1 OTHER AGENCIES
With the consent af the vendor, vlher azencics mav mnke
pucehases in aeeordimee will the contaet, Sueh purehases shall be
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soverned by the sanwe lenns and conditions us staled: hecein - with
the cxcopliva ol the chimge in ageney name.

A4 CONTRACT EXTENSION

The County hies the wnilateral cption o extend w conteucl for up Le
miely (40 calendear days boyvond the current coslragtl period.
sueh event, the County will notify the vendis) in writing of snach
extensions, The conteact muy he extended beyond the initial
ninely (903 day exiension upen mutual agreemen! belween e
Counly and the venduris), Freicise of the above uplions wequires
the prioe approval of e THiector of Procoremenl Sepvices.

15 WARRANTY

All wiurantics express and smphicd, shall be made ayailahle L e
County for goods and services covercd by this solicitation. Al
gocds omished shall be Tully puarantesd by the vendor against
factory defects and workmanship, At me espense 1o the Counly,
the vendor shall correct amy amd all appapent and latent defiecls ta
niy acear within the mmoGaclurer’s standard wirranly peried.
The special comditions of the solicitation may supersede e
manofactorer’s shendsrd wineanty.

316 ESTIMATED QUANTITIES

Fatinated gquantitics or dollars are Tor bdder's gaidines only. No
goiatles is cxpressed or implied as o quantities or dallue value
ot will be wsed during the: comtraet period,  The Counly @5 not
oblipated 1o place wiy crder for o given mmounl subsequent 10 e
avand of this solicitation.  The County may wse estimualed
gusntities i the award cvaluation process. Tstimated quaniitics do
ol contemplate or inehule possible additional quantilics What way
e ovdered by other enlilics hal may wilize (his comteagl. I no
event shall e County be Tiable for paymenls in exeess of the
vt chine for guantitics of goods or services actually orderced,

3017 NON-EXCLUSIVITY

ILis the intent of (he County to cnter into an ggreement hat will
sabisty its needs ny deseribed within this solicitation. [lowever, the
County reserves (he right 1o perfome, or ciose Lo be perfonmmed, all
or any ol the work and sorvices herein deseribed i fhe manmer
deemed i represent its best inferests, I o case will The Couny
he: Hiable for billings in cxeess of he quantity of goods or services
actually provided wnder s contract,

F I8 CONTINUATION OF Wik

Any work that commences price b, and will extend, beyond e
expiration date of the corcent contract period shall, unless
terminaied by nuitual written sgeezment brlween the County and
the vendur, cumtinue wnlil completion willioul change 1o the then
correnl prives, lecms and comilitions,

A0 LAWS, RULES, REGULATIONS AND LICENSES

The vendor shall comply with all federal, state, sml local laws and
regulations spplicable Lo provision of e goods andior services
speified i Uis solicitation,  uring e term of e contricl he
verndor assures it it is in complinnee with Title W11 of the 1964

Civil Rights Act, ns amended, and the Florida Civil Riglts Actoff

L902_ it the vender does net on the promls. of e, color,
nationnl erigin, religion, scx, age, disabilily or marital statug,
diserimimetion in any form or manmer against the cdior employees
or applicanls for cplowment, The vendor undesstands that any
cimibricl i5 conditioned upon the verocity of (his stdement,

120 BUBCONTRACTING
Unless  otherwise  stiputatcd horem,  the vendor  shall - not
subeantract any portion of the wurk withoul the prior wrillen

cornsent ol the County, Suboniracting without the prioe consent of

thee County. may result in lenminadion of the contrae! for deGill.

32 ASSIGANMENT
The vemdor shall wel assign or fransfer any conteact resulting fram
this selicitation, neluding sy tighis, ltde or interest thencin, o its
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praver (oo exeente sueh condracl 10 aey PCEscn, company ar
colporation withowt (he pricr wrillen consent of the Cowndy. This
provision specificelly includes any acquisition or lstile lakeover
of 1he awarded vendor. . Failure (o comply in (his depands may
risull i beenination of the confract For deludl

3.22 RESPOMNSIBLEITINS AS EMPLOYER

The emplavee(s) ol the vendor shall be gonsidered at gl lnes i
employee(s), and nol an cmplovee(s) or agenl(s) of e County,
The contritar shall provide employees) copable of performing
e wink as requined, The Conoly may reguine (he contracior b
remove any emploves il deeins snacceptable, Al employees of
the contesetor may he reguined o wear appropriate wlentiliicalion,

325 INDEMNIFICATION

T Uhe extent permitted by baw, (e verdor shall indenmity smd
hetd Trarmiless the Comnby and s ellicers, cnployess, agenls and
instropentalities Gom any and all Tiability, losses or danmapes,
inelnding altorney”’s fees and costs of defense, which the Counly or
ity offigers, employees, agonls of mstrumenlalities may incug as &
result af laims, demagnds, swils, chuses ol aclions ar procesdmgs
ol any kind or natwe arising oul of, relating o or rgsulling lrom
the performange al the agreement by the vendor or s employees,
agenly, servamls, pauiiers, principals or subeontractons. The vendon
ghall pay all ¢laims il losses in conneclinn therewith, and shall
imvestigate and defend all eluims, suils or welions of any Kind ar
pature i 1he name of the County, where applicable, ineluding
appeliate. proceedings, ad shall pay all eosts, judgments, and
attorney's Tees which ey e incureed thereon,  Fhe vendos
cxpressly understands and ggrees that any insoronee protcelicn
reyuired Ty this Agreemem or otherwise provided by the vendor
shall i o way licit the responsibiliy o andennify, keep ond siee
Tacmless anel delemd the County o its officers, empliyees, azenls
anel instrumendulities vs herein provided,

32 MOBIFICATION OF CONTRAC

Any conteaet reaulting from this solicitation may be modified by
mwtual eonsent of duly mudhorieed paties, in writing throogh the
issmance of @ mudifealion o e conteact andfer purchase order as
appropriate, This presumes the modifieation isellis i aomnpliance
with sl applicable Connty procedunes,

325 TERMINATION FOR CONYENIENCE

The Cotmy, al s sole discielion, reserves (he might 10 femane
Ihis comtracl upon Wiy G303 davs written notice. Lpon receipl ol
yuch notice, e vendor shiall nor dwcor oy additional costs ander
this contract, The County sleall be bable voly Tor reasenable costs
incurred by (he vendor prive o notice of termination, The County
shall e the sole judae of “reasonable costs.™

320 TERMINATION DUE TO
CONTINUING FUNDING

When funds arg nol appropristed or otherwise made available e
suppert confimmdion of perlormance in g currenl or subseguenl
fiseal yewr, the comiract shall be cancelled s the vendur shall be
reinibursed (o the reasonable: vilue of iy nol-1ecliving ¢osts
mcureed amaitized i the price af (he supplies or scrvicesfasks
delivered under e conlract.

UNAVAILABILITY O

317 TERMINATION FOR DEFAULT

The Coomly reserves the dght Lo termisate this conlrel, it o
in whale, or eiféet other approprinte remedy o the cvent the
vendor  fails 10 perform e accordance with the  terms and
conditions siated herein,  Uhe Counly Nunther cescrves the might o
suspend or debar Ahe vendor i accordimes with the Counly
ardinanees; resolulions asdior administrative arders,  The vendog
will bz neitilied Ty letler of the County™s intent G lemaate. nthe
evenl of termination for defolt, the Cownty may procure the
required  goods andior services Trom any. sourec and ose sy
mcthod deemed in ils hest inlerest, AN e-proguramen cost shall
bz horme by the vesndor.



SECTION 3 — GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

ITE Mumber: 12-0806

324 FHRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION

Any iindividunl, corporation or other etily it sttempts b meed (s
confractual - chligations  theough  fraud, osepresentation  or
materinl misststemenl, may be debarred for apo e live (3} vears.
Fhe Counly os a forther sanclion may lertinate or caneel smy ollier
conbracts witl swch individual, corporation of entity with such
vendor leld responsible for ol divecl or indirect cosls wssecialed
witly termimation er cancellation, ncluding altomey's fees,

329 RIGHT TOAUDIT

The COUNTY reserves the righl L reguiire COMTIEACTOR 1o
subinil o an audit by wny anditon of e COUNTY s choosing,
CONTIACTON shall provide access Lo all of ils records which
relate directly or indircetly o this Agrecwenl ot ils place of
business during regular business hoors. CONTIRACTOWR shall
retain ull records pertaining fo flis Aprecient and upon reguest
ke ey avnilable to the COURNTY for theee (33 veacs Tollowing
expiration of the Aprecment. CONTRACTOR agrees o povide
such assistanee ws omay be necessary o Tugilitale fhe revicw or
audit by the COUNTY to ensure compliance with applicable
sgcoenting and Oianeial standwrds. Additivally, CONTIRALTON
wprees o dnctude the requirements of This provision in all eontrcts
with subcontracters and metenal supplicrs in conneetion with o
work performed hereunder, 10 audit inspection or examinalicdn
purswint B this seclion discloses overpriging or overchages of any
niure by the CONTRACTOR to the COUNTY in exeess of one
pereent (1% ol e total eontract bilhings, in addition 10 making
adjustiments Tor the overcharges, the reasonable actiml eost of Lhe
COUMTY 's bt shull be reiimbiursed o the COUNTY by ihe
COMTIEACTOR.  Any adjustients andior payments swhicly must
b e wsow result of any such awlit or mspection of the
COMTRACTOR S invoiees andfor records shall be made within a
reasoarable amount of fime, bol in oo event shatl the lime exceed
mingly (900 days, (rome presentation of the COUNTY'S audit
findings o the COMTRACTOR.

330 PUDLIC RECORDS! COPYRIGHTS

A electronis Fles, aucdin andfor video recordings, and wll papess
pertaining to awy aclivity perlorimed by the vendar for uz.en behall
of the Comly shall e e property of he Couwnty and will be
tmed over to e County wppon request, o accordanee wilh
Clapler 119, Florida Statofes, cach Gl and all papers periuining Ly
any activitics performed for or om beball of the County are public
reconds available For fnspection by any person even il the lile or
paper resides o the veider's office or facility. The vemdor shall
maintain the Gles aod papers tor nof less than Hoee (3 complets
calendnr vears alter the praject has heen completed ar ferminated,
ar i geeordance with sy granl requitennents, whichever is longer.
Prioe to the elose out of the Cuinct, the vendor shall appoint a
records custodisn to lamdle any reeords regquast wd provide the
custadian s meme and telephone number(s) toodhe County.

Any copyright derived from this Agreement shall belong, 1o the
auhor. The author and the CONSHETANT shall expressly assign
L e COUMTY nonexelusive, ravally free rights (o wse oy and
all information provided by the CONSULTAMNT in any deliverable
andior report Tor e COUNTY's upse which sy inelude
publishing i COUNTY  docoments sl distiibulion as the
COUNTY decms te he in the COUNTY's best interests, 15
wiything ineluded n gy deliverable limitz the vights of e
COUMTY to nse e infonmation, the deliverable shall  be
considered defeclive and not aeecpthlo and the COMSULTANT
will nut ke eligible for any compensafion,

331 GOVERNING LAWS

The interpretation, efficl, wid validity of any conteacl(s) resulling
from this solicitation hall Be governed by the laovs and regulations
of the State of Flosida, and Lake Comly, Floida, Venne of any
courl melivn shatl be in Lake County, Florida T the cvent thal
suil #% braught tor the enforcement of any e of the comlracl, vr
amy gight arising there from, e pattics cxpressly worve hels
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pespective rights o have such pction Wied by jury trial and herehy
consent Lo e use of nom-jury tial for the adjiudication of such suil,

332 STATE REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS

Adre corporation submitting o hid meoresponge o his B shall
citlcr be registersl or hive applied for registrution with fe Flomido
Depariment of State in accordance with the provisions of Chapie
GIT, Florida Statules. A copy of the registration! npplivalion may
be regquired peion o award of g conlract.  Any o partncrship
subimitting a bid in response Lo this ITE shall have complicd with
e applicabde provisions of Chapler 620, Flovida Stateles, For
adilitiomal infomwation on lese requircaens, please comtact the
Floridg Sceretary ol Stale’s Office, Division al Curporations,
BT STD Engn Livs

bl [Lsy,

333 PRIME CONTRACTOR

The vendor awarded the contract shall act as fhe prims contractir
sl shall assunee Gull responsibility for sueeessiul perfonmance of
fhe contrael. The vender shall be considered e sole poial of
gonbnel will segard [ mecting ol regquirements of the conract. All
suheoniractors will be subject b wdvance review by the Connty in
pegdrds bo competency and securily conceims.  Atier 1he awaril of
the contract no chamge i subeontiactors will be maile withont e
consenl al the County.. The vendor shall he responsibile T all
insuranee, peonils, licenses, el rebated matiers foe any and all
sthconbracters. Even if the subomdractor s sell-insured, the
Counly may reguire the confraclor oo provide @y insurancs
centifieates reouived by the work (e be pecformed.

A3 FORCE MAJEURE

The parties will exereise cvery regsomable elfonl o et icir
respective abligations hergmmder, bul sholl ot be liable for delsys
pestlling fram force mmjeure of ofer causes Beyond  their
peasomalle control, inchuding, But not limited to, complizne with
revisions W Governnent Law or regulutin, nels of pature, acts or
emissicg o Be other pany, fires, sirikes, national disaslers, wars,
rivds, wanspoiption problems andfor oy othier canse whilsosyer
Beyend the reasumahle conlol ol e partics. Any suoh ense may
e canse Tor appropriste extension of fhe porformance period.

F45  NOCLADD FOR DAMAGES

Mo cladim [or damages or any clim other tan For an extenzion of
fime shall be made or asserled geainst e Counly because of any
delavs. Mo inderruplion, interlerence, inefficicncy, suspensivm, or
deliy in the commencement o progress af the Work shall nehieve
the vendor of duly W perlonm, or give rise te any right o damages
or wdditional compensation Trom the County.  The vendot™s sole
rermedy shall be the mght o seek an exlension o e conract time,
Heoweyer, this provision shall pol pectude reeovery of damsges by
the vendor Tor himdrances or delavs due sobely te found, Bl T,
or aetive iderference ail e part of the County.

A3 TRUTININ NEGOTIATION CERTIFICATE

Tor all agrooments cxeeeding $150,000, the fnn awanded 1he
agrecnent may he regieired 0 execute @ toth in negeliation
cortificate stuling thol the wage rates and other Tl wnil cosls
st pecurate, complete and current, at the time of contracling.

337 GRANT FUNINMNG

I the cvent any parl ol the conliact is to be fanded by Foderal,
atate, or wlher local agency monics, the vondor hereby agrees W
comply will all requirements of the fnding entity applicable to
the wse of the monies, ineloding Tull application ol iequircments
ivelving the use of minorily Mins, women's isiness enterprises,
and labor surplus wres Tims, Vessdors ace advised thal paymenls
under the contrel may be withheld pending completion sl
suthmissiom of all eequived forms s documents requited of the
vendor puisiaint o the grmt Tumding reguirements. A copy af the
reguirentents shall be sopplicd to the vendor by the County wpan
request.
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I'TB TITLE: FIRE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES

NOTES:

¢ lake County is exempl lrom all taxes (Federal, State, Local). Pricing should be less all taxes. A Tax
Exemption Certificate will be furnished upon request.

s The vendor shall not alter or anend any of the information (including, but not limited (o stated units
of measure, item description, or quantity) staled in the Pricing Section. 1Fany quantifics are stated in
the pricing scetion as being “estimaled” quantities, vendors are advised to review the “Estimaled
Cantitics” clause contained in Seetion 3 of this solicilation,

o Liach price offered in your bid shall be a [irm-fixed price, exclusive of any tax. Any bid containing «
modifying or “escalator” clause not specifically allowed [or under the solicitation will nol be
considered.

o All pricing shall be FOB Destination unless otherwise specified in Lhis solicitation document.

o All pricing submitted shall remain valid for a 90 day period. By signing and submitting a response (o
this solicitation, the vendor has specifically agreed to this eondition.

»  Vendors are advised to visit our webside al http:www. lakecountyllgoy amd register as a
potential vendor. Vendors that have registered on-line receive an e-mail notice when the
County issnes a solicitation matehing the commodity codes selected by a vendor during the
registration process.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF ADDENDA

INSTRUCTLIONS: Complete Part | or Pact 11, whiehever applies

Part I

The bidder must list below the dates of issue for each addendum received in connection with this ITH:

Addendum #1, Dated:
Addenduin 2, Dated:
Addendum #3, Dated:
Addendum #4, Daied:

Mo Addendum was received in conneetion with this I''B.
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PRICING SECTION
{MNote: Not in alphabetical order.)

If manufacturer listed is no longer in business, please mark an X though the name of the
firm. If manufacturer listed has had a name change, please eross through vendor name and
write in correct name. If vou represent manufacturers that are not listed, please add
additional sheets,

=

3N COMPANY

Lscount from curvent price list Yo

Price List ™o, Draie of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distribuler?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Lbaurly rate for repair and service § (e hot)
hlinimum order (ifany) §

Handling fee if Tess than minimwm arder $

Namne Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Fmergency Conducl

Liave vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheeis? YIS MO
ABLE STTO MF,

Discount from current price lisl e

Price List Mo, Date of Trice List

Warran(y

Stocking [stribugor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Howrly rate Tor repaic and service 5 (per hour)

Mlinimum erder (ifany) §

Handling Tee iF fess than mininum order &

Mame/Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Contact

[lave you supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheels” YIS WO
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ACTION
Discount rom curent price list 35%0FE LIST % TIYDRAULIC EXPANDER & DARTS 20%
Price List No. N/ A Date of Price List 2008

Warranty || TMTTED_WABRANTY

Stocking Distributor?  Yes X No

Lead time: 2. WEFKS. ON STANDARD TTTMS 4-6 ON CUSTOM
Hourly rate for repair and service 8 65, 00 (per houry ESTIMATE PRIOE T0O REPATR

Minimum oeder (if any) § M

Handling tee if less than mivimum order 5 N/A

Mamue! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Lmergency Contact

_ERMA KELLING 330-279-4242

Lave you supplied the required Catalows and List Price Sheets? X YIS O

AT STOCK
Dyizeount from current price list 10 OFF LIST %

Price List Mo, 3 /A Date of Price 1ist 3102

Warranly _1-3 YTRARS DEPENDS ON THE TTTM
Stocking IMstribwen?  Yes. Mo X

Lead time: 2. WERKS ON STANDARD TTEMS A-6 ON CUSTOM

Hewrly vate fior repair and service § 85,00 (prer homr)
Wlintmumm order {iCany) 5 HiA

Uandling fee if less than minimum order 5 N/A

Matme! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Cuntavt

LARRY SCHETTER 920-726-4211 EXT 121

Have you supplicd the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES _NO
AIM

Dhseounl Tram cureent price list %

Price List ™a, Date ol Price List

Wareanty
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Stocking Distributor™  Yes  No_
Leal Lime:

[ lourly rate for repan and service § (per hour)
dlinimum order (itanv) b

Handling fee il Less than minimum order 3,

Name! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contad

Llave you supplied the required Catilops and List Price Sheets? Y& ]
6. AJAX

Discount (rom current price list 15 OFF T

Price List oo N/ A Date of Price List JANUARY 2011

Warranty ] YEAR FROM DATE 0T PURCHASE

Stacking Distributor?  Yes ¥ No

Lead time: _ 2 WERKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for vepair and serviee 5 /A (per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimuo order (if any) § 60.00

[tandling fee if less than minimum order 5 NONE

NMame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Limergeney Contact

BILL BENEDICT B47-226-62069 _

Have vou supplied the requived Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES _ND

7, AKRON BRASS
IJisconnt from current price list_ 38 OFF LIST % PART 104 OFF LIST
Price List Mo, N/fA Date of Price List._3/5/2012
Warranty 10 YEARS ON HANDLINE NOZZLES, 6 YEAR WARRANTY ON SCENESTAR

5 YRAR WARRANTY ON MONTTORS, 10 ¥FAR WARRANTY ON SWING-OUT VALVES
Stocking Distribotor? Yes Moy

Lead time: 1-2 WEEKS ON WOZZLES, 4-8 WEEKS ON MONITORS
Heourly rate for repair and service § 92,50 (per houry ESTIMATE PRTOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order {(ilany} 360, 00
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Landling fee if less than minimwm order s 374

Mame!| elephone/CellBeeper of Emergeney Contact

—JUsTIN HOWELL= SALES MANACER 330=464-7707

Harve you supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheels? YES 0 N
H. ALLEN SYSTEMS

Drisconmt fromm current price fist B

Price List MNo. B ate of Price List

Warranly

Stocking Ldstributor? Yeg M

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and serviee § {per hour)
Winimum order (1Fany) S

Handling fee il less than minimum order §

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/lteeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES N
Q. ALOCOLITE
Discount Trom current price list 15 OFF LIST % <+ FREICHT T0O BE DETERMINED AT TIME
OF ORDER
Price List No, N/A  Date of Price Lisl_2006/201.2
Warranty LIFETIME LIMITED WARRANLY
Stocking Distributor? Yes  MNoowo
Lead time:_2-9 WREKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service § /A (per hour)

Minimum order {ifanyi$  N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum arder 5 W /4

Name! Telephone/Cell/Beeper ol Emergency Contacl

KARTN MITIER MELLETTE - 800-752-2526, EXT. 3069

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and 1ist Price Sheets? v YES N0
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10,

AMEREX

Mhscount from current price Tist 15 OFF [LIST Yo

Prive Lisl No. ©3-09-20-08 3ate of Price List 10-1-2008

Warranly § YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE
Stocking Dristributor?  Yes ¥ Noo

Lead time: 5 DAYS FROM ORDER DATE

Heurly rate for repair and service s NAA i per howr)
Minimum order (il any) $ N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order 3 1/4

Name! l'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

BOBBY AGER  205-506-2824 VD OF SALES

Have you supplicd the reguired Catalogs and List Price Sheers?

AMERICAN FIREWEAR

Driscaunt fan current price list g

Price 1.ist ™. Dhale of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distribuler?  Yos Mo

Lese timis
Houely rate for repair and service § per hour)
Minimmm order (if any) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order 3

Mame! Telephone/ Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Conlac

X YES N

Lave you supplied the required Catalogs and List Mrice Sheets?

YES MO

AMERICAN LAFRANCE

Discount {rom current price st Y
Price List No, ~ Daate of Price List

Warranty
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[3.

Stocking Thstributon? Yes i

Lead time:

Howrly rate lor repair and service § i per hour)
M nimun ovder (il any ) S
andling fee if less than minimum order %

mame/ Telephone/Cell/Recper of Emergency Contacl

Huve you supplicd e required Cataloes and List Price Sheets? YIS

ANGLS

M

[Hsconnt from cwrent price list 40 OFF LIST % + TREIGHT T0 BE DETERMINED AT
TIME OF THE ORDER

Price List No. N/A Diale ol Prive List 2/3/2012

Warpanty _ DIPTNDS ON THE FRODUCT 2 °I'0 10 YEARS

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo W
Lead time:  4-6 WEFKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service § M/A L hour)

Winimum order (ifany) § N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order 5 /4
tanned Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Kmergency Contact

ED KEENAN 919-931-3966

Have yvou supplied the required Catalogs and [List Mrice Sheots? ¥ YES

M

ANSUL FOAMS

Discount Trom curvent price list Y

Price |.ist No. Mate of Price 1ist -
Warranty

Stocking Dristribotor? Yes Mo

Lead timw:

Hourly rate lor repair and service 8 {per howr)

pinimuin ovder (i any) S
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Handling fee il less than minimum order S

Mume Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Lave vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheels? Vs,

APPLECROFT

Discount from cureent price lisl g

Price List Mo, Tiate of Price List

M

Warrants
Stocking Distribotor? Yos Mo

Foead time:

Hourly rate Tor repaic and service § {per hanr)
dinimuim erder (i any) %

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

mMamed Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalopgs and List Price Sheets? YES

B & B ENTERPRISES

yiscount fron current price list )

Price T.ist Mo, Drale of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes M
Lead time:
Hourly rate for repair and service % {pur hour)

Ninimum order {ifany) §

Hunelling fee if less than minimwm order 5

Mame Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Lmergency Cantact

MO

| Iive you supplied the required Catalogs and Last Price Shoeets? YES&

19
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17

BIO SYSTEMS

Discount from current priee 1151 Yo

Price Lisl Mo, Mate of Price [ st
Wairanty —

Stocking Dhstributon?  Yes  No

Lead tim:

Hourly rate lor vepaic and service S i per hour)

Minimuin order (iF any) %

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame! Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Contavt

Have you supplicd the reguired Cataloss and List Price Sheets? YES ™D
BLACKINTON BADGES

Lyiscount from coreent price list G

Price List Mo, Draie ol Price List

Wirranty

Slocking Distribulor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

[ Hourly rate for repair and service § (er hower)

Minimum order (ifany) § -

Handling lee i less than minimmn order S -

Mamwe/ Telephone/ Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES NO

BOLUTON CO

Discount [fom current price list Yo
Price List Mo, [yate of Price 1ist
Warranty



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURES

20

2,

[TE Mumber: 12-0806

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo
Lead time:
Hourly rate for repair and serviee 5 {per hour}

hdinimum order (iFany) §

Handling [ee il less than minimum order §

Nane! Telephone/Cell/eeper of Fmergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Shecls” YE&

NO

BULLARD
Discount lrom current price list "o

Price List Mo, Date of Trice List

Warranty

Stocking Dhstributor?  Yes M

Load time:

Llourly rate for repair and service § iper hour)
Mintmum arder (if any)

Handling fee if less than minimum order 5

MamedTelephond/Cell/Becper of Emergeney Contacl

Have vou supplicd he required Catalops and List Price Sheets? YES

CARNS & BROTIIER

Discount from current price list 25 0OFF _LIST %

Price List MNe. 3600=01-MC ate of Price List 3600-02-MC

M

Warranly 5 YEARS ON THE SHELL, LIMITED LTIFETIME ON TIIE PARTS

stocking Dvistributor? Yes ¥ Mo
Lead time: 23 WEFKS FROM ORDER_DATE
Hourly rate for repair and serviee 700,00 (per hour)

Minimum ovder (ifany 512500
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SECTION 4 = PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

Handling fee if less than minimum order 51,25 00

Mame! elephone/Cell/Becper of Emergenecy Conlact
TAMMY BLMEN 1-877-672-3473

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets” % YIS

22 CALIFORNIA MOUNTAIN

Discound Moo current price listS OFF LITST Y

Price List No.  N/A Late of Price List 1007 /201 1

11 Mumber: 1206800

mO

Warranty ] YEAR FROM PURCHASE DATE
Stocking Distributor?! Yes ¥ ™o

Lead lime: - 24 WEEXS FROM ORDER DATE

Lioutly rate for vepair and service 5 NfA (per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOE TO REPATE

minimum order (ifany) 5 W/A
Handling foe il less thao minimum order 5 LA
Name/ Telephone/ Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

JASON SMALIWOOD 1-800-235-5741

Lave vou supplied the requived Catalops amd List Price Sheets? ¥ YES

23, CAST PRODUCTS

Discount from current price list 35 OFF TLIST %

Price List Mo, N/A Dhate of Price List 471 /2011
Wareanty 60 DAYS FROM DATE (OF PURCHASE

sStocking Distributor?  Yes No X

Lead time: 3 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 /g (per hour)
Minimum order (iCany) § NS4

Handling e if less than minimum order S N/A

MameTelephone/Cel 'Beeper ol Emergeney Contac

GARY TKERD 256-777-8342

Y

Have vou supplicd the reguired Catalops and [ist Price Sheets? ¥ YES

O

)
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

24,

26,

CHARKATE

[¥scount fram current price list T
Price List Mo, Fate of Price List
Warrinly

Stocking Distriburor®  Yes Mo

Leadd time:

Houwrly rate lor repair and service § ~dperhour)
Minimun ocder (i any ) S
[ landling fee if less than minimum order %

Mame!l'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contac

ITH Sumber: 12-0806

YES

NO

CHUBB (FOAM)

Dhscount o current price list Y%

Price List Mo, Lrate of Price st

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes (Y]
Load Lime:
Ilourly rate for repair and service § (per hour)

belinimm order (if any) §

Handling fee il less than minimum order S

Name! Telephone/Cell/ Beeper of Emergency Contact

[lave you supplied the required Catalogs sod Lisl Price Sheeis?

CHURCHVYILLE {ohsolete?)

Y LS

L8]

Discount fom currenl price lisi e
Price List Mo, Tate of Price List
Warranly
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28,

Stocking Listributor? ek Mo

Lead time:

Howrly rute lor repair and service 5 {per hour)

Minimum ocder (i any) S

Handling fee if' less than minimum order §_

Nae! Telephone!/Cell/Beeper of Linergency Contact

Have you supplicd ibe required Catalops and List Price Sheets? YIS

CIRCUL AIR
Discount from current price list e

Price List MNo. Liate of Price List

1B Number: 120806

S

Woarranty

Stocking Disteibuwior?  Yes Mo
Luad time: -
Hourly rate for repair and service S {per hour)

dinimum order (if any] §

Hamdling fee iC less thao minimum order §

Name! Telephone/Cell/Besper of Fmergency Conta)

Lave yvou sypplied the requived Catslogs and List Price Sheets? YES

CODE 3

B

Discount from current price list 35 OFF LIST % PARTS 10% OFF T.07ST

Price List e, N/ A Drate ol Price List 7/11/2011
Warranty 1 YEAR FROM DATE OF PIRCITASE 5 YEAR ON LED
Stocking [istribotor? Yes W MNa

Lead time: -4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service $ yr /8 (per hour) popIMATE PRTOR TO REPATR

Minimum order (iCanyy s 30, 00

33



SECTION 4 = PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITE Mumber: 12-0506

Handling fee i less than mimimum order 10, 00)

Manes Nelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

JAMES BAKTRE  $14-426~-2700 EXT 1292

Have vou supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheels? % YIS T
29 COLLIN AXES

Discount from corrent price list L

Price |.ist Mo, Dxage of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Moo o

Lol time;

I lolrly rate for repair and service 5 et howr)

whnimum order (iFuany) %

Handling fee il less than minimum order §

Mame Telephone/Cell!Beeper of Emergency Contact

[ lawe vou supplied the required Catalous and List Price Sheets? YES WO

A, COLLINS DYNAMICSE {Rom Corporation)

Diigcount from eurrent price list 100 OFF TIST %

Price List Mo, N/A ~ DatcolPrice List_3/1/2012
Warranly 5 YEARS ON T,IGIT 2 ¥TARS 0N COMPONENTS
Stocking Mistributn®  Yes  Ne X

lead fime: 2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hewrly rate Tor vepait and service 5 150, 00 (per hour) ESTIMATE FRIOR TO BEEPAIR

Minimum order (iFany) 3 H/A

[andling fee if less than minimum order 3 B/ A
Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

CAMERON BLAIN 267-495-9140

Have you supplicd the requived Catalogs and List Price Sheets? . X~ YES

W
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITR Number: | 2-D806

COUNCIHL TOOLS

Disconnt from eorrent prive list 25 OFF LIST %

Price List No, /A _ DateolPrice List 6/1/2011

Warranly TIFETTME ON TOOLING; REPTLACTMENT HANDLES FOR PURCITASE
Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo X

Lead time: 2 WEEES FROM ORDER DATEH

Howrly vate tor repair and service § /A (per hour)

Minimum order (iCany) § 175,00

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ N/ A

Name!Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

MARGO COUNCTL,  866-646-3011 EXT 10

Have you supplicd the required Catalngs and List Price Sheets? % YES Rt

CUTTERS EDGIE

Discount (rom current price list 10 OF'TF LIST %

Price List No.  W/A Liate of Price List 5/1/2011

Warranty 2 YEAR LIMITED WARRANTY

Stocking Dhstributor?  Yes X No

Lead time: _ DEPENDS ON THE _TTEMS ORDERTD
Hourly rate for repair and service 575,00 {per houry METIMATE PRIOR 'T0 RERATR

Sirdmum erder (ifany) 5 ML A

Handling fie il less than minimom order § N/A

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

TOM RUALCH PRESIDENT 541-519-6895

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs und List Price Sheets? ¥ YES WO

CW NELLSEN

[Hsgonnt from current price list )
Price List Mo,  Date of Price List

Warranty
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TB Number: |2-0806

Stocking Distributor?  Yes ™o
Lead timwe:
Hourly rate for vepair and service § (e howr

Minimum order (ifany ) &

Handling fee il less Uan minimam order §

Mume/Telephone/Cell/B3eeper of Emergency Conlact

[ lave vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YLS iR ]

A4 GORMAN RUPP PLUMPS

MHscount from currenl price lisi %o

Price List Mo, Daic ol Price List
Warranly

stocking Thstributor? Yes e

| time:

Howrly rute lor repair and sevvice § (per hour

Whnimum oeder (iFany) $
andling fee if less than mininuwm order 3

mName! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Limergency Contact

Have vou supplicd ihe required Catalops and List Price Sheels? YIS (18]

ELH DARLEY & CO
Discount from current price lisl 5 OFF TTST %
Price List No.g257 Date of Price Lisl_1/1,/2011
Warranty YARTRS BY THE MANUFACTURER
Stocking Disteibutor?  Yes MNo¥

Lead lime: DEPEMDS ON_THE _1TEMS ORDERED

| leiely rate for repaic and service 5 N/A ~_{per hour)

dinimum order (ifany) $ 30, 00
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITH Number: 12-0806

Handling fee if less than minimum wrder § MiA
Name! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

CLENN COSTA  708-273-6913 EXT 319

Have vou supplicd the required Catalaos and List Price Sheeis? X YES ™

. DAVID CLARE

Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST 9

Price List Mo M/A Mate of Price List_ 2007 /2012
Warranty 5 YEARS (N HEADSET STATTONS/HEADSETS, CABLES, SPART PARTS 1 YEAR
Stocking Disteibwtor?  Yes  MNo_ X

Lead time: DEPENDS ON THE L'TEMS STOCK TTEMS 7-10 DAYS
Hourly rate for repair and serviee $_ 1/ (per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR
Ainimum order (ifunyl $ 275 .00

Handling fie il kess than minimuoum order 275, 00

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Conlact

BILL HOLDEN  1-800-298-6235

Lave yvou supplied the required Calaloes and List Price Sheets?  H YES CNO
i7. DR SMITH INDIAN TANKS

Driscount from current price list Yo

Price List No. _ Date ol Price List

Wearranly

Stocking Distributor? s MO
|.ead time:
Hourly rate for repair and service § {per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) §

Llalling fee if less than minimum order 5

Mame/ Telephone/Cel lVBeeper o Lmergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? VS N
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

38, DICKE TOOL

Thscount trom currend price list Yo
Price List Mo, Lyate af Price List
Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lzanel timnes

Hourly rate [or repairand service§_ {per howr)
Mt order (ifanyy S

Handling fee if less than minimam order §

mame! Telephone/CellfBeeper of Lmergency Contact

Hawve you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES NO

LS DREXEL

Discount from current price list %
Price List Mo. Date of Price List
Warranty

Stocking Dhstributar?  Yes MNo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service 3 _ {per hour)
wlinimum order (Fanv) 5
Handling fee ([ fess than minimum order§

Name! l'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? YES i )
40, DU SAFETY

Discount from eurrent price list 10 OFT LIST  w% +FREICGHL 10 BE DETERMINED AT TTME
OF THE ORDTR
Price List No. 1/a Late of Price Lista /1 /2011

Warranty 2 YEARS FROM DATT O PURCHASE
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ITB ™Mumber: 12-0806

Stocking THstributon? s Mooy
Lead time: 2-3 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATH
Hourly rake Tor repair and service 5500, 00 {par hour)

Minimum order (ifanv) $ 40,00 FOR PARTS 150,00 TOR LADDERS

LHandling fee it less than mindmum order § 30, 00

Same! TelephoneColl/Beeper of Limergency Contacl

_ SANTIRA VANDERSTTE Q20=-231-27400
Have vou supplied the requived Catalows and List Price Sheets? X YES
EDISOM

Discount from current pice st _ 20 OFF TL,IST %
Price List No._ 1 /A Date of Price List_1/1/2012
Wartanly _ /A

Stocking Distribagor? Yes ¥ No

Lead time:  1-2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATT
Hourly rate for repair and service S ap/p [per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) § N/A
Hundling [ee i less than minimum order 5__ N/A

NameUelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Comac

EDISON COMPANY 1-800-643-9035

MO

1lave vou supplied the required Calalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES

MO

EDWARDS AND CROMWELL

Dscount from current price list ) Yo

Price List Na. . Date of Price |.ist

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes N
Leud time:
[Hourly rate for repair and service 5 (per hour)

Mindmum order (if any) §
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES 1T Mumber: 12-0806

44,

[andling fee if less than minimuwm order §

mName! elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Caralops and List Price Sheets? YIS ND)

EDWARDS MIG

Discount fram current price list 5 OFF LIST e

Price 1ist ™o, N/ A Date of Price List  2/1/2011

Warranty  N/A

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo ¥
Lead time: 2 WEERS FROM CGRDER DATE
[louely vate for vepair and service 5 /A iper howrd) FSTTIMATT PRTIOR TO REPAIR

Hundling fee il less than minimum order 5 N/A

Mamne Telephone/Cell/I3eeper of Emergency Contucl

RECKY DILLON 330-823-2103

[ lave vou supplied the required Calalogs amd List Price Sheets? ¥ YES 8

ELEITART BRASS

Diseount from eurrent price list 40 OFF LIST o

Prive List Mo, F=2 R.2 ~ Date ol Price List 2/1/2012

Warranty 5 YRARS NOZZLES, MONITORS AND APPLIANCES, 10 YEARS UNIBOIY
VALVES & CONTROLLERS

Stocking Distributor? Yes W Mo

|ead time:  3—4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 82,50 (per hour) ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (ifany} § 50,00

Landling fee if less than minimuwm ovder & [/ 8

NamedTelephone/Cell‘Beeper of Emergency Contact

TTM DOANE ELKITART BRASS OFM RECIONAL MANAGER CELL (407)312-1691

Hive vou supplhiced e ceguired Catalops and List Price Sheets? W YLES CNO




SECTION 4 = PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TH Mumber: 120806

45, ETI EMERGENCY TECHNOLOGY

Discount [Fomecurrent price list o
Price List Mo, Drale of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Dastributor'” s Mo
Lead Lune;
Hourly vate for repair and service § (per hour)

Minbmmom arder (ifany) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order S

Name Telephone/Cell/Beeper ol Emergency Contact

[1ave vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YLS M

46, EXTENDA LITE (Akiron)

Dhiscount from current price list_30 QFF LIST % papTs 10%
Price List No. N/A Date of Price List 3/5/2012

Warranty 5 YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCITAST

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo X

l.ead time: -2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate fur repair and serviee $ 92,50 {per howr) ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

dinimum erder (iCany) $ 60, Q0

Liancdting fee if less than minimuwm order § N',u"' i

Name! T elephone/Cell/Beeper of Fmergency Contagl

JSUTIN HOWELL  330-464-7707

Have vou supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES W

47, FEDERAL S1GMNAL CORP
Discount from current price list 30 OFF TLIST %  PARTS 107

Price |.ist Mo, M1O0 Drate ol Price List 1 /1 /2012
Warranty 1 YR, ON LAROR, 3 YRS. ON PARTS,LFD PRODUCTS: 1 YR. LATOR, 5 YRS. PARTS
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43,

49,

Stocking Distributor? Yo Mo_y

lead time: 3 WEFKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service 5§ B/A {perhowry ESTIMATE PRIOR TO BERATR

Minimum order (ifany) §  N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order & AN

Mame/Telephone/Cell/ Beeper of Emorgeney Conlact

JAN HEIDEMAN  F08-534-4755

Have you supplied the required Calalops and List Price Sheets? YES W0

FIRE HOOKS UNLIMITED

[Yscount from current price list 5 OFF LLST Yo+ FREICHT TO BE DETTERMINED AT TIMT
OF T ORDER
Mrice List Mo, /A Drite ol Price List 3}'_]_5)-_5{)]_2

Warranty _ T TMITED. DEPENDS 0N THE. PRODUCT

Slocking Distribulor?  Yes ¥ MNo

Lead tme: 2-3 WEFKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5_g5 0o tper hour) RS TMATE PRIOR TO RTPATR

Mininmom order {if any) & M A

Hemdling loe if less than minimum order S N/A
Namg! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Hmergency Contact

BOB FARRELL 732-280-7737

Lave you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? i YES WO
FIREDEX

Discount ffom current price list 30 OFF_LIST %

Price List No. N/A Date of Price List 2 /28/2012

Warranty  FRER FROM DEFECTS IN WORKMANSHIP & MATERIALS

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No_y

Lead time: _ f WEFES FROM _OEDEE _DATE
Huourly rate for repair and service $ N/A (per hour) ESTTMATE PRIOR I REPAIR

Mindmam order {iTany} 5 SEE [TANDLING TER
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SECTION 4 — PRICING! CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Mumber: 12-086

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ 25 00 FOR ANY ORDER TESS TIAN 525{]_{][‘]
MNamed Telephone/CelliBevper of Emergency Comact

ALLEN ROM 800-241-6563 EXT 312

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YLES T

FTRE POWER

Discount tfrom currend price list g
Price List No. [Hate of Trice List
Warranty

stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Leael time:

Hourly vate for repair und serviee § (per hour)
Minimum order (ifany b s

Laneling fee if less than minimam arder 5

Matmne! Fefephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contael

Have vou supplicd the required Calalogs and List Price Sheets? YES __NO
FIREQUIP
Discoumt from current price fist COST + 20 % FERAAGIE 09 By BELRRILINGE ST TN

O THE ORDER
Price List No.  N/A Diaste of Prive List 2/1/2012

Warranty 5 YEAR ON BOOSTER/MAXIFLEX 10 YEAR ON D/J 5 YRAR ON TP LINED

Stocking Distributor? Yes g Mo
Lead Lime: 3=4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service 5 g0.00 {perhoury  ESPIMATE PRIOR TO RTRATR

Minimuamy order (ifany) $ N/A

Mame! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emerpency Contact

SAM CAMPBELL 800-334-6823

Lave vou supplied the required Catalogs and 1ist Price Sheets? X YES N




SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES T3 Mumber: [2-D806

532, FOLDY A TANK
s + FREIGHT TO BE DETEERMINED
Discount from current price list 22 OFF LIST 9 AT TIME OF ORDER

Price List Moo N/A Date ol Price List  &4/1 /2012

Warranty [ TMTTED LIFETIME TANKS, 3 YRARS ON STRAINERS AND PARTS

Stocking Distribuwtor? Yes Mo X EVERYTHING T5 MADE T0O ORDER
Lead lime:  2-3 WITKS TROM ORDER DATE

Heourly rate for repairand service S 34,00 {jper hour) ESTTMATT. PRIOR TO REIALR

Mlinimum order (ifany) § NONT

Handling fee il less than minimum order $ - NONT
Mame Telephooe!/Cell/ Beeper of Linergency Contac

AN CIRISTENSEN PRESIDENT 309-737-6454

Have you supplied the required Cataloys and List Price Sheets? ¥ YIS M

53 GEMTOR

+ FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT THE
TTHME OF ORDER

Price List Mo, /A Mate of Price List 771/ 2008

Discount from current price list_15 OFF LIST %

Warranly  N/A
Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo ¥

Lead time: 1 WEERE, FROMORDER DATT

Hourly rale lor repair and scevice § N/A (e hot)
Minimum order (iFany}$ 75 .00

[andling fee if less than minimum order & NI

MName/Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergeney Contacl

RUTH ULIRTCIT  800-405-9498 TXT 12

Have vou suppliced the requived Cataloes and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES M

54 GLASSMASTER WELR

Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST %

Price FistNo.  N/SA Date of Price List_6/2011
Warranty 5 YEARS FROM DATE O PURCHASHE
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I'TB Mumber: 1 2-0806

Stockiog Disicibutor?  Yes X No
Lead time: 2 WEEES FROM ORDER DATE
Heourly rate for repair and service 5 /A e howr)

Minimum order (ifany) § N/A

Hamdling fee it less than mimimum order $ /A
Mane! Telephone/Cell!Beeper of Lmergency Contact

EYLE WIHIR  1-800-457-4527

[ lave vou supplied the required Catalogs and Last Price Sheets? W YES

et

GLOBE

Diseount [rom current price list iy
Price List Mo, [ate of Price |.ist
Warranty o

Stocking Distributon? Yes Mo

| .ead time:

Houwrly rate for repaic and service 5 {per howr)
Sintmum erder (il any) §
[andling fee if less than minimum arder §

MName/Telephone/CellBeeper of Fmergeney Contacl

Have you supplied the reguired Catalogs and Lisl Price Sheeis? LS

CLOYE CORP

MY

Lriscouwnt from coreent price list 4
Price List Mo, Drite ol Price List
Warranty

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:
Hongrly vate for repair and service S {per hour}

Minimm order (it any) §
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES T Number: 12-0806

Handbing lee i less than minimuwm order §

Name! lelephone/Cell/eeper of Rmergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catwlows and List Price Sheets” YIS ™
57 HALE FIRE PUMPS + FRETGHT T BE DETERMINED AT TTME

T TIE ORDE
Lriscount from current price list: 5 OFF LIST B PAR%S TBE’ 81135 EIST

Price | .ist No. N/A Date of Price List._ 1/1/2012

Warranty HP SERIES PUMPS ARE 3 YEARS PORTABLE PUMPS ARE 2 YIARS PARTS 2 YEARS

Stocking Distributor?  Yes ¥ No
Lead time:  3=4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
[ ourly rate for repair and service § 80, 00 ~iperhowr)  ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (ifam 5 NFA

Handling fee il less than minimum order 5 3/ 4
MameTelephone/Cell/Beeper ol Emergency Condact

RUSS WALKTR — 800-553-3569

Liave vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? X YES MO

38, HANNAY REELS

+ FRETGITT TO BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF
Discount from current prive list 13 OFF LIST % THE ORDTR

Price List No. N/A are of Price List. 2/1 /2011
Warranly 7 YTARS TROM DATE OF PURCIIASE

Stocking Dstributor?  Yes Mo X

lead time; -4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE PARTS 5 DAYS
Heurly rate lor repuir and secvice 5 p/ A (per howr}

binioum order (iCany ) 5 NAA

Handling fee if less than minimum order §  N/A
Wame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emorgency Contacl

KIM WINNIE  877-467-3357

Huve vou supplivd the reguired Calaloes aned List Price Sheets? ¥ YIS MO
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES T3 Mumber: 12-0806

S5, HARRINGTOMN
Discount from current price list 30 OFF LIST i
Price Lisl No. N/A ~ DateolPrice List__ 3/1/2011
Warcanty L YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCITASE
Stocking Pistributor”  Yes ¥ Noo

Lead time: 1-3 WEEKS TROM ORDER DATE NON STANDARD ITEMS 4-6 WEEKS

Hourly rate for repaiv and service $ W/A  (perhour)
Mintmum erder (iCany) % M/A

andling fee if less than minimum order § N/A

Mame! Telephone/Cell/Becper of Emergeney Contact

DAVE HARRINCTON 800-553-0078

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and [ist Price Sheets? W YE&S M

&, HAZARD CONTROL.

. o ; + FRETGHT TO BT DETERMINED AT TIME
Diseount fom current price list 10 OFF_LIST % OF TIT ORDER

Price List No__ N/A Date of Price List 3,1 /2009
Warranty _ 15 YRARS TROM DATE OF PURCHASE
Stockiog Distcibutor?  Yes No &

Lead time: 1 WITFK FROM ORDER DATE

Lourly rate for repair and service 5 M/A {per bour)
dinimum order (ifany) % 5 CATLON PAIL OF PRODUCT

Handling fee il less than minimum order & N/A
Mame/ TelephonyCell/ Beeper of Limergency Contact

_CART, SMTTIT 678-521-5057

Lave vou supplied the required Catuloss and List Price Sheets? X YIS N

&l HERERT
Discount from eurrent price list 20 OFF T,IST %
Price List No.  N/A Date of Price List._1 /1 /2012
Warranty 5 YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCITASE
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/! SIGNATURES 1 Numher

| 2-NR06

G,

03,

Stocking Diastributor? Yes Mo W
Lead time: 3 WERKS FROM ORDER DATE
Fourly rate for repair and service 5 N/A (per hour)

Minimum oreder (it any) § LA

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ W/ A
Mame/ Telephone/'CellBeeper of Lmnergency Contact

JOHN HEBERT 206-243-5001

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets”? ¥ YIS R
HOLMATRO

[diggount from current price list Y

Prrice List Mo, Date of Price List

Warranly

Stocking [dstributor? Yes Moo

Lead time:

Howrly rate for repair and service § {per hour)
Wl inimum order (ifany] §
Hawdling lee il less than minimum order §

Mame TelephoneCell/Beeper of Emerpency Contagl

[ave vou supplied the required Catalors and List Price Sheets? YES N
HUMAT
Discount [rom current price list %

Price List Mo. Drabe ol Price List

Warranty

Stocking Thstributor? Yoy [1V)

[ead time:

Hourly rute [or repair and service § (per hour)

Mlinbmum oveler (iFany) %

pitl



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES 18 Number 12-0806

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

mamelTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Caialops and List Price Sheets? __ YES__ ND
&4, HUSKY
. . _— + FREIGHT TO BF DETERMINED AT TIME OF
Discount from current price list 22 OFF _LIST % THE ORDER
Price List No. /A __ DateofPrice List 1 /1 /2012

Warcanty _ LIFELIME WARRANTY ON WELDS AND WELDED SEAMS 3 YEAR WARRANTY ON STRAINERS

Stocking Distributor!  Yes No y
Lead titne: _9 WREKS FROM_ORDER_DATE
Hourly rate for tepair and service $ N/A {per im-ur} ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR

Minimum order (ifany) $_ N/A

Handling fce if' less than minimum order N/A

Name/ Telephony/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

JAY CLAEYS 918-798-4415

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheeis? X YES NO

65, HNYDRA SHIELD

+ FREIGHT TO BE DETE AT T
Discount from current price list_10 OFF IIST % DiE‘LHE GIEEEH ARPERICTIED) A Lo

Price List Mo, /s _ Date of Price List_ 20102008
Warranty 1 YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHASTE

Stocking Distributor?  Yes ¥ No

Lead time: 1 WERK FROM QRDER DATE
Hourly vate for repair and serviee § B/A __(perhour) ESTTMATE PRTOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (if any) §_ 4 VALVES A YEAR TO REMAIN A DEALER

[andling fee if less than minimum order 536,00 PER VALVE ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPATR

Name/Telephome/Cell/Beeper of Emetgency Contact

—LERRY MC WILLIAMS 1-800-676-0911 EXT 211 e

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? _X_ XBESs MO




SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITHB Number: 12-0806

06,

67,

G,

IMPERIAL HOSE

Diseount [rom current price list h

Price List No. _ ~ Date ol Price List_
Wareanty

Stocking Diistributor?  Yes.  No

Lead time:

[Hourly rate for repair and serviee § _{per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) $

Handling e i less than minimum order §

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Cantast

Have you supplied the required Catalongs ane List Price Sheets?  YES _ NOD
IOWA AMERICAN

Discount from current price list %

Price ListNo. - Crate of Price List

Warranty _ S

stocking Distributor?  Yes  No

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repaic and service 5 ¢ per hour)

minimum order {if any) § -

Handling fee if less than minimum order § -
MName/Telephone/Cell/Baeper ol Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES MO

JANESVILLE

Discount from current price list 4

Price List Na, Mhate of Price List

Warranty

52



1T Mumber: 12-0806

SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

Stocking THsteibulor?  Yes. Mo

Lead time;

Howly rate for repair and service § ~(per hour)

Minimum arder {if any) &

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the requived Catalops and List Price Sheets? YES

&9, JUSTRITE
Discount from current price list %

Price List No. Drale of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor? Yes Mo

Lead time:

Houtly rate for vepair and service § —[per hour)

Ninimum order (if any) $

Handling fee if less than minimom order %

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Cataloss and ist Price sheets?  YES

70, JV MG

Biscount from eurrent price list - Ma

Price List Mo, Date of Price List o
Warranty _ —

stocking Distributor?  Yes. No

Lead time: .

Hourly rate [or repair and service S {per hour)

MO



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

I'TE Mumber: 12-0806

7L

Minimum order (if any) $

Handling fee if less than minimum order %

MName!Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES

K'TO0L MFG

Discount rom eurrent price list %o

Price Lisl Mo, ) _ Date of Price List

_NO

Warranty

Stocking Distributor? Yy Mo

Lead time: N o
Hourly rate tor repair and service § {per hour)
Minimum order (it any) §

Hundling fee if less than minimum oider §

MameiTelephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catploes and List Price Sheets? _YES _

KAI’I'I‘E.H‘.
Discount from current price list £

Price List No, Crate of Price List_

1%

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No

Lead time:

Hourly vate for repair and service § (per hour)

Minimam order (i any) $

Handling fee i luss than minimum order §

Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact




SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: [2-D806

Have vou supplied the reguired Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES NO

FER KRENDALL PRODUCTS

Discount from current price list ] o

Price List No. Drate of Price List_ -
Warraniy

Stocking Distribwtor?  Yes . Na

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repaic and service S {per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) §

Handling fce if less than minimum arder §

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper uf Emergency Contact

[ave you supplied the required Cataloss and List Price Sheets? YES NO

74, EOCIHEK
+ FRT TO BRI ; gl
Discount from current price list 40 OFF_LIST % gﬁ %E'E[TGIEEERT RETERMINED. AT TIMB

Price List No. /A Date ol Price List Ip 20017

Warranty 5 YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributor? Yes ¥ No

Lead time: 2 WEEKS DEPENDING ON THE PRODUCT

Hourly rate for repair and scrvice § 65,00 (perhour} ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (ifany) S N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ /A

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper ol Emergency Contact

DAVID MOORE  757-999-4170

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES NO

T3, KOFIILER MFG CO

Diiscount [rom current price list o

Price Lisl Mo, [ate of Price List

55



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TBE Number: 12-0806

Warranty = I

Stocking Distributor?  Yes )

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and serviee § iper hour)

Mindmum order (if any) §
Handling fee il less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contacl

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES MO

76. KUSSMAUL
Discount from current price list_ 5 OFF TIJST . %
Price List No._ /A Date of Price List  1/1/2012
Warranty 3 YEARS ON ELECTRICAI PRODIUCTS, 2 YEARS ON AUTO EJECTS, 1 YEAR ON PUMPS

Stocking Distributon®  Yes Mo ¥
Lead time:  3-4 WEEKS TROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service S 1/ A {per hour)

Minimum order ({if any) $ N/A

Hundling fee il less than minimum order§ = N fA

Name/l'elephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact

MICHAEL I, GUZMAN, DIRECTOR OF SALES 800-346-0857 EXT. 117

Have you supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES _ NO

Fi KWIk RASE  HAVIS SHTELD/ROM CORP/COLLINS CORIORATTON
Discount lrom current price list L0 OFT LIST %
Price List Wo. I/ A _ Dateof Price List 3/ /2012
Warranty g YEARS FROM PURCHASE DATE
Stocking Distributar?  Yes  No ¥ EVERYTHING MADE TO ORDER
Leadtime: 2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service 5_60,00  iper houn)ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

36



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

I'TB ™ammber: 120806

Minimum order (ifany) & N/A
Handting fie if'less than minimum order S_Nf A
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Conlact

JENNY ADAMS 800-827-3692 EXT 244

Have you supplied the required Cataloss and List Price Sheets”? X ¥ES

Th. LACROSSE BOOTS

[Hseount from current price |ist ) R

Price List Mo, _ Date of Price List
Warranly

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes  No P

Lead time; B

Hourly vate for repair and service § ~_iper hour)

binimum order (if any) %

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Name/ I'elephone/Celi/Becper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the reguired Catalogs and List Price Sheets? _ YES

Te, LINE LINERS
Discount from current price list Yo

Price [ist Mo, _ Date of Price List_

Woarranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lead lime: I

Hourly rate for repair and service 4§ _ {per hour)

Minimum order (if any) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame! T'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

N

MO




SECTION 4 = PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITH Number: 1 2-0806

&0,

&1

8.

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?

LIONS UNIFORMS

Discount from current price list Y

Price Lisl No._ Date of Price List

YES MO

Warrany

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § {per hour)

Minimum arder (il any) §

Handling fee if less than minimum arder §

Name! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contuct

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?

LOUIS PRYER

Discount from current price list ) B4

Price List Mo, Prte of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distribiior?  Ves Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § ~ {per hour)

Minimum order (if any) §

Handling fec il less than minimum order §

Matne! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contacl

YIS B

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?

LOWELL
Discount from current price list Y
Price List Mo, _ Date of Price List_

58

_YES NO




SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES [TB Mumber: [2-0806

Warranty
Stocking Distributor? Yes Mo

Lead time:

[ Hourly rate for repair and service § (per hour)

Minimum order (ifany 5

Handling lie if less than minimum order §

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? LS WO

3. MAG INSTRUMENTS

Discount from current price list i %

Price List Mo, Date of Price List S
Warranty _

Stocking Distributor?  Yes  Nao

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service S {per hour)

Wlinimum order {if any) &

Handling fee il less than mintmum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contacy

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs und List Price Sheets? YES WO

fd. MANN AXT,
Criscount Trom cureent price list %0

Price List Mo, ) _ Date of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § __(per hour)

59



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITE Mumber: 12-0806

Minimum order (if anv) &
Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contal

Have vou supphied the required Cataloes and [.is{ Price Sheets? YES

NO

83, MARS SIGNAL LIGHT

Discount from current price list Yo
Price List Mo, - _ Ddte of Price List
Warranty

Stocking Distributor”  Yes  No

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 (per hour)

Minimum order {if any) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Name/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? __YES

86, MCPRODUCTS

N

Discount from eurrent price list 20 OFF LIST % PARTS 10% OFF LIST

Price List No.  N/A Date of Price List_1/7 /2004

Warranty _9_YEARS TROM DATE OF PURCHASE
Stocking Distributor?  Yes ¥ Mo

Lead time: 1 WETK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service $ 5500 per hour)

Minimum order (it any) $_ N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order § N/A
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Besper of Emergency Contact

JENNTVER RICCOBONG 800-843-6465

6l



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITE MNumber: [2-0804

87.

88

Bo.

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES NO
MILWAUKEE STRAP REB FADRICATICNS

Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST %

Price List No. I{/A - Date of Price List 2/17/2012

Warranty  LITETIME ON WORKMANSHIP

Stocking Distributor?  YesX  No  STOCK ITEMS ONLY

Lead time: _9-3 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 3 N/A  {per hour)

Minimum arder (if any) e

Handling fec if less than minimumoorder § 7,00

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

CUSTOMER SERVICE TLI7 419-594-2743 o
Lave you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YIS N
MORAN (FLASLL)

Discount from current price list o

Price List Nao, o _ Lrate of Price List

Warranty ey

Stocking Distributor? Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service & _ Aper hour)

Minimum order (ifany) §

Handling fee if less than mindmum order § -

mamed Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Lmergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Cataloes and List Price Sheets? . YES N0

MORNING PRIDE

Discount from current price list Yo

Price List Nao, Dhate of Price Lis
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES T8 Number: |2-0806

90,

91.

Warranty

Stocking Distibator®  Yes Mo

lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service S (per hour)

dinimum order {ifany) §

Handling fee i1 less than minimum order §

Name! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ) YES WO

MSA

Diseount from current price list_ {5 OFF LTST %

Price List No, 5555-293=MC _ Date of Price List_ 1/1/2012

Warranty  FARTES TROM PRODUCT TO _PRODUCT
Stocking Distributer? Yes Noo W

Lead time:  1-7 WELES

Hourly rate for repair and service § 1003, 00 (per how)

Minimum order (ifany) § 125.00

Handling fee if less than minimum order $.125 . (0
Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

TAMMY BLMEN 1-877-672-3473

Have you supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? _ X YES MO

NATALE (CIRCLE )

Discount lrom current price list 10 OFF LIST %
Price List No, N/A __ DaeofPrice List 1/1/2011

Warranty  NONE

Stocking Distributory  Yes No_ %
Lead time: 1 WEEK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate lor repair and service S N/A _fper houry ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

6



SECTION 4 —PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

93

Minimum order (if any) § 60,00 .

Handling fee if less than mmimum erder $ 60, 00

NamefTelephone/Cell/Beeper ol Emergeney Contagt

_JOMN_COCOZZO  201-933-5500 EXT 10 ——
Have vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES N

NATIONAL FIRE HOSE  ALL, AMERTCAN HOSE/SNAPTTTE/PONN

u, HIREIGHT TO BE DETFRMINED AT TIME
- OF THE ORDER

Price ListNo. /A Date of Price List 2irinie
Warranty 10 YFRARS FROM DATE_OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributor?  Yes X No

Lvad time: 2-5 WERKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service § /A _ (per hour)

Minimuwm order (ifany) $ N/A MO _MINIMUM/56000.00 FOR TREE FRETGHT

Dscount from current price list 40 OFF LIST

Handling lec if less than minimum order § NLA

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

—CIRTS BIGGS  8(13-687-1098
Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ YFS WO

NOVA
Discount from current price list 20} OFF LIST %
Price List No. N/A ~ Date of Price List_ 2/15/201.2

Warranly  SFE_PAGE_1 OF 'THE_PRICE T.IST
Stocking Distribuior?  Yes X No

Lead time: 1 WEEK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate lor repair and service $95 (0 {per hour) TSTTMATE PRIOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (ifany) $ 125,00 _

Handling fee if less than minlnium order 510,00

Name/Telephone/Cell/Begper of Emergency Contaet

(KIM FRITSCH 860-539-4466 : e
Huve you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Shoets? X YES  NOD

03



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: |2-0806

4. MNLUPLA

. —_— + FRELGHT T BE DETERMINED AT TIME
Diseount from curvent price ist 35 OFF LIST i OF THE ORDER

Price List No._ N/A _ DaeofPrice List  1/1/2012

Warranty  POLICY IS ON THE BACK PAGE OF THE PRICE LIST

stocking Distributor?  Yes_  No ¥

Lead time: ] WEEK_FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rale for repair and service § WA (perhour)
Minimum order (ifany) $ 125,00

Handling fee if less than minimum order § 25, 00

Mame!Telephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact

MICHAEL GERSHON 800-872-7661

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? X YES N0

us, PACIFIC REFLEX

Cviscount from current price list e

Price List Mo, Date of Price List

Warranty

Stacking Distributor? Yes M

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § _ {per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) $

Handling fec it less than minimum order 5

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emerpency Contact

Have yvou supplied the required Cataloss and List Price Sheets? YIS N
9a. PARATECH
Discount from current price lisl Y

Price List Mo, Date of Price List

Warranty

64



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITB Number; 12-:0806

97.

8.

Stocking Distributor?  Yes  No
Lead time: ) -
HMourly rate for repair and service § {per hour)

Minimum order (il any) $

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

MName/Telephoni/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? _YES

FARTMER

Dhiscount from current price list Y

Mrice 1.ist Mo, N Drate of Price List

CND

Warranty

Slocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Houtly rate for vepair and service $ __ [(perhour)

Minimum order (ifany) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? _ YES

PAUL CONWAY SHIELDS

Discount from current price list %

Price List Ma, Date of Price List_

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes  Ne

Lead time: -

lHourly rate for repair and service § ~ dper bhowur

Minimum arder (it any) §

65
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURLS

ITB SNumber: 1 2-0806

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame! TelephoneCel l'Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have o supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets?

a0, PLELICAMN
Discount from cureent price list ) Y

Price List ™o, Date of Price List

YES N0

Warranty
Stocking Distributor?  Yes  Noo
Lead time:
Hourly rate for repair and service § iper hour)

Minimum order (ifanyi &

Haodling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?

1o, PG PROTEXNALL

Discount from current price list %

Price T.ist Mo, Date of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No

Lead time;

Hourly vate for repair and service § —{per-hour}

Minimum order (it any) %

Handling fee if less than mininum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergenc v Congact

_CYES . NO

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets?

66

YES ND



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SICNATURES ITB Mumbay: | 2-0806

18] PHOENEX

Discount from current price list M
Price List Mo, ~ Date of Price |.ist
Warranty B

Slocking Thstributor?  Yes Noo

Lead time:
Hourly rate for vepair and service § ~ {per hour)

sinimm order (i any) 5

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/ T'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES 8]

102, PIERCE

Driscount from current price list_0OST 430 % % ggE'JI_‘ggrﬂggEEE DETERMINED AT TIME

Price List Mo, W/A Date of Price List N/A
Warranty 20 DAYS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributor? Yes X Mo
Lead time: __ 3-5 DAYS TF TN STOCK

Hourly rate for repair and service §_40 .00 _(per houry TRAVEL, RATE 560,00
Minimuwm order (if any) $ 3000

Hanelling fee it less than minimum order 5 30, 00
Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

RON RIBBENS O&41--756-7779

Have vou supplied the required Cataloss and List Price Sheets? ) YES X ONOD

103, PICEON MOUNTAIN INDUSTRIES

Discount from current price list Y
Price T.ist Mo, ~ Date of Price I.ist
Warranty

a7



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITE Number: | 2-0806

[0,

105,

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No
Lead time: — -
Hourly rate for repair and scrvice § ] [per hour)

Mlinimum order (il any) §
Handbing fie if less than minimum order $

Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets” — YES N
PLANG

Discount from current price list £

Price List Mo, . DateofPrice List -
Woarranty = 2

Stocking Distributot?  Yes. No

Lead time: - B

Heutly rate for vepair and serviee § (per hour)

Minimuem order (if any] ®

Handling fiee it Tess than minimum order §.

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Becper of Fmergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheels? _ YES_  HD

H& B FABRICATORS

Discount from current price list 10_OFF LLI9T %

Price List Mo, W/A Date of Price List_ 2/17/2012
Warranty [, TFETTME ON_WORKMANSHIP
Stocking Distribulor?  Yes ¥ No_ STOCK. ITEMS oMLY

Lead time: _2-3 WEEKS IFROM ORDER_DATE
Hourly rate for repair and scrvice $§ N/ A _per hour)

Minhmum order (ifany) § 60,00

68



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURES

ITE MNumber: 12-0806

1,

17

Handling fee if less than minimum erder $_5 00
Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

CUSTOMER SERVICT T,ISA MCNEE 419-594-2743

Have you supplied the required Cataloes and List Price Sheeis? X YES )

RANGER RUBBER

Discount from current price list o

Price List MNo. ~ Late of Price List
Warranty _

Stocking Distributor?  Yes.  No

Lead time; e

Hourly rate fior repair and service 5 {per haur)

Minitum orvder (ifany) 5

Handling fee ifless than minimum order §

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Conlact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YIS

RAWHIDE FIRF.HOSE
Discount [rom current price list B

Price Lisl Mo, Dale of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate tor repair and service § ~{per hour

Minimuwm order (ifany) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the reguired Cataloos and List Price Sheots? Y1:8

69
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

i08. REDHEAD BRASS 1-9 PIECE 10% OFF LIST 10-24 20% OFF  25-49 30% OFT
50+ PIECE 40% OFF LIST
[hscount from current price list W
Price List No._ N/A Drite of Price 1.ist /2011
Warranty ] YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHASE
Stocking Distributor?  Yes  Na X

Lead time: _1~4 WHEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate [or repair and service $§ 72.00 iper houwry ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REBAIR

Minimum order (ifany) §  N/A

Handling fee if less than wminimum order . N/A

Mame!/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

_TERRIE EVANS 800=321-3501
Have you supplied the required Catalows and List Price Sheets? % YES M

109, REFLEXITE

Digeount from current price list %

Prige Lisl No. Date of Price List
Warranly X

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No

Ll time: —
Hourly rate for repair and service § B {per hour)
Minimum order (ifany) 5

Handling fee it less than minimuwm order §

MameiTelephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES M

1. RICE HYDRO CO,

+ TRE T vLE D g
Driscount from curtent price list 95 OFp LIST % %F%%Tﬂggng DETERMINED AT TIME

Price ListNo. _ w/a Date of Price List__1 11 /9012 )
Warranty . 1 YEAR WARRANTY = TXCEPT ON FH3 (5 YRAR)

)



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TE Mumber: [2-0806

112,

Stocking Distributse?  Yes X No ) SOME FEXCEPTIONS APPLY SUCH AS SPECTAL
ORDER UNITS
Lead time: POR_STOCK TTEMS, TYPICALLY 24 HOURS

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 65 , 00 (per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOK IO REPATR

Ninimm order (IFany) 5 N/A

Handling fee if’ less than minimum order § /A
MName!l'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

ATLISON LENGENFELDFR (SALES) 800-245-4777

Have yvou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Shests? A OYES . NOo
SCBAS

Diseount from current price list 15 OFF LIST %

Price List No, N/A . Date of Price List 11/1/2008 -

Warranty | YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking DHstribuitor? Yes § No
Lead time: 3oMR PRODUCT TS CUSTOM BUTLT, SOME CAN SHIP SSMI/NEXT DAY
Hourly rate for vepair und service § 70,00 perhour)  ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimuwm arder {ifany) 5 N/A

Handling toe it Tess than minimum order $ N/

Named Telephone/Cell/Bezper of Emergency Contact

KEN MEANS 309-635-4774

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES N

SCOTT AVIATION

Chscount from current price list o

Price [ist MNo. e of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Thstributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Howunldy rate for repair and service § _ {per hour)

blimimum order {(ifany) 5
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SLCTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFTCATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

Mandling Tee if less than minimum erder $

Name!lelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emetgeney Contact

Have you supplied the reguired Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES _NO

113, SECURITEX

Dviscount from curvent price list Yo

Price Lisl Moo Diate of Price List

Warranly

Stocking Distributor® Yes Mo

Lead time: i
UHourly rate tor repair and serviee iper hour)
dMinimum order (if any} §

Handling fee il less than minimum order §

Mame/ Lelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets'? YES MO

[ 14, SENSTRLE MOUNTS

Dyiseount from cureent prive list 15 OFF LIST TTEMS IN YELLOW 5% OFF LIST

Price List Mo, N/A ) Date of Price List_ 41 /2009

Warranty  LIMITED LIFETIME
Stocking Distributor? Y No X

Lead time:  1-2 WREKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 N/A {per hour)

Minimuwm order (if any) % NiA

Handling fee if kess than minimum order § N/A

Mame' Telephime/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

PHIT, MCLEAN 330-659-4212 =

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheeis? X YES NO)
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TB Mumber: |2-0806

1 15: SERVUS BOOTS

Discount from current price list %

Price T.ist Mo, Diate of Price List
Woarranty . -

Stocking Dhstributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service 8 __{per hourd

Wlinimum order (ifany) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

MumefTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Lmergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES MO

[16.  SHELBY WOLVERINT, SPECTALITY GLOVES

Discount from current price list 5 OFF 1,TST Yo

Date of Price List 8/1/2011

Price List No. N/ A

Warranty 1 YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHAST

Stocking Distribwtor?  Yes  No ¥
Lead time:  3-4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service §_ N/A (yrer hour)

Minimum order {ifany) § KO MINIMUM FROM TEN-8 STOCK

Handling fee il less than minimum order $ & PATRE ON NON STOCK ITEMS

Name/Telephane/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

TOM RAGAN  800-888-3598

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ _YES N

W7 SNAPTITE ALL, AMERICAN 1OSE IS THE DIVISION

; . . . + FREIGHT T BTN DETERMINED AT TTIME
Discount from current price list _40 OFF LIST 9 OF ORDER

Price List No, 17/ A Date of Price List  2/1 /2012

Warranly _10) YRARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES [TE Number: 12-0806

[18.

118,

Stocking Distributor?  Yes_ ¥y No

Lead time: 25 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate fow repair and service 5 N/A  (perhour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR
Mimimum order (ifany) $_ /A NO MINTMIM/$6000.00 FOR FREE TREIGHT

Handling tee if less than minimum arder % MiA

Mamef Telephone!/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

-CHRIS BIGGS 803-687-1098

Hayve vou supplicd the required Cataloss and List Price Sheets? X YES N0

Discount from current price list Y

Price List No.__ ~ Date of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

iead time:

Hourly rate [or repaiv and service § iper hour)
Mimimum order (ifany) §
Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have yvou supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price sheels™  YES_~ NO

SOUTH PARK

Discount from current price list 20 OFF LIST o

Price List No, N/A _ Date of Price List. 1/1/2012

Warranty 1 YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes  No ¥

Lead time: _DFEPENDS ON THE PART

Hourly rate for repair and service $_65 , 00 _{per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Mitimum order (iF any) S N A
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES I'TE Number: [12-086

Handling fee if less than minimum order & N/A
MName! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Fmergency Contact

ERICK S5CHMIDT  651-455-4510

Have you supplied the required Calalows and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES MO

120, SIGNAL VEHICLE PRODUCTS

Discount from current price list_20 OFF LIST o

Price List No. N/A Date of Price List  11/1/2011

Warramty SEE._PRICE LIST FOR WARRANTY INFO

Stocking Diistributor?  Yes X No

Lead time: _ DEPENDS ON THE PART

Hourly rate for repair and service § yj/ A (per hour) ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimwm order (if any) % N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order § N/A
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

PETE YATES 727-237-5262

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Shects? X C¥YES . NO

121. CLASS ONE (SPAN INSTRUMENTS)

Discount from cucrent price Hsi 10 OFF LIST %
Price List No. j/a ) Date of Price List 1 /1 /2012

Warranty _ 2 YEARS FROM DATT. OF DPURCHASE
Stocking Distributor? Yes ¥ No

Lead time:  2~4 WEEKS TROM DATE OF ORDER
Hourly rate for repair and service 5 N/A {per hour) ESTIMATE PRTOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order {ifany) 5 /A

Handling fec if less than minimum order § 3/A
Mamu/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

_ RUSS WALKER 352-629-5020

Have you supplied the required Catalogs snd List Price Sheets? _¥% YE& WO

-]
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/! SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

22, SPUMIFER

Discount from current price list %o

Price List Mo, _ Duwe of Price List a a
Woarranty

Stocking Dhstributor?  Yes . No

Lead time:
Hourly rate for repair and service 5 {per hout)

Minimum order (if any) §

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? _ YES (8]

123, SUPERVAC

Discount from current price list 25 OFF LIST iy

Price List No._ N/A _ DateofPrice List_1/1,/2012
Warranty _ 5 YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributer?  Yes Mo X
Lead time: _ 4-5 WREKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service $ 7000 (per hour)  ESTTMATE PRIOR TD ETPAIR

Minimum order (if any) & N£A

Handling fee it less than minimum order SN/ A
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Becper of Emergency Contact
— JON MOORE  80Q=525-5224 . —;

Have you supplied the required Cataloes and List Price Sheets? X YES MO

124, TNTTOOLS
) + IREIGHT T() BE DETTRMINED AT TIME
Discount from carrent price list 2 OFF _[IST % OF THE ORTER
Price List Mo,  N/A Brate of Price List._4,/15/7011

Warranly _ 30 DAYS FROM DATE. OI"_PURCHASE
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Mumber: 12-0806

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Moy
lead time:_1~2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service 8 NJ/A {per hour)

Minimum order (iFany) 8 N/A

Handling fee il less than minimum order § N/A

MName! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

MARK TRUJILIO 303-794-4741

Have you supplicd the required Cataloes and List Price Sheets? X ¥YES WO

125, TASK FORCE TIPS

Discount from current price list 1] OFF LIS Yo PARTS 5% OFF LIST
Price List Mo, /A ~ DateofPriceList  5/1/2011

Warranty 5 YRAR LIMITED . e
Stocking Distributor?  Yes ¥ No
Lead time:  2=4 WEEKS I'ROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 85 L0 (per how) BSTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATE
Minimum order (ifany) % agfp

Handling fee if less than minimum order & N/A

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beaper of Emerzency Contact

CHRTS CARSON  919-815-0081

Have vou supplied the vequired Cataloss and List Price Sheets? ¥ YIS MO

126, THOROGOOD BOOTS

Discount from current price list 20 OFF LIST %

Price List Mo, N/A ) _ DateolPrice List_1/23/2012

Warranty ] YEAR FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributor?  Yes ¥ No

Lead time: 1 yepg FROM- ORDER_DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 50/ A {per hour)

Minimum order (il any) § /A

Fi)



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

ITB MNumber 12-0806

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ 5 00 PER_ONE- PATR

MamedTelephone/CellfBeeper of Emergency Contact

JEFF BURNS 719-337-6690

Have vou supplied the requived Cataloss and List Price Sheets? b YES

[&19]

STREAMLIGHT
Discount from current price list 40) OFF LIST %
Price List No, N/A _ DaeofPrice List_3/1 /2012 ) -

Wuarranty . T,TMTTED. LIFETTME

Stocking Distributor?  Yes y Noo

Lead time: > WpEKS FROM-ORDER BATE

Houtly rate for repair and service § /A (per hour) ESTIMATE PRT{]]E-{ T REPATR
Minimum order {if any) 5_ 400,00 N0 MINIMIM FROM TEN-8 STOCK

Handling fee if less than minimum order § 30, 00

Name!I'clephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

~ MITCHELL POE  610-062-7247

Have vou supplied the required Catalors and List Price Sheets! X YES

SUPER FLAMEFIGHTER  SUPRRTOR FLAME FIGHTRR
Discount from current price lisl 25 OFF 1IS &

Frice List Mo, N/8 _ Date of Price List 1.2 /1/2011
Warranty LIMITED TIFETIME
Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo ®

Lead time: I WEEK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service §  n/a - (per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) . N/A

Handling fee if less than minjmum arder § HiA

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Comntact

-STEVEN PETERSCN  612-810-8900

8]

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ' I 4 1
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURFES

I'TB Mumber; 12-0806

129, SUPERIOR PNEUMATIC

Discount froom corrent price Hst Y
Price List No._ . ~ Date of Trice List
Warranty - =

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate tor repair and service § —{per hour)

Minimum order {ifany) §

Handling fee il less than minimum order §

Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheers? YES _

130, TASKMASTER

Discount from current price list Y

Price List Mo, _ Date of Price List

NO

Warranty

stocking Distribueor?  Yes No
Lead time: _

Howrly rate for repair and service § (per hour)

Minimum order (if any) §

Handling fec il less than minimum arder %

Mame/Telephone/CellBesper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalons and List Price Sheets? YES

[31. TEAM EQUIPMENT

Biscount Trom current price list - Wiy

Price List Mo, Date of Price List

Warranty
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Number: 120806

Stocking Distributor? Yes Mo,

Lead time:

Hewarly vate for repair and service 5 e i (per hour)

Minimum order (ifany) 5

Handling fce if less than minimum order §

Name/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the reguired Cataloss and List Price Sheels? o I b )

132. TELELITE

Discount from current price list 5 OFF LIST %

Price List Mo, W8 Dalccri‘PriceLim_z;ugm;_ -

Warranty _ LITTTIME ON MFG DEFECTS FOR LIGHTING HONDA PRODUCT 3 YREARS
Stocking Distributor?  Yes No ¢

Lead time: -2 WEEKS TROM LRDER DATE

Hourly rate tor repair and service § 25,00 (per hour) BSTIMATE PRTOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (iCany1 $ 25,00
Handling fee if less than minimum order § /4

Mame!lelephone/CelliBesper of Emergeney Contact

— KEVIN STEEVES.  585-733-3863 - —s
Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? y  YES = NO

133, TEMI'EST FANS

Di E rent price || y o OAWS & PARTS 15% OFF LIST+ FREIGHT
tscount from current price list 22 Opp p19p TO BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF ORDIR

B Date of Price List._ 7 /1/2012
Warranty SEF BACK OF THE CATALOG FOR ALL WARRANTTES OFFERED

Price List Mo, N/A

Stocking Distributor? — Yes ¥ No_
l.ead time: DEPENDS ON PRODUCT ORDERED BLOWER 3-4 WEEKS PARTS 5-7 DAYS

Hourly rate for repair and service 550,00 {per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (ifany) § NAs

B



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Number: 12-0806

134,

135.

Hundling fee i less than minimom order $ MN/A

Name/Telephone/Cell/Reeper of Emergency Contact

_ 800-346-2143
Have you supplied the required Catalogs and [ist Price Sheets? X YES NO
TOMAR

Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST Y

Prive List No.  N/A ] Date of Price List 1 fli_fﬁ(_]].].
Warranty 5 YR. ON MOST LED LIGI'I'J_'_S_, 2YR,5YR, 10 YR STROBE POWER SUPPLIES

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo ¥

Lead time: ]-2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service § 35,00 __iperhour) ESTIMATT, PRIOR 1O REPATR

Minimum order (ifanyy 5 N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order 5 Nfa

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

CUSTOMER STRVICFE. DEPARTMENT STIVIA FIORES  800-338-31717

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES N
TOPPS

Driscount [rom coreent price lise 4

Price Lisl No. Mate of Price List. -
Warranty ~

Stocking Distributor} Yes Mo

Lead time;

Haourly rate for repair and service 4 {per hour)

Minimum order (if any) 3

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

NamefTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Lmergeney Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalows and List Price Shepts? YES WO

gl



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

I'TH Mumber;: |2-0806

| 3.

137

(34,

TURTLE PLASTICS

Discount from current price list LO OFF LIST s, OF THE ORDER

I'rice Lisl No. N/ A Date of Price Last. 7/1 /2011

+ FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TTME

stocking Dhstribuear?  Yes X No

Lead time: 1 WEFK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 NJA _Apur hour}

Minimom oeder (ifanv) 5§ N/A

Llandling fee if less than minimum order 5 N/A

Name!lelephone/Cell/Boeper of Emergency Contact

KRISTEN BOYD  440-282-8008 EXT 211

Have you supplied the required Catalows and List Price Sheets? X YES

UNDERWATER KINETICS

Discount from curvent price list %

Price List No. _ Date of Price List

NG

Warranty

Stocking DHstribubor?  Yes No

Lead time:

Iourly rate for repair and service § _ iper hour)

Minitum order (if any) $

Handling fee il less than minimum order §

NamefTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?  YES§

UNITY LIGHTS

Discount from current price lisl : _ %
Price List No,_ ~ Date of Price List
Warranty

52
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SKECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES

I'TB Number: 12-0806

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes MNo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § _ {per hour)

Minimum ovder (i any ) $

HMandbing tee it less than minimum order $

Mame/ Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergeney Contact

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES

139 VANNER

Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST o

Price List Mo W/p ~ DateofPrice List  3/1 /2012
Waranty _1_YRAR FROM THE DATE_OF PURCHASE
stocking Distributor?  Yeg Mo ow

Lead time:  3-4 WEEKS TFROM ORDER DATE

SO

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 100,00 (per bourESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR

Minden order {ifanyd & N/A

Handling fee il less than minimum order % WA

Name/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emeruency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? s YES

140, VETTER
Discount from current price list o

Price List Mo, e ~ Date of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes. No

Lead time:

Hourly rate for vepair and scrvice § tper hour)

Minimum arder (if any) §
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Number: 12-0806

[41.

142,

Handling fee if less than minimeom order §

Mame!Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs snd List Price Sheets? _ YRS NQ
WARRINGTON PR

Diseount from current piice list T

Price List Mo, _ Dateof Price List i
Warranty

Stocking Distributor? Yes Mo

Lead time:

ourly rate for repair and service $ (per hour)

Minimuom order (i any) &

Handling fee it less than ninimum order $

Mame!Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? YES ™

WATEROUS FIMPS

CALL FOR ,PRI["I"JG
Discount from cwreent price list % pARTS 10% OFF LIAST

Price List No. F1056-F1076 Date of Price List_3/1/2012
Warranty prMpsS 5 YEARS  PARTS O0_DAYS

Stocking Distributor?  Yes % Mo

Lead time: PIMPS 4~6 WEEKS PARTS LEAD TIMES VARY
Hourly rate for repairand service 8 NJA _{per hour)

Minimum order (if any) % N/A

Handling fec if less than minimum order 8 /A

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

— MAIN OFFTCE 651-450-5000 SERVICE 651-450-5200
X

YLS ND)

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Mumber: [2-0806

143

144.

[45,

WELDON
Discount from current price list_20 OFF TIST % PARTS 10% OFF LIST
Price List No._ N/A ) _ Date of Price List 3/5/2012

Warranty _2-5 YEARS ON SELECTED LED LIGHTING 4 YEARS ON VMIX

Stocking Distributor?  Yeg Mo X

Lead time: 2:—3 WEBES FEOM QRDEJ.{_ DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service $ 50,00 (perhour} ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR
Minimum order (if any) £ 60,00 -
Handling fee i less than minimum order 5_25 00

Mame/Telephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Cootact

,B;AMO ROGSBU 330-263-9521  JUSTIN HOWELL  330-464-7707

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES N

WIHELEN ENGINEERING

Discount from current price list_25 OFF LIST o

Price List No. PI,12., OWL Date of Price List_12/22/2011 THRU &/30/2012
Wartanty _SEE PRICE SHEET

Stocking Distributer?  Yes X No

Hourly rate fir répair and service § N/A  (perhour) ESTIMATE FRIOR TO REPATR

Minimum order (if any) §_ 60,00

Handling fue if less than minimum order § N/A

Name/Telephone/Cell/Besper of Emergency Contact

_ WHELEN 860-526-9504

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? X YES M
WILL BURT

+ IREICGHT TO BE DETERMINED [
Discount from current price list 10 OFF LIST % OF THE ORDER o AT INE

Price List No. N/A _ Date of Price List _ 4/1/2011

Warcanty _ 2 YEARS TROM DATE OF PURCHAST
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SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATTONS/ SIGNATURES

ITB Number: 12-0806

[ 46.

147,

Stocking Distributor?  Yes Mooy

Lead time: 2-3 WEEKS FROM (ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service $ 150,000 (per hour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (iCany) § 3/

Landling fee if less than minimum order § NIA =

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beoper of Emergency Contace

JEFF MITLIGAN  330-684-5208

Have yvou supplied the requived Catalogs and List Price Sheets® ¥ YES

WINCO GENERATORS

Miseount from current price lisl iy

Price List No, ] Duate of Price List

N

Warranty

Swocking Distributor?  Yes Mo

Lesd time:

Houtly rate for repair and service § {per hour)
Mininum order (iCany) §

Handling fee it Tess than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Coll/Beeper of Emerzency Contact

1%

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheets? YES
WINDSOL,
Discount from current price list - %

Price 1.ist Mo, _ Date of Price List

Warranty

Stocking Dhstributor?  Yes Mo

Lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 x (per howr)

Minitmum order (if any) §

&0



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Nurmber: 12-0806

Handling lee if less than minimum order $

Names Telephone/CellfBeeper of Emergency Contact

Heve you supplied the required Cataloss and List Price Shects? YES MO

F48. WILLIAMS FOAM
_ , , I%;.% ABOVE 05T + FRETGHT TG BIW DETERMINED AT T IME
hscount from current price 1% ke OF THE ORDER

Price List No. /A Date of Price List_1/1/2011

Warranty 20 YREARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distributor?  Yes X Mo

Hourly rate for vepair and service % N/A et hour)
Minimum order (ifany) 5 5 GALTONS

Handling fee if less than minimum arder § N/A

MameTelephone/Cell!Beeper of Lmeruency Comtact

NON LEEDY 651-336-1000

Have vou supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ _¥YES _ M

149, WORDEMN

Discount from cutrent price Hst %

Price List Mo, Date of Price List -
Warranty .

Stocking THatributor? Yes Mo

lead time:

Hourly rate for repair and service § _iper howrd

Minimum order (ifany) §

Handling fee il less than minimum order %

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? __¥ES N

B



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITB Numbur: | 2-0806

150, ZEPHYR

Dhiseount from current price list U
Price List No, _ Date of Price List_
Woarranty

Stocking Distributor?  Yes  No

Lead tine:

_i{per hour)

Hourly rate for repair and service §

Minimwm order (ifanv) §

Handling fee if less than minimun order $

MName/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

Llave you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ___¥E§ N

L51. FIAMATIC
+ FREIGHT TCG BE DETERMINED AT TIME
Discount lrom current price list 25 OFFT LIST %  OF THE ORDER

Price List No.__ N/A Date of Price List 1/1/2012 -

Wareanly _90 DAYS TROM DATE OF PURCHASE
stocking Distributor?  Yes  Noy

Lead time: _1-15 DAYS DEPENDS ON THE TTFM
Hourly rate for repair and service 8 N/A — [perhourp
Mimimum order (ifany)$ 25,00
Handling fee if less than minimum order § 5,00
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beoper of Emergency Contact

MIKE ADAMS VP BOO-711-3473

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets?  w  YES . ND

| 52 LICO
+ FRETGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TTME
Discount from curvent price list. 25 OFT LIST %  OF THE ORDER

Price List N, N/A  Dateof Price List  1/1/2012

Warranty_90 DAYS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Number: 12-0806

Stocking Distribuccr?  Yes No X
Lead time: 1-15 DAYS DEPENDS ON THE ITEM
ourly rate for repair and service §_ N/A {per hour)

Minimum order (il any) § 25,00

Handling fee if less than minimum order $2 . 00

Mame/Telephome/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

MIKE ADAMS VP 800-711-3473

Have you supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets” ¥ _¥YES NGO

Replacement parts, vepair and service not previonsly noted that your firm may wish to bid {attuch additional
sheets if necessary).

Part/Repair/Service Bidding:
~ FIRE COM ==
Liiscount from current price list  150FF 1,181 %
Price List No,_ N/A Date of Price List 1/1/2012 B

Warranty 2 YFARS FROM DATE OF PURCHAST
Stocking Distributer?  Yes X No

lead time: 2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service § (per hourd  ESUTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (ifany} 5 N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order § _Nfﬁ_
Mamu/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

- BARRY JACKSON _ 859-489-8595
Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥  YES WO

Will your firm accept Visa? Yes ¥ No

&9



SECTION 4 — PRICING! CERTIFICATIONS SIGNATURES I'TE Mumber: 12-0806

Additional Sheet

Manufacturer: TRUE NORTH GEAR _
_ . + FREIGHT T BE DETERMINED AT T IME
Diseount from corrent price st 10_0OFF LIST Yo O THE O RDER

Price List No. N/A Date of Price List_1/1 /2012

Warranly LIMITED LIFETTIME

Stocking Distributer?  Yes X No
Lead time: 2 WIFKS _FROM ORDER DATT,
Hourly rale for repair and service § N/ A [per howr )

hlairmm order (1 apy) & N/ A

Femdling lee il less than minimum order 5,00 TESS THAN 125.00

Mame/Telephane/CellfDesper ol Emerpency Contact

DREW MELSON  302-260-1100

IHave vou supplied the required Catalogs and |ist Price Sheets? X YER R

Manufacturer: TNT RESCUE TOOLS
Discount (rom current price list_ () % FREIGHT I8 INCLUDED
Price List Mo, N/A i Date of Price List BfT.ng[]l_E

Warranty | IMITED LIEEEIME

Stogking Distributer?  Yes Mod

Lead time: 3—4 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for vepair and service 5 N/ A _lper howCONTACT DEAN SHEPARD AT SOUTHERN

i o RESCUE TO0LS
Minimum order (ifany) §_ N/A

Handling lee 11 less than minipoum order § N/A )
MamuTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

__ DEAN SHEPARD 727-417-4511

Heave you supplicd the required Catalogs and |List YES
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SECTION 4 ~ PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURES IIH Mumber: 12.0806

Additional Sheet

Maunufaeturer: ey PIMPS
. . +FREICHT TO BE DE TERMINED AT TIME
[Hseount from cureent price list 10 OTF LTST O THID OF DER

Price List Mo, N/A Pate of Price List 3/1 /2012

Warramty 2 YEARS ON PIMPS_ 2 YEARS CAFS 1 YEAR ON SKID UNITS

Stocking Distributor?  Yes No W
Lead time: 24 WERKS FROM ORDER TIATE
Hourly rate for repair and service § {per hour)  ESTIMATE PRICR TO REPATR

Bdinimum order (iFanyd 5 400,00

Handling lee il less than minimum order §  N/A

Mame Telepbone/CelliBeeper of Emersency Contact

JERRY HALPTN  845-863-9219

Have you supplied the required Catalops and 1ist Price Sheets? ¥ vYES M

Manufacturer: ¥y FIRE HOSE
R + FREIGHI TO BE DETERMINED AT TTME
Pseount from current price list40 OFF 1.IS % OF THE O RDER

Price List No, N/A Date of Price List_1/1/2010
Warranty 10 YEAR

Stoecking Distributor?  Yes X Mo

Lead tme: _&=5 WhEKS. FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service § N/A  {per hiur)

Minimum order (ifanyd § N/A _

N/A

Handling fee if less than minimum order §

Mame/Telephone/Cell/lieeper of Emergency Contact

 TOBY MATTHEWS 800-447-5666

Have vou supplied the required Catalops and List YES
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SECTION 4 = PRICING! CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Mumber 12-0806

Additional Sheet
Manufacturer: EVAC SYSTEMS

Digcount from corrent price list 10 OFF LIST %
Price | ist No,_21 Date of Price List 1 /1 /201 1
Warranty _LIMITED LITFRTTME

Stocking Distributer?  Yes X Wo
Lead time: L-3 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 N/A __(per how') ESTTMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR
Minimum order (famd 550,00

Handling fee if less than minimum order § 10, 00
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact
_LAURIE MCCUNE  309-235-0204.

Have you supplied the required Calalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ YE& MO

Manufacturer: FTREADE

; . AR o * FREIGHT TO BE DETTRMINED AT TIME
Discount from current price list L0 OFF LIST % 0F THE ORDER

Price List No. 17/ (ate ol Price List. 2011

Warranty N/A

Stocking IMstriboior?  Yes X Mo
Leadtime: ] WEEK IROM URDER DATE

Hourly rate lor repuir and service 5 N/A (per hour)

Minimum arder (itany) s /A 640 GALLON GETS FREE TREIGHT
Handling fee il'less than minimum aeder 5 J7/8
Mame/Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Conlact

—JEFFREY SHIRK 770-460-7793

Have vou supplicd the required Catalops and List YES

]



SECTION 4 - PRICING! CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Mumbar: 12-0806

Additional Sheet

PERFORMANCE ADWVANTAGE COMPANY
Discount from current price list_ 1) oFp_1,197 %

Price List No, N/A ) Date of Price List 11/15/2011

Manufacturer:

Warranty LIMITED |, TFETIME

Stocking Distibutor®  Yes ¥ Noo

Lead time: 1 WEEK TFROM OQRDER DATE

Hourly rate loe repair and service S N/A (per hour)
binimum ovder (if any ) & M/ A ) o
Handling fee if less than minimum order § M/ A
Mame/Telephone/CellfBesper of Emergency Contact

_MIRE MCGUTRE  888-786-8785

Heve you supplied the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? ¥ YES NO
Manufacturer:

JUNK YARD i
_ S + FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TTME
Discount from current price list __ 10 (FF LIST % O THE ORDER

Price List Mo, N/A Date of Price List] /25 /2012
warranly LIMITED LIFETIME 0N WORFMANSHIT

Slocking Distibutor?  Yes Moy

Lead time: _ Z=4 WEEKS FROM ORDER. DATE
Hourly rale for repair and serviee § N/A ~(per howr)
ddinirum order {ifuny) f‘?:_f’J;‘l_ri'!'L

Handling fee if less than minimum order § N/A

MameTelephone!/CelliBeeper of Emerpency Contact
_1OM HURD  215-407-6903

Have you supplicd the reguired Cataloes and List ¥ES

B0



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURLES [TB Mumber: 1 2-0806

Additional Sheet
Manufacturer:  [FTRE RESEARCH CORPORATTON + FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TIME

Discounl from corrent price list 15 OFF 1TIST % OF THE ORDER
Price List Mo, N/A o [Jale ol Priee Lise 4 /1 /2011
Warranty _Z—3 YTARS ON LED LIGHTS

stocking Distributor?  Yes Mo X
Lead time: 1 -2 WREKS FROM ORDER DATE

Haourly rale lor repair and service 5 N/A _ (per hour) BESTTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (i any) 5 N/ A

[Landling lee 1 less thar minimwm order § N/A

Mamel/Telephome/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

TOH MENG UP  516-909-2692

Have you supplied the required Catalows and List Price Shoets? W _YES  NO

Manufaeturer: COSMAS BOOTS
Diseount from current price list 20 OFF LIST %
Prive List Mo, N/A Date of Price List 1 /1/2012 )

Warranty 3 YEARS FROM DATE OF PURCHASE

Stocking Distribuler?  Yes ¥ Mo

Lead imes 12 WEERS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service § Nfﬁ {per hour)

hinimum order (if any) S;I‘I.-"J"l

Fiandling lee i less than minimum order § WA

Mane! Telephone/Cell/Beeper of Emorgency Conlacl

MARC BOUCHARD 603-292-6259

Have you supplied the reguived Cawlogs snd List YES

i



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURLS 1Y Number: 12-0806

Additional Sheet

Manufactorer: -
RiEL. THCE + FREIGHT T0 BE DETERMINID AT TIME
Discount from carrent price list_25 OFF LIST %  OF THE ORDER

Price List No,  NJ/A _ DuteofPrice List_20719
Warranty _ 5 YEAR

Stocking Distributor? Yo MoX

Lead time: _1-4 WEFKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repair and service §  NAA (e o) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REFPATR

Minimum oder (ifany ) S NSA

Handling fee if less than minimum order §  N/A
NameTelephone/CellMeaper o Emerzency Conlacl

ERIK STTWART  386-760-0796

Have you supplied the required Catalons and List Price Sheeis? ¥ YES 8]

Manufacturer:  TURBO DRADT
+ FRETGHI TO BE DETERMINED AT TTME
Discount from current price list_5 OFTF T.JS 4 O0F THE (ORDER

Price List No. N/A _ DatcofPrice List_1/1 /2012
Warranty 24 YEAR

Stocking Distributor?  Yes X No

Lead limer _1=2 WIHEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hesarly rate for repair and service § M/A  (perhoury ESTTMATE FRTOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (ifany) 5175, (00

Handling fee if less than minimum order 5 N/A

Mame/T'elephone/CellBeeper of Emergency Contact

ITENRY LOVETT 267-228-6098

Have vou supplied the required Catalogs and List YIS

o



SECTION 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURES ITE Mumber: 12-0806

Additional Sheet

Muanufacturer: RESCUR 47
i o + FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TIME
Discount from current preice list ﬂFF LIST L OF THE ORDER

Price 1ist M /A Iates af Price List. 1/1 /2012

Warranty 5 YEARS ON ALL BUT, STRAPS AND BAGS

Stocking Distrivuior?  Yes Moy

Pead time: 2 WEEKS FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and service 5 N/A iper nour) BSTTMATE PRIOR TO RIPAIR
Minimum order (iFany) § 1/ _

Handling fee if less than minimum order § N/A

Mame! Telephone/CellfBeeper of Emcrgency Contact

LYDIA AGURKIS  888-427-3728

Have vou supplicd the required Catalogs and List Price Sheets? = X YES N0

Manufacturer: LY}, SAFETY SYSTEMS
Discount from current price list_5 OFF LIST %
Price List Moo /A Pate ol Price List 1 /1 /2012
Warranty 2 YEAR LIMITED ]
Stocking Distributor?  Yes X Noo
Leadtime: ]—4 WEKKS FROM ORDER DATE
Hourly rate for repairand service § 13/ 4 e hour)
Winimum order (ifany) § 325, 00

Handling fee if less than minimum order $ 15, (10 o

Mame/'elephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

ERIN MORTATY 208-726-4072 EXT 3701

Huve you supplied the required Catalops and List g
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SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/ SIGNATURE S ITH Mumber: [2-0806

Additional Sheet

Manufacturer: W g
EREV 208 + FREIGHT TO BE DETERMINED AT TIME
Digeount from current price st _ 10 OFF 1LIST % OF THE 0O RDER

Price ListNo,_ N/A Date of Priee List 1/1/2012
Warranty 1 YEAR TROM DATE OF PURCHASE
Stocking Distributor?  Yes_ X No

Lead ime: 4 WEFKS FROM ORDER DATE

Huourly rute forrepair and service 5 N/A_ tperbour) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPATR
Minimum order (iFanyd § 550, 00

Handling fee if less than minimum order § 15.00

Mame/ Velephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

RYAN DAVISON 541-731-9146
Llave you supplied the required Catalogs und List Price Sheets? K__ YES N0

Manufacturer:  [EADER NO RTH AMERICA
Discount from current price list 25 OFF LIST %

Price List Mo, N/4 N Date ol Price List 12/2011

Warranly 6 YEAR 2 YEAR ON HONDA MOTORS ONLY

Stocking Distributor?  Yesr Mo

Lead time: _ 2-4 WRFKS FROM _ORDER DATE

Hourly rate for repair and serviee §_ N/A  (per howr) ESTIMATE PRIOR TO REPAIR

Minimum order (ifany) 8 N/A

Handiing fee if less than minimum arder . NA/

MameTelephone/Cell/Beeper of Emergency Contact

CHRIS FOX T04-348-6720

Have you supplied the required Catalops and List YES
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SECTHON 4 - PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS! SIGNATURES ITH Mumber: 12-0806

Additional Sheet

Manufacturer:  RESCUE TECHNOLOGY
+ FRE ) DI ; )
IJizcount from current price list _ 5 ORF LIST % OF 'EI}C]-:IE-ITD%%EEE DHTTRHINED AF s

Price ListNo,_ N/fA _ DateofPrice List__ 1/27/2012
Warranty LIMITED T (1) YRAR

stocking Distribuior?  Yes X Mo

foead time: 1-12 WEEK FROM ORDER DATE

Hourly rate o repair and service 5 N/A __lperhour)  ESTTMATTE PRIOR TO REPATR
Minimim order (iFany) 8 125,00

Handling e 11 less than minimum order 5 15,00
MNume/Telephone/Cellilieeper of Emergeney Contact

_ BEENARD HAYNE 770-832-9694

Have you supplied the required Catalops and List Price Sheeis? X YER NO

Manufacturer: NATIONAL FOAM

Discount from current price list 20 OFF LIST % +EEE%E$FGTR%EBEE DETERIINED AT TTHE
Price List No.__ /4 Date of Price List 2/1 /2011

Warranty, [MI' TED

Stocking Distribulor?  Yes_ No ¥

Leadume | WEEK FROM OHDER DATT
Houwrly rale for repairand service 5 N/fa _ [per hour)

Minimom order (il any) 5 125,00 .

Handling fee if less than minimum order & N/A )

Mame/Telephone/Cell/Besper of Emergency Contact

CHELS CARSON  919-815-008]

Have you supplied the required Catalogs and List  yTig

|



SECTION 4 — PRICING/ CERTIFICATIONS/! SIGNATURES ITE Number: | 2-0806

By Signing this Bid the Ridder Attests and Certifics that:

e ltsatisfies all legal requirements {as an enlity) to do business with the Caunty,

e The undersigned vendar acknowledges that award of & contract fay be comtingent upon u determination by the
County that the vendor has the capacity and capability to successfully perform the contract,

¢ The bidder hereby vertifies that it understands all requirements of this solicitation, and that the undersigned
individual is duly authorized 1o cxecute this bid document and any contract(s) and/or other transactions required
by award of this solicitation,

Certification Regarding Acceptance of County Eleetronic Payable Process
Vendar will accept payment using the County's VISA- based elecironic pavinent systent: [3] Yes [] No

Purchasing Agreements with Other Government Agencics

This section is optional and will not affect contract award, 1f Lake County awarded vou the proposed contract,
would you scll under the same terms and conditions, for the same price, o other governmental agencies in the State
of Florida? Lach governmental agency desiring to accept to ulilize this contract shall be responsible for its own
purchases und shall be liable only far materials or services ordered and received bvit, [x] Yes [ No(Check ong)

Certification Regarding Felony Conviction
Has any officer, director, or an exceutive performing equivalent duties, of the bidding entity been convicted of a
lelony during the past ten (103 years? [] Yes [ No (Check onc)

Confllet of Interest Disclosure Certification

Exeept as listed below, no employee, officer, or agent of the firm has any conflicts of interest, real or apparent, due
to ownership, other clients, contracts, or interests associated with this projeet; and, this bid is made without prior
understanding, agreement, or comection with any corporation, firm, or person submitiing a proposal for the same
services, and is in all respects fair and without collusion ar fraud.

DUNS Number (Insert if this action involves a federal funded project): 03=968-0376

'Ee.nm-nl Vendor Information and Bid Signature:

Firm Name:  TEN-§ FTRE FQUIPMENT, TNC.

Street Address: 2904 S59TIT AVENUE DRIVE EAST BRADENTON, FL 34203
Mailing Address (if different):
Telephone No.: (800) 228-8368  Fax No.: (941)756-2598 E-mail: infolten8fire. com

FEIN Mo, 59 - 2812764 Prompt Payment Terms: Yo days, net 30
Signature: 1Y) ugéég A L Date: Nl o e

Print MName: _,"\_ﬂ,_gb‘\'f.- o T e P Title: .SAJ-E&;.—-FZ‘(- \_ﬁ =

| Award of Contract by the County: (Official Use Only)

By signature below, the County confirms award to the above-identified vendor under the above identified
solicitation, A separate purchase order will he generaled by the County 1o supporl the contraet,

Vendor awarded as:

[l Sale vendor AT Pre-qualitied pool vendor based on price
(L] Pre-qualified peol vendor {spot bid) [ Primary vendor for items:
[] Secondary vendor for items: = Other status:

Signature of authorized Counly official: kw—,}f{.{l-tz_-{_{-ﬁ_yc--rb’ “}‘—Aﬁﬁ-ﬁfm AP A E

Printed name: f@aﬁﬁﬂf’? r},';;/_-;/,?}}?/'] 'I‘itlurzw, zf,t‘,{t:?_-—;m st (AL o
Purchase Order Number assigned to this contract for billing purposes: 7 A/) f Y/
L - £

o




SECTION 5 —ATTACHMENTS T Number: | 2-0806

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED

Attachment 1: Work References

G2



L2000

SECTION 5 - ATTACHMENTS VB Number
WORK REFERENCES
Agency | WOTIISTA COUNTY FIRT SERVICE
addess | 125 W. NEW YORK AVIENUE, SUITE 220

City,State ZIF

DELAND, FL 32720

Cositact Mersen

VANN CADE

Tekphone | 386-527-6613
Pl | ON-GOING
Typeof ;
Sevice | TOUTEMENT AND APPARATILS
Comiments:
Ageney | DRCHOLA COUNTY FIRE SERVICES
Mddress | 390 N, BEAUMONT AVENUE

Cily, Stae, Z1T

KISSTMMEE, FL 34741

Contaer Person

TERTA ENICEERDBOCEER

Telephove | 321-624-8176
Dareis) of :
e | oN- GOING
Type of
sevice | EQUIPMENT AND APPARATUS
Cormrments:
Agency | JRANGE COUINTY FIRE SERVICE
address | 4400 VINELAND ROAD
CinStaeZIF | ORLANDD, FL 32811

Contact Parson

HECTOR ACEVELX)

telephone | 407-836-8243

D) of

00 | ON-GOTNG

Tveel | MTSC. BOULPMENT
Commenis:

83
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CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

TEMSF-1

OP I1D: RA

DATE (MDY
03lavmM2

| IMPORTANT:

PRODUCER

INSUREDR

Glfford-Helden Ins Ing
P. 0, Box 428

Venice, FL 34284
Russ Glfford

Ten-8 Fire Equipment Ing &

THIG CERTIFICATE 15 I1SSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION OHLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIBMATIVELY OR MEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW, THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL IH-.‘E‘.U-RED, tha pollcy{les) must be andorsod,
thao terms and conditlons of the policy, cortaln pollclos may require an endarsement, A statement an this carificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holdar In lleu of such oncersemaent{s).

If SUBROGATION 1S WAIVED, subjact to

941-484-0681| 5
941-485-3835 |

EGNT&CT

N
{.I'UL': Ha, Extl:
CEaAEL
ADDRELSS:

i
A, Kol

Ten 8 Fire & Safefy Equipment

of Georgia, LLC
2904 59th Ave Dr E
Bradenton, FL 34203

COVERAGES

CERTIFICATE NUMBER:

INSURER(S) AEFORDING GOVERATE _ HmCw
insLUEER A YAlRY Fargn insuranca Co 20508
insurer & - National Fire Ins Co 20478
INSURER & __c:ummcm.u Casaralty Co 20443
INSURER b :

INSURER E ;
| insusERE

RE'I.I’I SIGN N LI MBER

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANGE LISTED BELOWY HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INTHCATED, MOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OF OTHER DOCUMEMT WITH RESPECT TO WIHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIM, THE INSURAMCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN 15 SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERME,
EACLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH MOLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLATMS.

Lake Coun
of Gounty

DESCRIPTION OF QPERATIONS ¢ LOTATHING I VEHICLES {Altach ACORD 101, Adililicnal Raairks Scludule, T nkore apade I3 regulrady

A Paolitical subdivision of the State of Florida, and the Board
ommissioners are included as additional Insured as thelr

interest may appear on all applicable liahility policies,

L] sua
it TYRE DF INSURANCE PRy POLIEY HUMBER B o vt | D LTS
OENERAL LIAHILITY EACH ODCURFENCE 5 1,000,000
A | X | COMMERCIAL GEMERAL LIABILITY ¥ | X (2091535545 o7faem1 | 0Ff30M2 E’&E&ﬁ?;?&ﬂg%m; RE: 100,000
|ma1s-man|: | X | CCLUR | MED EXP {Any ana peraon) | § 5,004
i PERSOMAL & ADY INJURY | 5 1,000,000
) | GEHERAL AGGREGATE s 2,000000
| GERL AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLICS POR PRODUCTS - COMPIOR AGG | § 2,000,000
rouer [ X[ | Jwee | i Emp Ban. s 112000000
| AUTOMDDILE LIABILITY 1 ey LM Ty 1,000,000
B | X |y auro | X | X 20719885832 073011 | DFBOMZ | BOUILY INJURY (Per porson] | &
¥ [ ALl L SDCULE I BODILY INJURY (Par gosdont)|
| X | o auTos | X lo” r“"'""”"” i e i —
| X Plr-' swuuu 5
| X | umereLLALIA | X | accur FACH QUCURRENGE ] 3,000,000
[ | ExcEssLiAn clamMsmang X | X 2048065914 07301 Q713012 | AGaREGATE k2 _H,Dﬂﬂ,ﬂﬂﬂl
| oeo | X | rovermans ooy | 5
| WORKERS COMPERSATION WEETATO. | |OTH
ARD EMPLOYERS LIABILITY YN i il—”ﬁm'b l il
B | ANY PROPRIETORPARTHERE XECHTIVE 2087574121 040112 | 0UM3 | g sack AcoiBesT 5 1,000,000
OFFICCRMCRELR CRCLUOCET E Hoal
iMaridatary In NI-I:| [ EL DISEASE - EA EMILOYEE § 1,000,000
ll:IE dnsorba i
bﬁ-HII’IfUN U*— u=|:H:-.|lu~:-s halow | C.L. CHSCASE - POLICY LIMIT | & 1,000,004
B |Garage Liab 2071988532 07130111 | 07130112 |OcefAgg iz
B ||3HLL 2071938632 071311 0712 |GKLL 1,800,000

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

Lake County, A Political
Subdivision of the State of FL
& the Board of County Comm

FO BOX 7800

TAVARES, FL 327¥78-7800

ME—— |

LAKEDS

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESGRIBED POLIGIES BE CANGELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, MOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED

ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS,

AFTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

IN

Rurry Loy

ACORD 25 (2010105}

The ACORD name and logeo are registered marks of ACORD

© 19882010 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.



CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: David D. Peters

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 64-2017; ARESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE
FORCE MAIN EASEMENT AND QUIT-CLAIM DEED WITH MARTIN COUNTY FOR
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A SEWAGE FORCE MAIN AT THE WITHAM FIELD
AIRPORT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Non-Exclusive Easement and Quit-Claim Deed for the sewage force main that had to be relocated as a part of
the EMAS construction at Witham Field Airport.

Funding Source:
N/A
Recommended Action:

Adopt Resolution No. 64-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
R64-2017 Non-Exclusive Sewage Force .

o Main Easement and Quit-Claim Deed 6/5/2017 Resolution add

Witham Field - Martin County to Y drive

Non-Exclusive Sewage Force Main
o  Easement and Quit-Claim Deed Witham 6/5/2017 Attachment
Field - Martin County



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 64-2017

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A
NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT AND
QUIT-CLAIM DEED WITH MARTIN COUNTY FOR OPERATION
AND MAINTENANCE OF A SEWAGE FORCE MAIN AT THE
WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

* %k ok ok Xk

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA, that:

SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Stuart hereby authorizes the execution of Non-
Exclusive Sewage Force Main and Quit-Claim Deed with Martin County on property located at
Witham Field Airport for operation and maintenance of a sewage force main as noted on the
attached legal description and sketch.

SECTION 2: This resolution shall take effect upon adoption.



Resolution No. 64 - 2017
Witham Field Airport Sewage Force Main Easement

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its

adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner upon being put to

a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:

YES | NO | ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR
TOM CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this 12" day of June, 2017.

ATTEST:
CHERYL WHITE TROY A. MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



This instrument prepared by:
Jeffrey Dougherty
Engineering Department
Real Property Manager

2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996

Project Name: Alrport EMAS Utllity Easement - 1939
PCN: '

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR PROCESSING DATA

NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT

THIS NON-EXLUSIVE SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT executed and delivered this _dayof
, 2013, by and between MARTIN COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of
Florida, whose post office address is 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida 34998 (hereinafter the
“Grantor”), and the CITY OF STUART, a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, whose post office
address is 121 SW Flagler Avenue, Stuart, Florida 34994 (hereinafter the “Grantee”).

WHEREAS, Grantee has requested Grantor 10 grant a non-exclusive sewage force main
easement (the “Easement”) to Grantee on that certain land described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto
and made a part hereof (the “Easement Premises”), which Easement is for the purposes of providing
Grantee with access to and use of the Easement Premises for construction, maintenance and operation
of a sewage force main focated within the Easement Premises, subject to certain terms and conditions
set forth herein, and

WHEREAS, this grant of Easement complies with Sec. 125.38, Florida Statutes.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of Ten and No/100 Dollars ($10.00) and for other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, Grantor hereby
grants to Grantee the Easement over, under and across and through the Easement Premises, subject to
the following terms, covenants and conditions:

1. Purposes and Permitted Uses. Grantee, its agents and employees may use the Easement

Premises for the construction, reconstruction, replacement, operation, maintenance and
repair of a sewage force main constructed by the City of Stuart, within the Easement
Premises, and for ingress and egress in, under, over, across, and through the Easement
Premises as may be reasonably necessary, to carry out the purposes of his Easement.

2. Restoration of the Easement Premises. All areas disturbed by the Grantee or its agents in
accomplishing the above stated purposes and permitted uses will be restored to a condition
comparable to or better than that which existed at the commencement of the above-stated
construction, reconstruction, replacement, operation, maintenance, and/or repair.
Minimum restoration will include grading or sodding the disturbed area.
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3. Notice and Approval. Prior to accessing the Easement Premises, the Grantee shall notify the
Air Traffic Control Tower and Airport Director or his designee, stating the purpose of the
entrance, duration thereof, equipment to be used, and such other information as the said
Airport officials may require, and Grantee shall not enter the Easement Premises until
authorized to do so by said Airport officials.

4. Transferability. Grantee shall not assign or otherwise transfer its interest in this Easement
without the express, written consent of the Martin County Board of County Commissioners.
Any attempt to assign or transfer the Easement without the required consent shall nullify
the Easement and all rights thereto.

5. Relocation. If for any reason, Grantor determines that the sewage force main or any part
thereofl, iocated within the Easement Premises must be relocated, Grantee shall cause the
said sewage force main, or any part thereof and the Easement Premises to be relocated at

Grantee’s sole cost and expense.

6. Grantor's Rights. The Grantor hereby reserves the right to full use and enjoyment of the
Easement Premises except for such uses that may unreasonably interfere with the exercise
by Grantee of the rights granted herein. Grantor shall not construct any building,
permanent structure or obstruction over or on the Easement Premises, provided however,
that none of the rights granted herein to the Grantee shall prohibit Grantor from the use
and enjoyment of the Easement Premises for the purpose of providing ingress and egress to
any adjoining property of Grantor.

7. Binding Effect. This Easement shall run with the land and shall be binding upon and inure to
the benefit of the parties hereto, their respective heirs, grantees, successors and assigns.

8. Covenants and Warranties. Grantor hereby covenants with the Grantee that Grantor is
lawfully seized of the Easement Premises in fee simple, subject to regulatory authority of
the Federal Aviation Administration, and that Grantor has Bood and lawful authority to grant
and convey this Easement. Grantor fully warrants the title to the Easement Premises and
will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever, except the United
States of America.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has signed and sealed these presents the day and year
first above written.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,
MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA

CAROLYN TIMMANN SARAH HEARD, CHAIR
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
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APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL D. DURHAM, COUNTY ATTORNEY

Acknowledged and Accepted:
The City of Stuart, Florida, a municipal
Corporation of the State of Florida,
As Grantee
ATTEST:

By:

Mayor

Clerk

Approved as to Form and Correctness:

City Attorney

Date:

CCM 10/14/2013 . 73 o0f169



- seuae P —— o riam—. Priamten smen W s ey N

PR - N % C S e e 4

e ————————ieeee
— — e —

. o Y SURVEYOR'S NOTES
5.,2m:_mlw.w s [ 3 r T .
; 2 Z 1. THE BEARINGS AS SHOWN HEREON ARE BASED
i 3G\ N\ T 2 w =t | ON STATE PLANE COORDINATES, NORTH AMERICAN
CITly OF IN= s L s | DATUM OF 83/90, FLORIDA EAST ZONE.
STHART | | &E . 2 | - REFERENCE A BEARING OF N25°58'46"W ALONG
. & =, THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE' OF THE WITHAM FIELD
g € NS . @ O.v\m AIRPORT, MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA.
10 - W : B .
bonterey mo) IELD AAW.NW 2. THIS IS NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY.
. 1 -
I AIA , ._“__u \ 7O 3 THIS SKETCH. AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION SHALL
A % I TE ST. LUCEINLET NOT BE VALID UNLESS PROVIDED IN ITS ENTIRETY
AN NN N CONSISTING OF SHEETS 1 THROUGH 3.
o )7 Oy
4 ) .
.am. 20"
% P ‘ R
e N , .
Z - - -~ PORT 3

LOCATION MAP

(NOT TO SCALE)
SURVEYOR S CERTIFICA TToN

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE “SKETCH TO ACCOMPANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION™ AS SHOWN HEREGN WAS' PREPARED UNDER
MY DIRECTION AND CHARGE ON DECEMBER 11, 2012, AND THAT SAID "SKETCH TO ACCOMPANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION® IS
TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. IT IS FURTHER CERTIFIED THAT THIS “SKETCH TO-
ACCOMPANY LTGAL DESCRIPTION" COMPLIES ‘WITH THE MINIMUM TECHNICAL STANDARDS FOR "SKETCH TO ACCOMPANY
LEGAL DESCRIPTION" ‘SET FORTH. BY THE FLORIDA BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS AND MAPPERS IN CHAPTER
5J-17. FLORIDA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE PURSUANT TO SECTION 472.027;, FLORIDA STATUTES.

EXHIBIT "A®

BETSY LINDSAY, INC,

SURVEXGRS EWW MARE

EQ | A. LINDSAY. NOT VALID WITHOUT THE SIGNATURE
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A PORTION OF WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT IN
THE HANSON GRANT, MARTIN COUNTY, FL

SKETCH AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION]

.SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT

'BETSY LINDSAY, INC.

BURVEYING AND MAPPING
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LECAL DESCRIPTION

WA F

A 15.00 FOOT WIDE STRIP OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THE WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL LYING IN THE
HANSON GRANT, TOWNSHIP 38 SOUTH, RANGE 41 EAST, MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA. SAID STRIP BEING MORE

PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BY METES AND BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 2, BLOCK 45 OF THE PLAT OF PORT SEWALL. AS RECORDED IN
PLAT BOOK 3, PAGE 8, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH, NOW MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE N15°40'06"W, A
OISTANCE OF 394.00 FEET TO THE MOST SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL;
THENCE N25°5B'46"W ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL, A DISTANCE OF
740.31 FEET: THENCE N4717°08"E, A DISTANCE OF 382.10 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF
THE EXISTING SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT AS RECORDED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2297, PAGE 1831, PUBLIC
RECORDS OF MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING. ‘SAID POINT OF BEGINNING HAVING A
COORDINATE VALUE OF 1033984.99 NORTH AND 911657.66 EAST, NAD 83/90; THENCE ALONG ‘SAID EASTERLY LINE
FOR THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES; (1) S64°48°28"W. A DISTANCE OF 3.96 FEET. (2) S6710'32"W. A DISTANCE
OF '16.76 FEET. THENCE N20°21'07"E, A DISTANCE OF 245.39 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH SAID EASTERLY LINE
OF SAID EXISTING SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT; THENCE $24'57'02"E ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE
OF 21.10 FEET. THENCE S$20°21°07°W, A DISTANCE OF 216.25 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 3,464 SQUARE FEET OR 0.080 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.
SAID EASEMENT BEING SUBJECT TO ANY/ALL EASEMENTS, RESERVATIONS, DEDICATIONS OR RESTRICTIONS. |

a ABGREVIA 77TOVS
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I = — rED DR SURVEYING AND -MAPPING
) DRAWING BY_Q8& _ TROP BN, JADK JNES DANE , PLORIOA Dest?
m_Amd.OIz\pzo _.mo.w_m mmmmmzm.,_,__w_vdoz .....“mniu bl E%

75 of 169

CCM 10/14/2013



Wesclent\S\09profecs\05-56 MC Alport\dwg\SL-AM-Rumway 1230.dwy, ADD-Sheet 3, 12/12/2012 8:14:47 AM

SCALE: 1" =100 AN o) N P.OB
L] - - ’ . . .
SR e Pt agit N 1033984.99
- E 911657.66

CS

MARTIN COUNTY 740.31"

SWLY CORNER OF —\, zvﬁm, oo
WITHAM FIELD T W

N15°40°06™W
394.00

HOE. A
N.W. CORNER ;vwo.ﬂa,
LOT 2, BLOCK 45

THIS IS NOT "W
A SURVEY

E'LY LINE OF EXISTING
SEWAGE FORCE MAIN
EASEMENT
O.R.B. 2297, PAGE 1931

N25°58'46"W (REFERENCE BEARING)

‘GOLF COURSE SWLY LINE OF WITHAM FIELD

|| A PORTION OF WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT IN.
THE HANSON GRANT, MARTIN COUNTY, FL

_%mqoz AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION

ESC
SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT

BETSY LINDSAY, INC.

SURVEYING AND MAPPING

76 of 169

CCM 10/14/2013



This instrument prepared by:
Jeffrey Dougherty
Engineering Department
Real Property Manager

240! SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 349596

Project Name: Airport EMAS Utility Easement - 1939
PCN:

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR PROCESSING DATA

QUIT-CLAIM DEED

THIS QUIT-CLAIM DEED, Executed this day of 2013, by the
CITY OF STUART, a municipal corporation of the State of Florida, whose post office address is
121 SW Flagler Avenue, Stuart, Florida 34994, first party, to MARTIN COUNTY, a political
subdivision of the State of Florida, whose post office address is 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart,
Florida 34996, second party:

WITNESSETH, that the said first party, for and in consideration of the sum of $10.00 and
other good and valuable consideration to the said first party in hand paid by the said second party,
the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, does hereby remise, release and quit-claim unto the
said second party forever, all the right, title, interest, claim and demand which the said first party
has in and to the following described lot, piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the
County of Martin, State of Florida, to-wit:

See Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part hereof,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same together with all and singular the appurtenances
thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining, and all the estate, right, title, interest, lien, equity
and claim whatsoever of the said first party, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit
and behalf of the said second party forever.

(Wherever-used herein the terms "first party” and "second party” shall include singular and
plural, heirs, legal representatives, and assigns of individuals, and the successors and assigns of
corporations, wherever the context so admits or requires.)

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said first party has signed and sealed these presents the day
and year first above written.

ATTEST: THE CITY OF STUART, a municipal
Corporation of the State of Florida

" By:
Clerk Mayor

Approved as to Form and Correctness:

City Attorney
CCM 10/14/2013 67 of 169



oo JOINSIR 37 SOy 1M

TOWNSHIP 38 SQUTH

\"

0

ANGE 43 EAst
\
\\‘4\0\\\

RANGE 41 Easy

e
SURVEYOR'S NOJES

. THE BEARINGS A
ON STATE PLANE
DATUM OF 83 /90,
REFERENCE A BEARING OF N25'58'
THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE
AIRPORT, MARTIN COUNTY

. THIS SKETCH AN
NOT BE VALID UNLES
CONSISTING OF SHEETS 1

SURVE

SREET No. 1

OF _3 _ SMEETS

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE "SKETCH TO
MY DIRECTION AND CHARGE ON DECEMBER
TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF my
ACCOMPANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION"
LEGAL DESCRPTION"
3J=17. FLORIDA ADM

BETSY LINDSAY, INC.
RS AND. i

SET FORTH BY THE F
NISTRATIVE CODE PU

1 A LINDSAY, Phs.
FLORIDA REGISTRATION NO. 4724

LOCATION MAP
(NOT TO SCALE)

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICA o

COMPLIES wiT

NOT VALID WITHOUT THE SIGNATURE
AND ORIGINAL RAISED SEAL OF FLORIDA
LICENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER

ACCOMPANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION™ AS
11, 2012, AND THAT SAID "SKETCH T
KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF,

H THE MINIMUM TECHNI
LORIDA BOARD OF PROFESSI

T IS FURTHER CERTIFIED THA
CAL STANDARDS FOR "SK
SURVEYORS AND MAPP

RSUANT TO SECTION 472.027, FLORIDA STATUTES,

S SHOWN HEREON ARE BASED
COORDINATES, NORTH AMERICAN
FLORIDA EAST ZONE,

46"W ALONG

WITHAM FIELD

FLORIDA.
THIS IS NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY.
D LEGAL DESCRIPTION SHALL

S PROVIDED iIN
THROUGH 3.

ITS ENTIRETY

SHOWN HEREON wAS PREPARED UNDER
O ACCOMPANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION™ 1S
T THIS "SKETCH TO

ETCH TO ACCOMPANY
ERS IN CHAPTER

r——

PROJECT NO.

—

09-56 B

OF WITHAM FIELD AIRPOI
GRANT, MARTIN COUNTY, FL

DESCRIPTION

A PORTION
THE HANSO

SKETCH AND LEGAL
SEWAGE FO

CHECKED BY £AL,

BETSY LINDSAY, INC.

SURVEYING aND MAPPING

\UsdllentiS\03projectsi09-56 MC Aiport\dwg\SL-FM-Rumay 1230.dwg, ADD-Sheet 1, 12/1 /2012 10:41:28 AM

68 of 169

CCM 10/14/2013




Weclent\S\09profects\09-56 MC Alrpostidwg\SL-FM-Runway 1230.0wq, ADD-Snest 2, 12/12/2012 12:55:29 PM

———m

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

S —

SEWAGE _FORCE MAIN EASEMENT

A 15,00 FOOT WIDE STRI® OF
? HANSON GRANT, TOWNSHIP 38

PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BY METES AND BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 2. BLOCK 45 OF THE
PLAT BOOK 3, PAGE B, PUBLIC RECORDS OF PALM BEACH, NOW MARTIN
DISTANCE OF 394,00 FEET TO THE MOST SOUTHWESTERLY
THENCE N25°38'468"W ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID WITHAM

THE EXISTING SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT AS RECORDED
RECORDS OF

OF 16.76 FEET. THENCE N20°21'G7"E. A DISTANCE OF 24539 FEET TO AN

CONTAINING 3,464 SQUARE FEET OR 0.080 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

COUNTY, FLORIDA
CORNER QOF SAID WITHAM

LAND BCING A PORTION OF THE WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL LYING IN THE
SOUTH, RANGE 41 EAST, MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA.

PLAT OF PORT SEWALL, AS RECORDED IN
: THENCE N1540°06"W, A
FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL.
FIELD AIRPORT PARCEL. A DISTANCE OF

740.31 FEET; THENCE N47717'08"E, A DISTANCE OF 382.10 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF
IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2297, PAGE 1931, PUBLIC
MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING, SAID POINT OF BEGINNING HAVING A

COORDINATE VALUE OF 1033984.99 NORTH AND 911657.66 E£AST. NAD B3/90; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE
FOR THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES: (1) S64°48'28"w, A DISTANCE OF 3.96 FE

AGERE VA TIONS

NAD ~ NORTH AMERICAN DATUM

NO. NUMBER

O.RB. OFFICIAL RECORDS BQOK

PL.S. PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYQOR
P.0O.B. POINT OF BEGINNING

P.O.C. POINT OF COMMENCEMENT

SAID STRIP BEING MORE

ET: (2) S67710'32"W. A DISTANCE

INTERSECTION WITH SAID EASTERLY LINE
OF SAID EXISTING SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT; THENCE S24'S7'02"€ ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE
OF 21.10 FEZT, THENCE S2072t'07"w. A DISTANCE OF 216.25 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID EASEMENT BEING SUBJECT TO ANY/ALL EASEMENTS, RESERVATIONS, DEDICATIONS OR RESTRICTIONS.

——

—r—s

_——

=DATE. | _REVIXIONS A PORTION OF WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT IN

SHEET No,__ 2

or .3 __ mmrers THE HANSON GRANT, MARTIN COUNTY. FL
— —_——
FRosmeT Mo SKETCH AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION

__09-56 B_

SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT

DATE _ /577072007
SCALE MBI JD Sciff
FIELD DK
DRAVING BY_38
CHECKED BY_LAL

BETSY LINDSAY, INC.

SURVEYING AND MAPPINCG

7007 SR JACK JMMES DIVE  BTUAAT, FLORIA 4007

(708D Thse-Sakax
LICENSED BUSNESY N 8832

69 of 169

CCM 10/14/2013



Wescllent\S\09prajects\09- 56 MC AIrport\dwg\SL-FM-Runway 1230.dwg, ADD-Sheet 3, 12/12/2012 B:14:47 A

I
N
W £
'EASEMENT
% O.R.B. 2297, PAGE 1931
50 0 50 100
™
SCALE: 1" =100 P 0.B :
. N 1033984.99 :
P i F 911657.66
N25'58'46"W (REFERENCE BEARING)
MARTIN COUNTY 740.31° :
GOLF COURSE SWLY LINE OF WITHAM FIELD

SWLY CORNER OF \ ;vﬂ
WITHAM FIELD

P.0.C.
N.W. CORNER
LOT 2. BLCCK 45

THIS IS NOT
A SURVEY

meerr wo._3_ | JFRATE- | _BEviSioNa A PORTION OF WITHAM FIELD AIRPORT IN | [orre. smorons

_ — L0 BETSY LINDSAY. INC.
I - THE HANSON GRANT, MARTIN COUNTY, FL senE L et N e . W
BRdEE o SKETCH AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION] [omawne 67—22— R e S
P!Lu.ﬁ.fuunlml SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT CHECKED BY_{at, LCOED RO s sy

70 of 169

CCM 10/14/2013



CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: David D. Peters

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 67-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF TWO (2) NON-EXCLUSIVE
RECLAIMED WATER MAIN EASEMENTS WITH MARTIN COUNTY, PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

The non-exclusive easements for the reclaimed water main are located on Witham Field Airport and Holt Law
Enforcement Center property.

These easements were previously recognized by Martin County but never presented to the City Commission for
execution.

Funding Source:

N/A
Recommended Action:

Adopt Resolution No. 67-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type

& R67-2017 Non-Exclusive Easements for 6/5/2017 Resolution add
Reclaimed Water Main with Martin County to Y drive

& E?rcglce;ri:ned Water Easement Witham Field 6/7/2017 Attachment

Reclaimed Water Easement Holt Law

Enforcement Center 6/7/2017 Attachment



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 67-2017

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF TWO
(2) NON-EXCLUSIVE RECLAIMED WATER MAIN EASEMENTS
WITH MARTIN COUNTY, PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

* %k ok ok ok

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA, that:

SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Stuart hereby authorizes the execution of two (2)
non-exclusive reclaimed water main easements for ingress and egress to operate and maintain a

reclaimed water main as noted on the attached legal descriptions and sketches.

SECTION 2: This resolution shall take effect upon adoption.



Resolution No. 67-2017
Reclaimed Water Main Easement — Martin County

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its
adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner upon being put to
aroll call vote, the vote was as follows:
YES [ NO | ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR

TOM CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER

JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
ADOPTED this 12™ day of June, 2017.
ATTEST:
CHERYL WHITE TROY A. MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY
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10.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: David D. Peters

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 68-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE
FORCE MAIN EASEMENT WITH CONQUISTADOR HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.,
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

This Non-Exclusive Sewage Force Main Easement will allow the City to utilize the regional sewage lift station at
Conquistador to provide service to the St. Lucie Sewer Basin.

Funding Source:
N/A
Recommended Action:

Adopt Resolution No. 68-2017.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
O Resolution 68-2017 6/4/2017 Resolution add
to Y drive
O Sewage Force Main Easement with 6/5/2017 Attachment

Conquistador 060517



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 68-2017

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A
NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT WITH
CONQUISTADOR  HOMEOWNERS  ASSOCIATION,  INC.
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES.

% % ok ok 3k

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA, that:

SECTION 1: The City Commission of the City of Stuart hereby authorizes the execution of non-
exclusive sewage force main with Conquistador Homeowners Association, Inc. for ingress and

egress to operate and maintain a sewage force main as noted on the attached legal description and
sketch.

SECTION 2: This resolution shall take effect upon adoption.



Resolution No. 68 - 2017
Conquistador Sewage Force Main Easement

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its

adoption. The motion was seconded by Commissioner upon being put to

aroll call vote, the vote was as follows:

YES | NO [ ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR
TOM CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this 12" day of June, 2017.

ATTEST:
CHERYL WHITE TROY A. MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWER MAIN EASEMENT

THIS NON-EXCLUSIVE SEWAGE FORCE MAIN EASEMENT executed and
delivered this /& “” day of ;77,74 , 2017, by and between CONQUISTADOR
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC., a profit corporation, its successors and assigns, whose
post office address is 1800 1800 SE St. Lucie Boulevard, Stuart, Florida 34996 (hereinafter the
“Grantor”), and the CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, a municipal corporation of the State of
Florida (hereinafter the “Grantee™).

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, Grantor wishes to grant a non-exclusive sewage force main easement (the
“Easement™) to Grantee on that certain land described on Exhibit “A™ attached hereto and made
a part hereof (the “Easement Premises™), which Easement is for the purposes of providing
Grantee with access to and use of the Easement Premises for construction, maintenance and
operation of a sewage force main and appurtenances located within the Easement Premises,
subject to certain terms and conditions set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of TEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and for other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged,
Grantor hereby grants to Grantee a non-exclusive, perpetual easement (the "Easement") over,
upon, across and under the Easement Premises, subject to the following:

1. Purposes and Permitted Uses. The Easement shall exist for the sole purpose of
providing Grantee, its agents and employee’s access to and use of the Easement Premises for
operation and maintenance of a sewage force main and appurtenances by the City of Stuart and
for ownership and perpetual maintenance within the Easement Premises.

2. Grantor’s Rights. The Grantor shall retain all rights over and upon the Easement
Premises for use which does not conflict with Grantee’s use. If Grantee’s normal operation,
maintenance and repairs of the sewage force main result in disturbance of the improvements will
be repaired or replaced at the Grantee’s expense. In no event shall the Grantor construct any
structures or plant any trees in or on the Easement Premises. Notwithstanding anything in this
Easement instrument to the contrary, Grantee may use the Easement Premises for other utility
purposes, provided however, that the written consent of the Grantor is obtained prior to any such
use of Grantee.

And the Grantor hereby covenants with the Grantee that Grantor is lawfully seized of
the Easement Premises in fee simple: that Grantor has good and lawful authority to grant and
convey this Easement; the Grantor fully warrants the title to the Easement Premises and will
defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has signed and sealed these presents the day and
year first above written.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA CONQUISTADOR HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION INC.

Lonme J9 D ce L/A//71

FomCampenni
Mayor

ATTEST:

Cheryl White
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

\)L(/\ Geg 4 k/ S A,

Michael J. Mortell Witness
City Attormey

fN

VAR
STATE OF FLORIDA, COUNTY OF OSEG-’E:J&:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of ; 2017
by , who is personally known to me or has
produced as identification.

Notary Public:




EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Being an easement lying in Section 11, Township 38 South, Range 41 East, City

of Stuart, Martin County, Florida being more poarticularly described as follows;

Commence ot the Northwest corner of Lot 1, according to the plat of
CONQUISTADOOR ESTATES, as recorded in Plat Book 6, Page 100, Public Records
of Martin County, Florida; thence North 00°04°28”" East, o distance of 712.50

feet;
BEGINNING of the following described property;

thence South 89°55°31" East, a distance of 30.42 feet to the POINT OF

Thence North 00'16°48” East, a distance of 36.64 feet; thence North 45°16'48"

East, a distance of 92.50 feet;

thence South 8943°'12" East, a distance of

898.94 feet; thence North 4903°24" East, a distance of 15.50 feet to the
Westerly right—of-way of SE St. Lucie Boulevord (o 50.00 foot wide

right—of—way);

of SE St. Lucie Boulevard, a distance of 20.05 feet;

thence South 3657'56” East, along said Westerly right—of-way

' thence South 49°09'24”

West, o distance of 21.64 feet; thence North 89°43'12” West, a distance of

888.16 feet;
South 00°16’48" West, o distance of 28.36 feet;

Containing 0.521 vcres, more or less.

thence South 45°16°48" West, o distance of 75.93 feet;
thence North 89°43'12" West, a

distance of 20.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

thence

NOTE: THIS IS NOT A SKETCH OF SURVEY, BUT ONLY A GRAPHIC DEPICTION OF THE DESCRIPTION SHOWN HEREON.
THERE HAS BEEN NO FIELD WORK,VIEWING OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY OR MONUMENTS SET IN CONNECTION WITH

THE PREFPARATION OF THE INFORMATION SHOWN HEREON.

NOTE: LAND.S' SHQWN HEREON WERE NOT ABSTRACTED FOR RIGHT—OF—WAY AND/OR EASEMENTS OF RECORD.

/7/%/ ; -" i/?/‘?

-}’HDMAS P, KIE.'RNAM'
Professlqnnl Summ & Mopwr
Fiorida Certiﬂcute No 6199 >

e B Page 1 of 2
— . B = o L
-7 GULPEPPER & TERPENING, INC ||| JTILITY EASMEMENT
3 ) -' CONSULTING ENGINEERS j LAND SURVEYORS
B 2980 SOUTH 25th STREET « FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA 34981
L 151 SW FLAGLER AVF_N{JE * STUART, FLORIDA 34994 DESCR[PHON
PHONE 772-464-3537 « FAX 772-464-9497 o worw.ct-eng.com JOB NO: 16—096 s&d ue—1.dwg | SCALE:N/A
STATE OF FLORIDA CERTIFICATION No. LB 4286
DRAWN BY:GLM DATE: 1-15-2017
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30.42" 45716'48"W N
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POC
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PLAT BOOK 6,
PAGE 100
PUBLIC RECORDS OF
MARTIN COUNTY

A = DELTA
g BEARINGS SHOWN HEREON ARE RELATIVE TO
POB = POINT OF BEGINNING THE WESTERLY RIGHT—OF—WAY OF SE ST.
POC = POINT OF COMMENCEMENT LUCIE BOULEVARD HAVING A BEARING OF
PLS = PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR S3657°56"E
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SUBDIVISION
LOT 4
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5894372 E 998 5F

SE CAMING REAL AVENUE
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= =4 |ﬁu o

! NB943'12"W 998.16' A
8 20.05’
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CONQUISTADOR $49'09'24
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11.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: jchrulski

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 65-2017; BUDGET AMENDMENT 09-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING BUDGET
AMENDMENT NO. 09-2017 TO ACCEPT, APPROPRIATE AND AUTHORIZE EXPENDITURES
FOR IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5,360 FROM THE CHILDREN’S SERVICES
COUNCIL OF MARTIN COUNTY; PROVIDING FOR READING EDUCATION; PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

"Summer Slide" Reading Program Grant: Due to the success of the 10th Street After School program,

the Children's Services Council of Martin County awarded the City of Stuart Community Services Department
(Recreation & Public Services Division) with an additional grant in the amount of $5,360 for a summer reading
program. This program will be implemented during summer camp at the 10th Street Recreation Center during
FY17.

Funding Source:
Children's Services Council of Martin County (CSCMC) "Summer Slide" Program Budget

Increase General Fund - Local Grant
Increase Community Services - 10th Street - Operating

Recommended Action:

Approve R65-2017 / BA09-2017 and authorize staff to sign the CSCMC contract amendment (attached).

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type

o R65-2017 BA09-2017 CSC Summer Slide 5/31/2017 Resolu_tion add
Grant to Y drive
16-17 CSC Letter - Chrulski ESYI 5/31/2017 Attachment

16-17 CSC-City Contract Amendment 5/31/2017 Attachment



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

RESOLUTION NUMBER 65-2017

R-56-2017 / BA 09-2017. A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING BUDGET
AMENDMENT NO. 09-2017 TO ACCEPT, APPROPRIATE AND
AUTHORIZE EXPENDITURES FOR IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$5,360.00 FROM THE CHILDREN'S SERVICES COUNCIL OF MARTIN
COUNTY; PROVIDING FOR READING EDUCATION; PROVIDING FOR
AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

* %k ok k%

WHEREAS, the City of Stuart, Florida is to accept a grant for the Children’s Service Council of

Martin County in the amount of $5,360 for Reading Education at the 10™ Street Community Center;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1: The foregoing precatory language is incorporated herein, as if set forth below.

SECTION 2: The City of Stuart, Florida has derived funds from the Children’s Services Council of
Martin County.

SECTION 3: The 2016-2017 Year Budget of the Community Services Department is hereby
further amended as follows:

$1,400 added to 1242 Acct. 548: Curriculum, supplies & books
$3.960 added to 1242 Acct. 534: Teachers & Instructors
$5,360

This authorization is to appropriate and expend funds in the amount of $5,360 for the Summer Slide
program at the 10™ Street Community Center. .

SECTION 4: Contlicts. All Resolutions or part of Resolutions in conflict with any of the provisions
of this Resolution are hereby repealed.




Resolution No. 65-2017
Budget Amendment No. 09-2017

SECTION 5: Severability. If any section or portion of a Section of this Resolution proves to be
invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional, it shall not be held to invalidate or impair the validity, force or
effect of any other Section or part of this Resolution.

SECTION 6: Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its passage
and adoption.

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the

vote was as follows:

YES | NO | ABSENT | ABSTAIN

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER

TOM CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this _ day of , 2017.

ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE TROY A. MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

MIKE MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



CHILDREN'’S
SERVICES '
COuUNCIL )
MARTIN COU W

"INVESTING IN OUR FUTURE’

Council Members
_._—/

Chair
William Tulko

Laurel Hopper

Treasurer
Christia Li Roberts

Jody Bond

Laurie Gaylord

Sarah Heard

Hon. Michael J. McNicholas

Executive Director
—
David L. Heaton

May 19, 2017

Mr. Jim Chrulski

Community Services Director

City of Stuart Community Services Department
121 SW Flagler Avenue

Stuart, FL 34994

Dear Mr. Chrulski:

Enclosed are two original Amendments to the Contract with the term of
July 1, 2016, through June 30, 2017, between Children’s Services Council
of Martin County and City of Stuart Community Services Department for
the ESYI-City of Stuart Parks and Recreation program.

The Contract has been amended to reflect the additional funding allocation
of $5,360.00 that was approved by Council on April 24, 2017, for the
Summer Slide Prevention program component’s June 2017 expenses.

Please sign and date the two enclosed original Amendments and return
both originals, including the attachments, to the attention of Stephanie
Macera. Upon full execution, one signed original will be returned for your
contract records.

Thank you for your continued dedication to the children and families of
Martin County. Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,— /\

David - F eaton?
Executive Directdr

DLH:sjm

Enclosures

e-mail cc: Judy Browning, Julie McHenry

Children's Services Council of Martin County
101 S.E. Central Parkway - Stuart, FL. 34994-5905
772-288-5758 (Phone) + 772-288-5799 (Fax) * cscmc@cscme.org (E-mail)
WWW.CSCIMC.org



1.

Children’s Services Council of Martin County
CONTRACT AMENDMENT

This is an amendment to the Contract with the term of July 1, 2016, through June 30, 2017, between
Children's Services Council of Martin County, hereinafter referred to as "CSCMC” and City of Stuart
Community Services Department — East Stuart Youth Initiative for the ESYI — City of Stuart Parks
and Recreation program, and shall be effective for the entire term of the Contract, upon full execution
by both parties.

The Contract is hereby amended as follows: (underline indicates revised language)
Section IV. FUNDS, item 1, is amended as stated below:

1. The budget for both CSCMC and other funds (if any) for accomplishing the above stated
services are set forth in Attachment 4 (Budget). CSCMC agrees to reimburse up to
$328,660.00 for actual costs incurred for services rendered pursuant to this Contract.

Attachment 4 BUDGET is amended to reflect the additional CSCMC funding allocation of $5,360.00
for the Summer Slide Prevention component’s June 2017 expenses, thereby increasing the total
allocation for this Contract to $328,660.00, per the “Budget Amendment Detail Report” included with
this Contract Amendment.

Except as expressly amended above, all other terms and conditions of the original Contract, as well
as any Contract Amendments previously issued for the current contract term, unless specified as
being replaced with this Contract Amendment, are still in full force and effect. CSCMC certifies that
the representations, warranties and certifications contained in the original Contract are true and
correct as of the effective date of this Amendment and with the same effect as though made at the
time of this Amendment.

Children’s Services Council City of Stuart Community Services

of Martin County Department - East Stuart Youth Initiative
Signature of Executive Director Signature & Title of Authorized Representative
Printed Name Printed Name

Date Date

Signature of Board of Directors’ Chair/President

Printed Name

Date



Budget Amendment Detail Report

City of Stuart Community - ESYI - City of Stuart Parks and Recreation

Fiscal Year: 2016-17

Contract #: 26PP

Amendment ID: 691

Status: Approved

Date Submitted: 05/15/2017

Date Approved: 05/15/2017

NS Current Revised Revised
GL Account Allocation ~ CSC Budget  —repent Credit Debit i Lnebent Narrative
Balance Budget Balance

Regular Salaries and Wages 259,029.00 259,029.00 32,175.45 0.00 0.00 259,029.00 32,175.45
FICA 19,816.00 19,816.00 2,461.65 0.00 0.00 19,816.00 2,461.65
Retirement Contributions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Life and Health Insurance 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Workers Compensation 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Unemployment Compensation 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Totals for Salary 278,845.00 278,845.00 34,637.10 0.00 0.00 278,845.00 34,637.10
Travel/Transportation 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ConferencefTraining 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Office Supplies 500.00 500.00 454,22 0.00 0.00 500.00 454,22
Telephone 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Postage 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Utilities 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Occupancy (Building & Grounds) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

City of Stuart Community - ESYI - City of Stuart Parks and Recreation

DB: SAMISMartin

Page 1 of 4

5/15/2017 3:05:56PM



Current Revised Revised
Amended
GL A t Allocati CSC Budget b ISpEnt Credi Debi <o ISPy Narrative
i
ccoun ocation g Balance redit ebit Budget Balance

Printing & Copying 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Dues/Memberships 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Insurance 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Equipment Rental/Lease & Maintenance 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Advertising 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Equipment Purchases 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Professional Fees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Books/Subscriptions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Administrative Cost 12,000.00 12,000.00 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 12,000.00 2,000.00

Audit 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Specific Assistance to Individuals 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other/Miscellaneous 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other/Contract 24,036.00 24,036.00 0.00 3,960.00 0.00 27,996.00 3,960.00 Summer Slide Program - 4 group x 4 weeks x 6
hoursiweek x $40.00/hour=$3840 and Family Literacy
Launch 2 teachers x $40/hour x 1.5 hours= $120 Total
$3960

Program Supplies 7,919.00 7,819.00 892.76 1,400.00 0.00 9,319.00 2,292.76 Summer Slide Program - Curriculum, repreductables,
supplies for projects 4 teachers x $150= $600
Supplies for 40 children x $15/per child= $600
Supplies for drawbots and related books= $200
Total $1400

Other/Special Project 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Totals for Expense 44,455.00 44,455.00 3,346.98 5,360.00 0.00 49,815.00 8,706.98

323,300.00 323,300.00 37,984.08 5,360.00 0.00 328,660.00 43,344.08

Grand Totals

City of Stuart Community - ESYI - City of Stuart Parks and Recreation

DB: SAMISMartin

Page 2 of 4

5/15/2017 3:05:56PM



Current Revised Revised

Pratdcy Unspent CscC Unspent
GL Account Allocation CSC Budget Balance Credit Debit Budget Balaies Narrative
Amendment Comments:
Date User ID Narrative
4/27/2017 3:25 pm jbrowning CSC increased program funds for Summer Slide Reading Enhancement Program
5/2/2017 4:33 pm lhaase Narrative missing for other/contract line item.
5/2/2017 5:19 pm jbrowning Budget Amendment for Summer Slide Program
5/3/2017 3:53 pm jbailey Narrative for amendment is still not showing. Please try and add again. If it doesn't take we will send in
another ticket. Thank you.
5/9/2017 9:56 am jbailey There is narrative in other/contract and in program supplies we need more detail than what is listed here.
We generally ask for a break down of how the dollars will be used. LH & JB
5/15/2017 9:01 am Ihaase Reviewed by Program. Okay
City of Stuart Community - ESYI - City of Stuart Parks and Recreation
DB: SAMISMartin Page 3 of 4 5/15/2017 3:05:56PM



Current Revised Revised

Amended
T Unspent csC Unspent

GL A t All i CSC Budget j i i
ccoun llocation udge Balatics Credit Debit Budget i Narrative

Audit Trail

jorowning created document - Apr 27 2017 3:22PM

jbrowning forwarded document to jmchenry - Apr 27 2017 3:26PM -
jmchenry submitted document to CSC for approval - May 2 2017 10:25AM
lhaase rejected document - sent back to - jbrowning - May 2 2017 4:33PM
Reason: Rejected - May 2 2017 4:33PM

jorowning forwarded document to jmchenry - May 2 2017 5:20PM
jmchenry submitted document to CSC for approval - May 3 2017 9:09AM
lhaase forwarded document to jbailey - May 3 2017 3:34PM

jbailey approved document - May 3 2017 3:41PM

jbailey unapproved document - May 3 2017 3:51PM

jbailey rejected document - sent back to - lhaase - May 3 2017 3:53PM
Reason: Rejected - May 3 2017 3:53PM

lhaase moved document from lhaase to jbrowning using the Move in Chain function. Document is in Rejection status and the document
is not associated with the creator (or Agency Level 1). - May 4 2017 9:38AM
jorowning forwarded document to jmchenry - May 4 2017 9:50AM
jmchenry submitted document to CSC for approval - May 8 2017 5:23PM
lhaase forwarded document to jbailey - May 92017 8:39AM

jbailey approved document - May 9 2017 9:15AM

jbailey unapproved document - May 9 2017 9:47AM

jbailey rejected document - sent back to - jpbrowning - May 9 2017 9:56AM
Reason: Rejected - May 9 2017 9:56AM

jbrowning forwarded document to jmchenry - May 9 2017 3:18PM
jmchenry submitted document to CSC for approval - May 12 2017 6:27PM
lhaase forwarded document to jbailey - May 15 2017 9:01AM

jbailey approved document - May 15 2017 2:05PM

City of Stuart Community - ESYI - City of Stuart Parks and Recreation

DB: SAMISMartin Page 4 of 4

5/15/2017 3:05:56PM



12.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: M. Kindel

Title of Item:
RESOLUTION No. 66-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,

FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE USE OF FACSIMILE SIGNATURES ON CHECKS ISSUED BY THE
CITY; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

This resolution is self explanatory, and it authorizes facsimile signatures for certain purposes.

Funding Source:

Not Applicable

Recommended Action:

Approve Resolution No. 66-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
o R66-2017 Signatures 5/30/2017 Cover Memo






13.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: T. O'Neil

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 69-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING APPENDIX A, FEE, RATE AND CHARGE SCHEDULE OF THE STUART CODE
OF ORDINANCES; PROVIDING FOR A FEE OF $1,000 TO APPLY FOR AN AWARD OF
FLOOR SPACE ALLOWING FOR THE CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES ON
PREMISES IN THE OLD DOWNTOWN DISTRICT; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

In the course of recently amending Chapter 4 "Alcoholic Beverages" of the City's Code of Ordinances, the
Commission agreed that a fee of $1,000 should be established for businesses seeking an award of floor space
in the old Downtown District (ODD) for consumption of alcoholic beverages on premises (COP). The attached
resolution amends "Appendix A" of the Code to establish the fee.

On a related note, based on the recent forfeiture of COP floor space by Mr. Ron Hart and the owner of the
newly renovated Vine & Barley building, as well as updated, more accurate floor space calculations made
possible through the Property Appraiser's records (including the Lyric Theatre) there is now a total of 6,490
square feet available within the ODD for consumption on premises activities.

Upon approval of the $1,000 fee, availability of the 6,490 square feet will be advertised in the newspaper and

through contacts with groups such as Main Street and the Downtown Business Association. Staff expects to set
a response period of 45 days.

Funding Source:

NA

Recommended Action:

Approve Resolution No. 69-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
: DRAFT
b  Resolution No. 69-2017 6/2/2017 RESOLUTION

o Draft advertisement and application 6/2/2017 Cover Memo



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART

RESOLUTION NO. 69-2017

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING
APPENDIX A, FEE, RATE AND CHARGE SCHEDULE OF THE
STUART CODE OF ORDINANCES; PROVIDING FOR A FEE OF
$1,000 TO APPLY FOR AN AWARD OF FLOOR SPACE
ALLOWING FORTHE CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES ON PREMISESIN THE OLD DOWNTOWN
DISTRICT; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES.

WHEREAS, the Stuart City Commission deems it appropriate and in the public’s best interest
to update and clarify fees and charges as cited in the Code of Ordinances.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE STUART CITY COMMISSION, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City of Stuart Code of Ordinances, Appendix A, Fee, Rate and Charge Schedule, is
amended, in part, to read as follows:

Chapter 32. Planning and Development

322- Zoning approval fees
Zoning and rezoning $1,400.00
Zoning to planned unit development $3,500.00
Annexation/contraction of single-family residential No fee
Annexation/contraction of governmental or nontaxable-entity-owned land No fee
Annexation/contraction of small scale improved property less than ten acres $1,750.00




City of Stuart, Florida
Resolution No. 70-2017
June 12, 2017

Page 2

Annexation/contraction of any other property not mentioned above $1,750.00
Plan designation $1,750.00
Special exception $1,500.00
Major urban code exception $1,500.00
Minor urban code exception $500.00
Variances to board of adjustment $800.00
Administrative variance $200.00
Right-of-way abandonment $750.00
Plus appraised value from current appraisal
Plat approval $800.00
Major planned unit development amendment $3,000.00
Minor planned unit development amendment $2,000.00
Planned unit development agreement amendment $1,000.00
Site plan, major $2,000.00
Site plan, minor and residential $1,600.00
Amendment to approved site plan $800.00
Administrative appeal $400.00
Binding letter of determination $300.00
Application for award of floor space for consumption on premises (COP) of $500
alcoholic beverages in the old Downtown District
Basic letter of zoning determination $40.00




City of Stuart, Florida
Resolution No. 70-2017
June 12, 2017

Page 3

Plan review resubmittal, 25 percent of the initial review fee in the event
modifications are added by the applicant during the review process or after
issuance of the building permit or in the event a third plan review is necessary
because of the failure of the applicant to adequately respond to plan review
comments of the city development department.

Unless otherwise provided by resolution of the city commission, fees set forth in this
section shall be increased effective April 1 each year by the lesser of three percent or
the Consumer Price Index published by the U.S. Department of Labor, U.S. city
average, all items. The computed amount shall be rounded downward to the nearest
whole dollar amount.

SECTION 2. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption. The

motion was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the

vote was as follows:

YES NO ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER
THOMAS CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this 12T day of June, 2017.

ATTEST:
CHERYL WHITE, MMC TROY A. MCDONALD
CITY CLERK MAYOR

Approved as to Form and Correctness:

MICHAEL J. MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



NOTICE OF AVAILABLE FLOOR SPACE FOR THE SALE AND CONSUMPTION ON PREMISES
OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN THE OLD DOWNTOWN DISTRICT OF STUART

Chapter 4, Alcoholic Beverages, of the City of Stuart Code of Ordinances caps the total square footage of floor space
in the Old Downtown District (ODD) that may be used for the sale and consumption of alcoholic beverages on
premises {COP). Six-thousand four-hundred ninety (6,490) square fzet of floor space is now available for
establishing a new or expanded COP use in the ODD.

OLD DOWNTOWN DISTRICT (SHADED AREA)
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Property owners and bona fide Jease holders within the ODD who are ready and able to establish a new or
expanded COP use within twelve (12) months are invited to obtain and submit an application to the Stuart City
Development Department, 121 SW Flagler, Stuart, M-F, between the hours of 8:30 AM. and 5:00 P.M. Applications
are also available on the City’s website at  www.citvofstuart.us/cop-app.

J

The deadline for receipt of an applicatianxi’s 5:00 P.M,, July 19, 2017, In the event applications received exceed
6,490 square feet, a lottery system will be used to determine which of the applicants shall be permitted to open or
expand an establishment. Questions regarding this notice may be divected to the Stuart City Development
Department at 772-288-5368.

Publish:fune572617 JTUNE |5 2D17)
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_ R City of Stuart Received by:
S 121 SW Flagler Ave, Reviewed by:
St U a rt Stuart, FL 34994 Approved by:
development@ci.stuart.fl.us
(772) 288-5326

APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF SURPLUS FLOOR SPACE
FOR THE SALE AND CONSUMPTION ON PREMISES (COP) OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES IN THE OLD DOWNTOWN DISTRICT
OF THE CITY OF STUART

Please print clearly and provide all required information.
Applications received after 5:00 PM, July 19, 2017 will not be considered.

Application Date:

Background Information

1. State Registration: ( )Sole—Pr(Sprietary ( ) Limited Liability ( ) Corporation
( ) Partnership

2. A. Legal Name of Business

B. Operating/Trade Name of Business

C. Type of Business

3. Has this name been registered with the State of Florida, Department of Business and Professional Regulation
(Submit a copy of the business license)? Yes or No
Registration #
Federal Tax ID #

Applicant/Licensee Information

4. Full Name of Applicant/ Licensge

5. Street Address of Premises

City, State, Zip

6. Type(s) of Alcohol to be sold: ( ) Beer Only ( ) Beer and Wine Only ( ) Liquor, Beer & Wine

7. Proposed type of Beverage License: Series

8. Do you own the property where the business is located? (Submit a copy of the deed, title, etc.)




9.

10.

If property rented/leased, owner’s name and address (Submit a copy of an executed lease, sublease, rental

agreement, contract, etc.)

Contact Person Home/Mobile Phone Number

E-mail Address

Owner of Building in Which the Licensed Established is Located

I1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.
18.
19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

Building Owner’s Full Name

Building Owner’s Street Address

City, State, Zip

Business Telephone Number of Building Owner

E-mail Address

What is the occupancy loads as determined by the Fire Department?

What is the proposed number of seats, including bar seats, in all areas {Indoor and Qutdoor Areas)?

Will you have live entertainment (Specify)?

T acknowledge that night clubs are not a permitted use in the ODD (please initial).

What will be your business/operating hours?

What is the total square footage of the licensed premises?

Will you use any outside area(s) for the sale of consumption of alcoholic beverages (Specify — provide diagram)?

Will the licensed premises require tenant improvements?

Iacknowledge that all tenant improvements must be permitted within 60 days and the work completed and the
new or expanded use open for business within twelve (12) months of the award of surplus floor space (please

initial).

Floor Plan — Provide a detailed floor plan/diagram that depicts the actual seating (indoor and outdoor), serving
area, kitchen, etc. of the alcohol licensed premises.

I acknowledge that this application is not transferable (please initial).




I hereby certify that all information contained herein is true and correct.

Signed this day of , 20

Signature of Applicant
State of Florida
Martin County

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this day of ,20__by

who is personally known to me, or who has produced

as identification and who did/did not take an oath.

Commission expires:

Notary Signature



14.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: T. O'Neil

Title of Item:

RESOLUTION No. 70-2017; A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
ALLOCATING $125,000 IN BUILDING PERMIT FEE PROCEEDS TO THE CITY’S ENERGY
EFFCIENCY REBATE PROGRAM; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

With pay-outs to date totaling $371,000, the City’s rebate program for energy efficient windows, doors, A/C
units, hot water heaters, etc., first launched in 2014, has enjoyed significant and measurable success. Thus far
over 800 rebates have been issued directly to 693 homeowners and interest in the program remains

strong. Accordingly, staff is once again seeking Commission approval to extend the life of the program by
allocating an additional $125,000 for energy rebates. As in the past, these monies will be derived exclusively
from building permit fees and not the general fund. The BP fund’s current balance is $1,140,690. Approving an
additional $125,000 for energy rebates is in keeping with the Commission’s practice of maintaining a BP fund
balance of around a million dollars.

Note: The BP fund is also used in support of the City's partnership with the not-for-profit Solar Energy Loan
Fund (SELF) organization which conducts energy audits and makes construction loans for energy efficient
improvements. City funding for SELF has ranged between $30K-$50K a year over the past several years and
is a recurring line item in the Development Department budget. Other uses of the BP fund include contractor
education initiatives and bridge funding for the demolition of derelict structures.

CITY MANAGER'S NOTE: This remains a highly successful program, which has not caused any
operating issues. Since the funds do not come from the General Fund or the Utilities Fund, there is NO
impact on the taxpayers or the utility ratepayers. | encourage your continued support of this program.

Funding Source:

Building Permit Fund

Recommended Action:

Approve Resolution No. 70-2017

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
b Resolution No. 70-2017 6/2/2017 DRAFT

RESOLUTION



Backup
Material

Backup
0  Rebate Poster 6/2/2017 Material

B Program's original enabling resolution 6/2/2017



BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART

RESOLUTION NO. 70-2017
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
ALLOCATING $125,000 IN BUILDING PERMIT FEE PROCEEDS
TO THE CITY'S ENERGY EFFCIENCY REBATE PROGRAM;

PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES.

WHEREAS, the Stuart City Commission deems it appropriate and in the public’s best interest
to offer and support the City’s Energy Efficiency Rebate Program, and

WHEREAS, nearly 700 homeowners have participated in the Program since its inception in
2013, and

WHEREAS, with a steadily increasing number of homeowners choosing to make energy
efficient improvements to their homes, interest in the City’s Program remains strong.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE STUART CITY COMMISSION, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. An allocation of $125,000 in building permit fee proceeds to the City’s Energy Efficiency
Rebate Program is hereby approved.

SECTION 2. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.

Commissioner offered the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption. The

motion was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the

vote was as follows:



City of Stuart, Florida
Resolution No. 70-2017
June 12, 2017

Page 2

TROY A. MCDONALD, MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, VICE MAYOR
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
EULA R. CLARKE, COMMISSIONER
THOMAS CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED this 12T day of June, 2017.

ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE, MMC
CITY CLERK

Approved as to Form and Correctness:

MICHAEL J. MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY

YES

NO

ABSENT

TROY A. MCDONALD
MAYOR




BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
RESOLUTION 90-2014

A RESOLUTION OF THE STUART, FLORIDA CITY
COMMISSION TEMPORARILY AUTHORIZING A
REBATE PROGRAM FOR CERTAIN ENERGY.
EFFICIENT RENOVATION ACTIVITIES;
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES.

WHEREAS, to encourage energy efficient renovation activities, the Stuart City
. Commission deems it appropriate and in the Public’s best interest to temporarlly estabhsh
a rebate program for the installation of solar water heaters, high efficiency air condxtmnmg
systems, highly rated windows and doors, and other comparable building 1mprovements

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSK)N 0F THE CITY
QF STUART, FLORIDA that: .

SECTION 1: An energy efficiency rebate program for specific renovatiﬂn aCtiVIﬂES 15"_ :

hereby established for a temporary and indefinite period, on a first-come first-serv
providing that rebate expenditures over the life of the program, which shall b
from the City's Building Pérmit Reserve fund, shall not exceed $200,000." Further, the
program is cancellable at any time by a vote of the Clty Commiission.

smmﬂ_z;:rhe following rebates shall apply:

Solar Water Heater o 1%35000  !Ea
TanklessWaterHeater  1$350.00  |Ea
15 Seer or Higher HVACsystem | $500.00 Ea.
Duct Repair/! Sealing/ Replacement $300.00
Energy Star Rated Roof 1 $500.00

| Radiant Roof BarrierSystem - 1$20000 |
Energy Star Rated Windows or Doors__ $100.00 | Ea. _
Attic/Roof/Wall/Floor Insulation 1$300.00 '
Low Flow Plumbing Fixture Replacement | $25.00 Ea. |
Solar AtticFans 187500  |Ea |




s sssmu Addzt:onal program conditions: (a) Solar Panels used to heat s svnmmmg poals
~idreaot ehglb]e for the rebate program, (b) only ENERGY STAR Rated equipment shali be
- eligible for a program rebate, () all equipment and materials must be installed by a -
- qualified contractor, (d) new construction-and _projects mvclvmg renovat:on of m e than’
two-thirds of the square footage of an existmg structure shall not be eligible for program .
-rebates. - .

. SECTION 4: A report on program activities shall be produced on‘atleast a Quar.teﬂyfbg_s'i's.ﬁ
SECI[QHA_ This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.
~ Commissioner GLASS LEIGHTON offered the foregoing ordinance and moved its adoptmn

 The ‘mation was seconded by Commissioner CLARKE_and: upon being putto a roli caH yote, .
. the vote was as fo]lows

| . | __1YES INO [ABSENT |ABSTAIN
 TROY A Mc DONALD, MAYOR_ -- T B
'KELLLGLASS LEIGHTON, VICE-MAYOR
'EULA CLARKE; COMMISSIONER e
{JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
THOMAS CAMPENNI, COMMISSIONER

b {b¢ [3e {pedne

AEﬁP-’iﬁ‘ED-,this 220 day of September, 2014,

" “TROY A Mc DONALD
MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM
“AND CORRECTNESS:

MAEL MORTELL
CITYATTORNEY




Solar Water Heater

$350.00 Ea.
Tankless Water Heater $350.00 Ea.
16 Seer or Higher HVAC system $500.00 Ea.
Duct Repair/Sealing/Replacement $300.00
Energy Star Rated Roof $500.00
Radiant Roof Barrier System $200.00
Energy Star Rated Windows or Doors $100.00 Ea.
Attic/Roof/Wall/Floor Insulation $300.00
Low Flow Plumbing Fixture Replacement $25.00 Ea.
Solar Attic Fans $75.00 | Ea.




15.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: Nicole King

Title of Item:

VOTING DELEGATE FOR FL LEAGUE OF CITIES (RC)
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Each municipality designates one official to be the voting delegate for the Florida League of Cities. One official
from each municipality who will make decisions that determine the direction of the League, based upon those
factors that will benefit their respective city, and the common good.

Funding Source:

N/A

Recommended Action:

Motion to appoint Commissioner as the FLC Delegate for the Annual Meeting.
ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type

o FLC Voting Delegation Info 6/2/2017 Attachment
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TO: Municipal Key Official -
FROM:  Michael Sittig, Executive Directd Vi
DATE: May 22, 2017

SUBJECT: 91st Annual FLC Conference

VOTING DELEGATE INFORMATION
August 17-19, 2017 — World Center Marriott. Orlando

As you know, the Florida League of Cities’ Annual Conference will be held at th
World Center Marriott, Orlando, Florida on August 17-19. This conference wil
valuable educational opportunities to help Florida’s municipal officials se
citizenry more effectively.

It is important that each municipality designate one official to be the voting
Election of League leadership and adoption of resolutions are undertaken

w

provide
ve their

lelegate.

during the
business meeting. One official from each municipality will make decisions that chtermine

the direction of the League.

In accordance with the League’s by-laws, each municipality’s vote is detern

ined by

population, and the League will use the Estimates of Population from the Uniy

Florida for 2016.

Conference registration materials will be sent to each municipality in the month
Materials will also be posted on-line. Call us if you need additional copies.

If you have any questions on voting delegates. please call Gail Dennard at the

(850) 701-3619 or (800) 616-1513, extension 3619. Voting delegate forms
received by the League no later than August 14, 2017.

Attachments: Form Designating Voting Delegate

ersity of

of June.

League
must be

President Susan Haynie, Mayor, Boca Raton
First Vice President Gil Ziffer, Commissioner, Tallahassee * Second Vice President Leo E. Longworth, Commissi
Executive Director Michael Sittig ¢ General Counsel Harry Morrison, Jr.

ver, Bartow

d




91st Annual Conference
Florida League of Cities, Inc.
August 17-19, 2017

Orlando, Florida

It is important that each member municipality sending delegates to the Annual

Conference of the Florida League of Cities, designate one of their officials to

cast their

votes at the Annual Business Session. League By-Laws requires that each municipality
select one person to serve as the municipalities voting delegate. Municipalities do not

need to adopt a resolution to designate a voting delegate.

Please fill out this form and return it to the League office so that your voting delegate

may be properly identified.

Designation of Voting Delegate

Name of Voting Delegate:

Title:

Municipality of:

AUTHORIZED BY:

Name

Title

Return this form to:

Gail Dennard

Florida League of Cities, Inc.

Post Office Box 1757

Tallahassee, FL 32302-1757

Fax to Gail Dennard at (850) 222-3806 or email gdennard(@flcities.com




Important Dates

May 2017

Notice to Local and Regional League Presidents and Municipal Association
regarding the Resolutions Committee

June 2017
Appointment of Resolutions Committee Members

July 12th
Deadline for Submitting Resolutions to the League office

August 17th
Policy Committee Meetings
Voting Delegates Registration

August 18th
Resolutions Committee Meeting

August 19th
Immediately Following Breakfast — Pick Up Voting Delegate Credentials
Followed by Annual Business Session




16.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDAITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: Michael Mortell

Title of Item:

7-Eleven at 2375 Kanner Highway. A policy discussion regarding lease or sale of property located at 2375
Kanner Highway (northeast corner of Kanner Hwy. and Monterrey Road. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

In previous meetings, the City Commission discussed the proposed long term lease or sale of the property
currently occupied by 7-Eleven, which has decided not to exercise its option to extend the lease. The
Commission discussed potential future uses while also considering and deciding on the removal of
the gasoline storage tanks, and the building structure which is a condition of the lease.

Pursuant to Commission direction, staff informed 7-Eleven that it is required to remove the building
and tanks from the property no later than June 30, 2017 or it will be responsible for monthly rent until
the property is restored to its original condition. 7-Eleven has informed the procurement department
that it is ready to move forward and restore the property.

However, the City received an unsolicited offer to purchase the property. The offer includes the
structure and tanks. Therefore, the Commission must decide if Staff should negotiate with a potential
purchaser and delay the removal of the tanks. If the removal is delayed, 7-Eleven will not be
responsible to pay hold over rent for the delay period and time is of the essence because 7-eleven
desires to move forward immediately.

Pursuant to Division 3, section 2-253 of the Stuart Code of Ordinances, no real property owned by the city
shall be sold unless a real estate appraisal report has been presented to the city commission which contains an
estimate of the fair market value of the subject real property determined within the preceding three months. In
addition, the prospective purchaser shall agree to pay for any appraisals required by the city commission as a
condition precedent to the further consideration of the application by the city commission.

If the Commission does not intend to sell the property then an appraisal isn't necessary as the offer is only for
purchase. On the other hand, time is of the essence because the proposal includes the tanks and building
which are currently subject to removal by 7-11 during the next few weeks.

If The Commission desires to negotiate the sale of the property, the City needs to release 7-Eleven from the
obligation to pay rent for any months after July 1 that the structure remains.

The Contract offer is silent on the issue of the billboard which means it would typically be included in the sale
pursuant to the current offer.  The Commission needs to provide direction regarding the billboard as well. [ it

is included in the sale, then the projected income can be included in the appraisal. If it will be excluded by a
perpetual easement then the appraisal will reflect same.

Funding Source:

N/A



Recommended Action:

1. Motion providing direction to staff regarding sale or lease of property.

2. Motion providing direction regarding the billboard located on site.

3. Motion giving staff authority to delay removal of tanks and structure on property, if necessary.

4. Motion directing staff to negotiate a contract with the potential purchaser, and obtain an Appraisal (if terms

are reached), and draft a Resolution authorizing the sale for Commission action on June 26th, or as soon
thereafter as possible.



17.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: T. O'Neil, S. Mayer

Title of Item:

ORDINANCE No. 2332-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER
ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY
WITH THE CITY’S EXISTING AND LONG-STANDING MINIMUM LOT SIZE
REQUIREMENTS BY INCREASING THE MAXIMUM DENSITIES FOR THE R-1A, R-1, R-2,
R-3, RPUD, B-1, CPUD AND URBAN DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’S
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; AMENDING CHAPTER 2.04.02, SUPPLEMENTAL AREA
REQUIREMENTS”, AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.07.00, “DESIGNATION OF
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD); AMENDING CHAPTER 12, “DEFINITIONS”, TO
CLARIFY THE DEFINITION OF NET DENSITY AND DENSITY BONUS, DECLARING SAID
AMENDMENTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A CONFLICT CLAUSE AND
CODIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.
(RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

This agenda item is a companion to Ordinance No. 2342-2017, which is a text amendment to the Future Land
Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan. Please refer to the staff memo and analysis that was performed for
the companion Ordinance.

Funding Source:

N/A

Recommended Action:

Approve Ordinance No 2332-2017 on first reading.

The second reading will be held until the review of the companion Comprehensive Plan Ordinance by the
Department of Economic Opportunity is complete.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
D Staff Memo 4/26/2017 Backup

Material



Ordinance No. 2332-2017

Data and analysis

Data and Map Package
LPA Minutes
Public Correspondence

Apgar Pennock Memo

4/25/2017

6/6/2017
4/26/2017

4/25/2017

4/25/2017

4/26/2017

Backup
Material

Exhibit
Backup
Material

Backup
Material

Backup
Material

Backup
Material



Memorandum
To: City Commission
From: Terry O’'Neil, City Development Director
Cc: Paul Nicoletti, City Manager
Mike Mortell, City Attorney
Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner

Date: April 26,2017

Re: Inconsistencies between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code (LDC)
and within the LDC itself, pertaining to residential density.

In mid-2016, a yet-to-be-processed minimum lot size reduction variance application before the
City’s Board of Adjustments (BOA) and questions raised by an objecting neighbor as to how the
site’s maximum residential density (units per acre) should be calculated brought to light several
long-overlooked conflicts between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code, and
within the LDC itself.

Stuart’s 50-year practice of controlling residential density thru minimum lot sizes and thru
the Board of Adjustments

Since the City’s first comprehensive zoning code was adopted in 1967, minimum lot sizes for one
and two-family homes have remained unchanged. They are:

Zone Minimum lot size (Sq. Ft.)
R-1A 10,000

R-1 7,500

R-2 (Duplex) 7,500

R-2 (Single 6,000

Family)

Thus for 50 years, a single-family or duplex lot meeting these standards (as well as minimum lot
width, impervious coverage limitations, parking and setbacks) has been deemed compliant and
suitable for development. Further, at least since 1967, the City’s Board of Adjustments (BOA) has
from time to time granted lot size variances allowing single-family and duplex homes on smaller
lots without regard to site-specific density calculations. In 2007, the LDC was amended to include
“Cottage Lot” provisions which encouraged smaller lot development (typically 5,000 square feet)
within the older, established R-1 and R-2 zoned subdivisions. As with lots meeting the LDC’s
minimum area requirements or lots granted a size variance by the BOA, cottage lots have also been
deemed developable without regard to site-specific density calculations.



When did site specific density calculations come into play?

In 2002, prompted by a Martin County law suits over annexation, in accordance with Florida’s
1980’s-Era Growth Management Law, the City was compelled to add residential densities to its
Comprehensive Plan! and in doing so chose to cap the “Low-Density Residential” land use category?
at 7 units per acre. This category encompasses the R-1A, R-1 and R-2 (duplex) zoning districts.
Sometime following this amendment, the LDC itself was inexplicably or perhaps inadvertently
altered to include even more restrictive density caps of (4) four units per acre in the R-1A zoning
category and (5) units per acre in the R-1 district. In drafting these two amendments, City staff
failed to recognize the conflicts they created between the Comprehensive Plan and the LDC, and
within the LDC itself.

Fixing the problem

To resolve these conflicts, both the City’s Comprehensive Plan and its LDC must be amended.
(Please see attached legal opinions from the City Attorney and outside experts Robert Apgar and
Robert Pennok). If no action is taken, there are several scenarios under which a property owner
may no longer be able to seek a lot size variance from the Board of Adjustments or develop in
reliance on the LDC’s minimum lot size standards in place since 1967.

The following table illustrates the density versus minimum lot size conflicts:

Zone

Current
minimum lot
size per LDC
(5q. Ft.)

Required lot
size if CP’s 7
UPA cap is
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s
4 UPAcap is
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s
5UPAcapis
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s 7
UPA density
caps applied

Lot meets
CP’s 7UPA
density
cap

Lot
meets
LDC’s
density

Proposed
Fix

Ft.) Ft.) Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) cap

Remove 4
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1A 10,000 6,223 10,890 NA NA YES NO

Remove 5
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1 7,500 6,223 NA 8712 NA YES NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
11.62 for
duplexes

R-2

duplex 7,500

12,446 NA NA 12,446 NO NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
8.62 for
Single
Family

R-2
Single
Family

6,000 6,223 NA NA 6,223 NO NO

1 Each jurisdiction’s state-mandated comprehensive plan overrides any conflicting language that may exist within its land development
code.

2 Excluding the Pines/Windemere PUD, there are 629.4 acres of land within the “low-density residential” land use category, excluding
rights-of-way. This category encompasses 2,102 residential parcels. Approximately 74 of these are vacant. Dividing 629.4 acres by the
number of existing single family and duplex parcels yields an average actual density of 3.34 units per acre. This figure reduces further if
rights-of-way are factored in.



Are there any unintended consequences to the proposed remedial amendments?

Some residents have expressed concern that remedially increasing the low-density residential caps
in the City Comprehensive Plan and LDC may lead to unwanted or unanticipated growth. Stuart’s
historical growth patterns and existing regulatory safeguards suggest otherwise:

» One need only look to Stuart’s 50-year history of controlling residential density thru
minimum lot sizes and the good judgement of the BOA to see how well the approach has
worked.

» Again, no changes to the minimum lot sizes in the LDC, in place since 1967, are being
proposed.

» With regard to lot size variances, the BOA’s track record is a conservative one. In the last 50
years only 27 of 227 variances requests have been for lot size reductions. Of those 27
requests, 2 were withdrawn and another 2 were denied. In 50 years, only 23 variance
requests for lot sizes have been approved. When measured against the total number of low
density residential lots in the City (2,102 lots) the potential for runaway growth because of
actions by the BOA is de minimus. (2,102 lots as compared to 23 substandard lots allowed
by variance)

» Tear down scenario. What if a developer purchased (10) ten adjoining, already developed
riverfront parcels in the R-1A zoning district, tore the existing homes down, and with a
newly increased density cap in place, sought a variance from the BOA to allow for a series of
(20) twenty fifty-foot wide lots of 5,000 square foot each? While theoretically possible, in
the decades before today’s density conflict was discovered, this scenario has never played
out. City residents are traditionally very vocal in protecting their neighborhoods from
wholesale change and are not shy about making their feelings known to the BOA. Also, to
ensure quality and a degree of certainty about the final product, it has long been the BOA’s
practice to require “compatible” site plans and architectural elevations as a condition of
approval, including lot size reductions. Finally, all BOA determinations are appealable to
the City Commission.

Notwithstanding these safeguard, to eliminate even the remotest possibility of the above
scenario, if so directed, staff will draft additional language in the Comprehensive Plan and
the LDC that forbids variance applications in the low-density residential category involving
multiple lot consolidation and subdivision into smaller lots.

Recommendation

Staff strongly supports the City’s 50 year tradition of regulating residential density mainly thru
minimum lot sizes and the BOA, and recommends moving forward with the attached remedial
ordinances.



Return to:

City Attorney’s Office
City of Stuart

121 SW Flagler Street
Stuart, FL 34994

BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

ORDINANCE NO: 2332-2017

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING
CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING
UNITS PER ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE CITY’S EXISTING AND
LONG-STANDING MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS BY
INCREASING THE MAXIMUM DENSITIES FOR THE R-1A, R-1, R-2,
R-3, RPUD, B-1, CPUD AND URBAN DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT
WITH THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; AMENDING CHAPTER
2.04.02, SUPPLEMENTAL AREA REQUIREMENTS”, AMENDING
CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.07.00, “DESIGNATION OF PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT (PUD); AMENDING CHAPTER 12, “DEFINITIONS”,
TO CLARIFY THE DEFINITION OF NET DENSITY AND DENSITY
BONUS, DECLARING SAID AMENDMENTS TO BE CONSISTENT
WITH THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR A
SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A CONFLICT CLAUSE AND CODIFICATION;
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES.

kkskskkskk
WHEREAS, the effective regulation of zoning density, as a means of regulating the
volume, location, and intensity of residential dwelling units is vital to the public's health

safety and welfare; and

WHEREAS, Policy A7.2 of the City’s Comprehensive Plan establishes a “Table of Land

Use Densities and Intensities which provides that the maximum dwelling units per acre of 7



dwelling units per acre within the Low Density Residential Future Land Use Designation;

and

WHEREAS, Objective B1 of the City’s Comprehensive Plan discourages urban sprawl
by facilitating urban redevelopment and infill development of properties and planning for
urban infill and redevelopment of lands located within Stuart in order to achieve a compact

urban form.

WHEREAS, on February 16, 2017, the Local Planning Agency met for the purpose of

transmitting its recommended amendment to the Land Development Code; and

WHEREAS, the Stuart City Commission held duly noticed public workshop on May 3,
2017, and public hearings on May 22 and June 12, 2017, to consider this ordinance and

provide for full public participation in the Land Development Code amendment process.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA that:

SECTION 1: The City of Stuart Land Development Code Chapter 2, Section 2.03.05, Table 3,
“Maximum  Dwelling Units per Acre” is hereby amended as follows:



TABLE 3

MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE

. Zoning Districts
Comprehensive 1
Plan Land Use B- | Bl cpu P PSP Urban East Stuart
Classification R1-A | R-1 R-2 R-3 RPUD* B-1 B-2 3 |- D P| I U H UD MXPUD Code
4 D District GRO BMU SFD
4 42 [73 (] 54
Low Density 4- 5 | 872to 8.72 t0 11.62
Residential 8.72 | 8.72 | 11.628 8
Multi-family 10 to
Residential 11.62°9 | 42/72/15230 10 L L 152 30
57/7
10to 8/10
Office /Residential 11.62°9 1530 10 10 | 10 4 152 30
57/7
8/10
Commercial 10 10 L L 4 152 a5
57/7
Downtown 15/ 8/10
Redevelopment 15/30 15/303 15/30 30 4 152 15/30°
57/7
Neighborhood/ 8/10
Special Dist. 15 4 152 15/30°
Industrial
East Stuart 152 15/305 | 15/305 17
Marine/Industrial 15 15 152 15/30°
Public E
Recreation
Institutional 42/73/15%
Conservation

R-1A Single Family - Estate; R-1 Single Family - General; R-2 Duplex; R-3 Multi-Family/Office; R-M Residential Multi-Family; B-1 Business -Limited; B-2 Business-General; B-3 Business-
Restricted; B-4 Limited Business/Manufacturing; P Public Service; I Industrial; H Hospital; Planned Unit Development (PUD) includes Residential (RPUD), Commercial (CPUD), Public Service
(PSPUD), Industrial (IPUD), and Mixed Use (MXPUD); Urban Code District includes Urban General (UG), Urban Center (UC), Urban Neighborhood (UN), Urban Highway (UH), Urban
Waterfront (UW); East Stuart District includes Business and Mixed Use (BMU), General Residential and Office (GRO), Single-family and Duplex (SFD).




Footnotes:

1 = Assisted Living Facility (ALF) is allowed a maximum of 30 units per acre in
land wuse classification multi-family residential, office/residential, and
downtown redevelopment.

2 — Sinale EamilvD hed Dwelline Uni

3 — Sinole Familv Attached Dwelline Uni

| = Multi-Eamilv Dwelline Uni
2 5 = Potential Bonus Units Allowable. Where not less than 50% of the total

residential units of site are smaller than 1,500 square feet in size, then at the
sole discretion of the city commission, a residential unit variety density bonus
may be awarded (Refer to Land Development Code Table 2.07.00.C).

3 6 =Up to 30 units with Major Urban Code Conditional Use

7=Based-enR-1 Density Requirements

3 - Baced onR-2 Densitv Reaui

4 9 = Based on R-3, B-1 and B-2 Density Requirements

5 10 = Up to 30 with East Stuart District Conditional Use Approval

6 1 = Up to 30 upon approval by City Commission with a RPUD within the
Downtown Redevelopment Land Use area

7 = Up to 11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplexes provided that such a density

achieves certain performance standards in the Land Development Code

8 = Maximum 8.72 dwelling units per acre for single family dwelling units and

11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplex units

9 = Maximum ten (10) dwelling units per acre for single and 11.62 dwellin

units per acre for multi-family and duplex units

E = Only Residential dwelling unit allowed and only by Conditional Use

L = Limited. No maximum density established by Land Development Code or Comprehensive

Plan at this time. Rather, the term "Limited" is used instead of a numerical value.

2.04.02 SUPPLEMENTAL AREA REQUIREMENTS

A. Minimum width and area of lots, unless varied by the Board of Adjustments via a
variance approval.

1. No lot, even though it may consist of one or more adjacent lots of record, shall be
reduced so that the lot width or depth, front side or rear yard, minimum lot area of
other requirements of this code are not maintained. This section shall not apply
when a portion of a lot is subsequently acquired for public purposes.

2. No residential lot shall be less than 60 feet in width. In the case of irregularly
shaped lots, the average lot width shall be measured and determined in accordance
with the definition of average lot width set forth in Chapter XII.

3. No platted lot shall contain less than 6,000 square feet.




2.07.00 DESIGNATION OF PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD)

3. Density. The net residential density for an RPUD shall not exceed the maximum permitted
as prescribed by the following:

A. Single-family, detached: Eeur 8.72 dwelling units per acre
B. Single-family, attached: Seven 8.72 dwelling units per acre
C. Multiple-family residential: 5 30 dwelling units per acre
2.03.03. Planned Unit Development (PUD) density

The density for a planned unit development shall not exceed those densities set forth in Table
3 - Maximum Dwelling Units per Acre, unless a density bonus_as defined herein, has been

granted by the city commission as part of a planned unit development zoning agreement.
Chapter 12, “definitions”, to clarify the definition of net density and density bonus

Density Bonus: Additional residential density may be approved for a RPUD in accordance with
the City of Stuart's comprehensive plan and land development regulations provided the total
density does not exceed 30 dwelling units per acre. A density bonus may only be granted at the
discretion of the City Commission as an incentive for developments to provide greater public
amenities or housing opportunities which enhance the City, such as affordable housing, new
housing stock, or housing types that are in demand.

Net density: The net density of a project shall be computed by dividing the total number of
units to be constructed by the net residential acreage of the parcel. The net residential acreage
of a parcel shall be the acreage devoted to residential lots buildings, and-aceessory-structures

rights-of-way, common areas, landscape buffers and retention areas less all bodies of water

and required




SECTION 2: All ordinances or parts of ordinances herewith are hereby repealed to the extent
of such conflict.

SECTION 3: If any word, clause, sentence, paragraph, section or part thereof contained in this
Ordinance is declared to be unconstitutional, unenforceable, void or inoperative by a court of
competent jurisdiction, such declaration shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this
Ordinance.

SECTION 4: The provisions of this ordinance shall be codified.

SECTION 5:  This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

PASSED on First Reading this day of ,2017.

Commissioner offered the foregoing ordinance and moved its adoption. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the
vote was as follows:

THOMAS CAMPENNI, MAYOR

TROY A. MCDONALD, VICE MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, COMMISSIONER
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
EULA R. CLARK, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED on second and final reading this day of ,2017.

ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE THOMAS CAMPENNI
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL J. MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY



Data and Analysis Summary

This section provides data and analysis, including an examination of consistency with Rule
Chapter 9J-5, F.A.C. and Chapter 163, F.S. and the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

A. Procedure

The proposed amendment to adopted Comprehensive Plan policies is a text amendment subject
to the Expedited State Review Process per provisions of Chapter 163.3184(3) and (5), Florida
Statutes, adopted by the 2011 state legislation. The Expedited State Review Process applies to
all comprehensive plan amendments except small scale amendments and amendments that must
follow the State Coordinated Review process, such as the Evaluation and Appraisal Review
(EAR) - based amendments.

If the Commission approves the proposed amendment, it will be transmitted for review to the
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), currently the state land planning agency.
Within the DEO, the program is then administered by the Division of Community Planning and
Development and Bureau of Comprehensive Planning. The final adoption by the City
Commission is tentatively scheduled for July of 2017.

B. Proposed Text Changes

This amendment will address a discrepancy between gross density within the Comprehensive
Plan and densities long since established in the City’s Land Development Code and historic
growth patterns by updating the land use categories so they better align with the City’s vision
through adopting the new density requirements of Ordinance No. 2342-2017 into the
Comprehensive Plan. Please see Exhibit “A” for the text of the proposed text amendment.

The proposed increases in maximum density can be summarized as follows:

(A) Low Density Residential land use category from <7 to <8.72 for single family uses
(B) Low Density Residential land use category from <7 to 11.62 for duplex uses

(C) Multi-Family Residential land use category from <15 to <30 for RPUD only

(D) Multi-Family Residential land use category from <10 to <11.62

(E) Office/Residential land use category from <15 to <30 for RPUD only

(F) Office/Residential land use category from <10 to <11.62

(G) East Stuart land use category from <15 to <17



C. Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

This proposed amendment furthers several provisions of the Future Land Use and Housing
Elements of the Comprehensive Plan, including the items listed below.

Exhibit “B” — Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis
D. Land Development Code Implications

This proposed amendment will result in changes to the Land Development Code (LDC). Please
see Ordinance No. 2332-2017, attached as Exhibit “C” for the text of the proposed text
amendment. This will be amended concurrently with the Comprehensive Plan text amendment in
order to provide stream less consistency between the two documents.

E. Recommendation

As indicated herein and analyzed fully in Exhibit “D”, staff recommends approval of the
proposed City-initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendment and a related Land Development
Code text amendment implementing the changes to the Comprehensive plan for transmittal to the
State for an Expedited State Review.



Exhibit “A”
Proposed Comprehensive Plan Text Revisions

Strike thru text in red
Added text in blue

Policy A7.2. Gross densities, gross intensities and proportional use amounts for each land use
category are established in the “Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities” that is adopted as
part of this element.

Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities

Residential Non-Residential
RPUD or Major UCE”
Land Use In/Out | General Not A€CLF =15 %reside General >2.0 %non-
Category CRA' ACLF* s ntial FAR® | resident
ere’ ial
Low Density NA <7 <7 none Nene | 95-100 <0.75 0-5%
Residential dufae dufae FAR
<8.72 <8.72
du/ac du/ac
to 11.62 | to
du/ac® | 11.62
du/ac®
Multi-Family In <15 <15 <30 <5ae | 70-100 <3.0 <20 0-30%
Residential du/ac dufae du/ac FAR ac
<30
du/ac
Out <10 15 <30 =l 70-100 <0.5 0-30%
du/ac to | dufae du/ac ae FAR
11.62 <30
du/ac’ du/ac
Commercial In <15 <15 <30 <5ae |0-15 <3.0 <50 85-
du/ac du/ac FAR ac 100%
Out <10 <10 <30 <25 0-15 <1.5 85-
du/ac du/ac ae FAR 100%
Office/ In <15 <15 <30 <5ae |0-25 <3.0 <10 75-
Residential du/ac dulae du/ac FAR ac 100%
<30
du/ac
Out <10 <10 <30 <5ae |0-25 <1.5 75-
du/ac dulae du/ac FAR 100%




to 11.62 | <30
du/ac’ du/ac
Industrial In None 0 <3.0 <10 100%
FAR ac
Out None 0 <1.0 100%
FAR
Public None 0 <1.0 100%
FAR
Institutional <10 <30 <30 <Sae |0 <0.75 100%
du/ac du/ac du/ac FAR
Recreation None <0.5 100%
FAR
Downtown <15 <30 <30 <25 0-70 <4.0 <50 0-70%°
Redevelopment du/ac® du/ac du/ac ae FAR ac
Neighborhood/ In <15 <30 <5ae | 30-90 <3.0 <10 10-70%
Special District du/ac du/ac FAR ac
Out <15 <30 <5ae |30-90 <2.0 10-70%
du/ac du/ac FAR
East Stuart NA <15 <15 <30 <5ae | 70-100 <1.5 0-30%
dufee e du/ac FAR
<17 <17
du/ac du/ac
Conservation None 0 <10% 100%
ISR
Marina/ <15 <15 NA <5ae | 0-25 <3.0 <5ac |0-75%
Industrial du/ac du/ac FAR

'CRA = Community Redevelopment Agency. A delineated area

> RPUD = Residential Planned Unit Development; Majer UCE—= MajorUrban—Code
Exeeption Major UCCU = Major Urban Code Conditional Use

3 The total number of acres in developments approved and constructed after the policy effective
date that exceed 2.0 FAR shall not exceed the specified amount.

* ACLF = Assisted AdultConsresated Living Facility

5

> This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and
detached and duplex development ranging in density from 8.72 for single family units to
11.62 for duplex units.

6 Recreation uses shall not exceed 25 percent of the land area




ISR = Impervious surface ratio. Not to exceed 10,000 square feet for any contiguous parcel.

® Shall be interpreted on an Urban Subdistrict basis within the CRA (including Urban
Neighborhood, Urban General, Urban Center, Urban Waterfront, and Urban Highway)

? This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and
detached, duplex and multi-family development ranging in density from 10 for single
family units to 11.62 for multi-family and duplex units.

Note: Throughout the City, properties located in the Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA), as
identified on the future land use map in the Coastal Element of the Comprehensive Plan, are
limited to 15 dwelling units per acre unless the applicant can demonstrate to comply with
Florida Statute 163.3178 (9)(a)l,2 and 3. ALFs shall continue to be prohibited within the
Coastal High Hazard Area.



Exhibit “B”
Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis

The following are adopted Comprehensive Plan policies in support of the text changes:
FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT

Policy AS.1: The Future Land Use Element of the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan shall
provide land for future residential use to promote a more compact development pattern.
This shall include sufficient land suitable for the public utility facilities needed to support
the projected level and pattern of development.

Staff Comment: The areas that the City are promoting an allowance to split into higher
density lots are within the Low Density Residential Land Use Category. Map A illustrates
the location of the Low Density Land Use Category, a majority of which is centrally
located within the City, adjacent to the downtown area and a majority of which is located
within the City’s Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA). By allowing lot splits
when there is a reasonable request for a hardship, the City will allow more compact

development patterns within existing infrastructure and in conformance with current
patterns of development.

Policy AS.4: City land development regulations and housing programs should support the
provision of housing for very-low income to moderate income residents.

Staff Comment: The City has historically observed smaller lot sizes and in turn smaller
houses as desirable within the City’s platted neighborhoods. This can be contributed to
the fact that smaller houses are more affordable to purchase and maintain. The trend

toward smaller houses and the correlation between affordable housing and the size of the
lot demonstrate the necessity for the City to remain flexible in regard to minimum lot
sizes, which includes the increasing of densities to ensure that 5,000 square foot lots
within all zoning districts are attainable under the density limits of the Comprehensive
Plan.

Objective B1: Compact Urban Form. Discourage urban sprawl by facilitating urban
redevelopment and infill development of properties and planning for urban infill and
redevelopment of lands located within Stuart in order to achieve a compact urban form.

Staff Comment: Similar to the comment above regarding compact urban form, the City
1s_encouraging infill development and redevelopment of lands located within the Low
Density Land Use category, by allowing them to petition the City for smaller minimum

lot sizes.



HOUSING ELEMENT

Policy A2.6: Housing opportunities. In order to expand the number and type of
opportunities for affordable housing, the City will encourage new construction through
density bonuses and other provisions provided through the land development regulations
as well as through grants and special programs administrated by the City.

Staff Comment: It is the intent of the City to provide a more diverse housing stock with
greater housing opportunities, and to regulate those provisions through the adherence of
minimum lot sizes within the City’s Land Development Regulations, which will allow for
the provision of a variance to reduce the size of lots to no less than 5,000 square feet
within the Low Density Land Use Category for single family lots, and a total of 7,000
square feet for duplexes in the same land use. This will allow the City to regulate
expansion of the housing stock and allow opportunities where they conform with the
provisions of the code.

Policy E.1.1: The City shall continue to apply existing standards within its LDC to
encourage reinvestment in the City’s existing housing stock. These standards include
relaxed lot coverage and setback provisions, cottage lot allowanced and less restrictive
variance criteria.

Staff Comment: The City’s cottage lot allowances are being promoted by the relaxation
of density limits mandated by the Comprehensive Plan. By allowing 5,000 square foot
lots, the City is encouraging reinvestment in the City’s existing housing stock.




MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE

Exhibit “C”

TABLE 3

Zoning Districts

Comprehensive I East Stuart

Plan Land Use B- B CPU p PSP Urban

Classification R1-A | R-1 R-2 R-3 RPUD? B-1 B-2 3 |- D U UD MXPUD Code

4 D District GRO BMU SFD
7 4Z/73 /45"
4 5

Low Density 8.72 to 8.72to 11.62

Residential 8.72 | 8.72 | 11.628 8

Multi-family 10 to

Residential 11.629 | 42/73/45%30 10 L L 152 30
5747

10 to 8/10

Office /Residential 11.62° 1530 10 10 10 4 152 30
5747
8/10

Commercial 10 10 L L 4 152 15
5747

Downtown 15/ 2/10

Redevelopment 15/30 15/303 15/30 | 30 4 152 15/30°
5747

Neighborhood/ 8/10

Special Dist. 15 4 152 15/30°

Industrial




East Stuart

152

15/305

15/305

17

Marine/Industrial

15

15

152

15/30°

Public

Recreation

Institutional

42/75/15%

Conservation

R-1A Single Family - Estate; R-1 Single Family - General; R-2 Duplex; R-3 Multi-Family/Office; R-M Residential Multi-Family; B-1 Business -Limited; B-2 Business-General; B-3 Business-
Restricted; B-4 Limited Business/Manufacturing; P Public Service; I Industrial; H Hospital; Planned Unit Development (PUD) includes Residential (RPUD), Commercial (CPUD), Public Service

(PSPUD), Industrial (IPUD), and Mixed Use (MXPUD); Urban Code District includes Urban General (UG), Urban Center (UC), Urban Neighborhood (UN), Urban Highway (UH), Urban

Waterfront (UW); East Stuart District includes Business and Mixed Use (BMU), General Residential and Office (GRO), Single-family and Duplex (SFD).




Footnotes:

1 = Assisted Living Facility (ALF) is allowed a maximum of 30 units per acre in
land use classification multi-family residential, office/residential, and
downtown redevelopment.

> = Sinele Eamilv Detached Dwelling Uni
3 = Sinele Eamilv Attached Dwelline Uni
¢ = Multi-Eamilv Dwelline Uni

2 5 = Potential Bonus Units Allowable. Where not less than 50% of the total
residential units of site are smaller than 1,500 square feet in size, then at the
sole discretion of the city commission, a residential unit variety density bonus
may be awarded (Refer to Land Development Code Table 2.07.00.C).

3 6 = Up to 30 units with Major Urban Code Conditional Use

7 = Based.onR-1 DensitvR .
8 — Based on R-2 Densitv.R .

4 9 = Based on R-3, B-1 and B-2 Density Requirements

510 = Up to 30 with East Stuart District Conditional Use Approval

6 11 = Up to 30 upon approval by City Commission with a RPUD within the
Downtown Redevelopment Land Use area

7 = Up to 11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplexes provided that such a
density achieves certain performance standards in the Land
Development Code

8 = Maximum 8.72 dwelling units per acre for single family dwelling
units and 11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplex units

9 = Maximum ten (10) dwelling units per acre for single and 11.62
dwelling units per acre for multi-family and duplex units

E = Only Residential dwelling unit allowed and only by Conditional Use

L = Limited. No maximum density established by Land Development Code or
Comprehensive Plan at this time. Rather, the term "Limited" is used instead of a numerical
value.

2.04.02 SUPPLEMENTAL AREA REQUIREMENTS

A. Minimum width and area of lots, unless varied by the Board of Adjustments via a
variance approval.
1. No lot, even though it may consist of one or more adjacent lots of record, shall be



reduced so that the lot width or depth, front side or rear yard, minimum lot area of
other requirements of this code are not maintained. This section shall not apply
when a portion of a lot is subsequently acquired for public purposes.

2. No residential lot shall be less than 60 feet in width. In the case of irregularly
shaped lots, the average lot width shall be measured and determined in
accordance with the definition of average lot width set forth in Chapter XII.

3. No platted lot shall contain less than 6,000 square feet.

2.07.00 DESIGNATION OF PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD)

3. Density. The net residential density for an RPUD shall not exceed the maximum
permitted as prescribed by the following:

A. Single-family, detached: Eeur 8.72 dwelling units per acre
B. Single-family, attached: Seven 8.72 dwelling units per acre
C. Multiple-family residential: 45 30 dwelling units per acre
2.03.03. Planned Unit Development (PUD) density

The density for a planned unit development shall not exceed those densities set forth in
Table 3 - Maximum Dwelling Units per Acre, unless a density bonus as defined herein, has
been granted by the city commission as part of a planned unit development zoning
agreement.

Chapter 12, “definitions”, to clarify the definition of net density and density bonus

Density Bonus: Additional residential density may be approved for a RPUD in
accordance with the City of Stuart's comprehensive plan and land development
regulations provided the total density does not exceed 30 dwelling units per acre. A
density bonus may only be granted at the discretion of the City Commission as an
incentive for developments to provide greater public amenities or housing
opportunities which enhance the City, such as affordable housing, new housing stock,
or housing types that are in demand.

Net density: The net density of a project shall be computed by dividing the total number of
units to be constructed by the net residential acreage of the parcel. The net residential

acreage of a parcel shall be the acreage devoted to residential lots buildings, and-aceessory
struetures rights-of-way, common areas, landscape buffers and retention areas less all



bodies of water including wet retention areas, the dedicated public open space, all




Exhibit “D”
Data & Analysis

In compliance with Florida Statutes, this Exhibit provides details the background, analysis of
potential impacts and level of service analysis regarding the specific text changes identified in
Exhibit “A”.

The sections within the Data and Analysis are organized to analyze the impacts of the
Comprehensive Plan text change identified in Exhibit “A”, as follows: 1) Background
Information; 2) Population Trends and Change in Population, 3) Analysis and Impact of the
Proposed Density Changes, 4) Vacant land and infill development, 5) Infrastructure level of
service analysis, with subsections of a) Sanitary sewer, b) Solid waste, ¢) Drainage, d) Potable
water, €) recreation, f) transportation, and g) public education, 6) consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan, 7) consistency with Florida Statues and 8) intergovernmental coordination
and public participation.

1) Background Information

Since the City’s first comprehensive zoning code was adopted in 1967, minimum lot sizes for
one and two-family homes have remained unchanged. In 2002, prompted by a Martin County
law suits over annexation, and in accordance with Florida’s 1980°s-Era Growth Management
Law, the City addressed compliance with Florida Statute 163.3177, by adding residential
densities to its Comprehensive Plan. In doing so, the City chose to cap the “Low-Density
Residential” land use category at 7 units per acre. This category encompasses the R-1A, R-1 and
R-2 (duplex) zoning districts. In drafting these Comprehensive Plan density caps, the City failed
to recognize the conflicts created between the Comprehensive Plan and the LDC, and between
the Comprehensive Plan and long standing practice to allow variances to the minimum lot size.

To resolve these “house cleaning” conflicts, amendments to both the City’s Comprehensive Plan
and its LDC are proposed. If no action is taken, there are several scenarios under which a
property owner may no longer be able to seek a lot size variance from the Board of Adjustments
or develop in reliance on the LDC’s minimum lot size standards in place since 1967.



The following table illustrates the density versus minimum lot size conflicts:

Zone

Current
minimum lot
size per LDC
(Sq. Ft.)

Required lot
size if CP’s 7
UPA cap is
applied (Sq.
Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s

4 UPAcap is
applied (Sq.

Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s

5UPAcapis
applied (Sq.

Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s 7
UPA density
caps applied
(Sq. Ft.)

Lot meets
CP’s 7UPA
density
cap

Lot
meets
LDC’s
density
cap

Proposed
Fix

R-1A

10,000

6,223

10,890

NA

NA

YES

NO

Remove 4
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1

7,500

6,223

NA

8712

NA

YES

NO

Remove 5
UPA cap in
LDC

R-2
duplex

7,500

12,446

NA

NA

12,446

NO

NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
11.62 for
duplexes

R-2
Single
Family

6,000

6,223

NA

NA

6,223

NO

NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
8.62 for
Single
Family

The “house cleaning” of the City’s densities within the Future Land Use Element is namely due
to a significant number of properties classified as Low Density Residential carry a conventional
zoning designation with maximum densities exceeding the 7 dwelling unit per acre prescribed
for the Low Density Land Use category. In lieu of creating new Land Use Categories, the City
has elected to raise the overall densities to match the established historic lot sizes.

The total number of lots within the Low Density Residential land use category is 2,399. 304 of
these properties are located within a built RPUD, which the City would not expect to benefit
from the changes in the land use designation. A few hundred of the remaining 2,095 properties
are within the CRA, which is an area that the city is encouraging infill redevelopment. Maps A
and B on the following pages, show the location of the Low Density Residential areas and the
zoning of those areas, minus the RPUD.




Map A. Low Density Residential Property versus all property
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Map B. R-1A, R-1 and R-2 Zoned Property versus all property

[ ]R-1A

R-1A - 554 Lots (184.6 Acres or 3 units per acre)
B RrR-1

R-1-1234 Lots (393 Acres or 3.14 units per acre)
D] R-2
R-2 - 314 Lots (51.8 Acres or 6.06 units per acre)




2) Population Trends and Change in Population

The population of the City from 1990 to 2000 grew at a rate of 18.2%. Since 2000, the rate
declined to an average annual rate of 6.3%. According to the estimates of population by County
and City in Florida, 2016, Stuart is estimated to have 16,148 persons as of April 1, 2016. The
total change between 2010 and 2016 is estimated to be 555 persons, or 3.4%. The 2010 Census
recorded 15,593 persons. After experiencing an average annual growth of over 5% for the first
half of the 2000s, the City’s more recent population growth has been stagnant according to
University of Florida’s BEBR estimates.

Permanent Population for the City of Stuart, U.S. Census Bureau

1990 2000 2010 2016
11,936 14,605 15,593 16,148

The declining rate of population increase is mainly due to the fact that the city is nearing
complete buildout and population increase has been decelerating region and state-wide,
especially since the time of the housing bust of 2007.

Permanent Population for the City of Stuart
As referenced from the Population Technical Bulletin, prepared by Martin County, 2015.

2016 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

16,148 17,140 17,902 18,545 19,112 19,591

Peak Population for the City of Stuart,
As referenced from the Population Technical Bulletin, prepared by Martin County, 2015.

2016 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

16,148 18,958 19,721 20,363 20,930 21,409

Although the City’s Capital Improvement budget, which analyzes the City’s capacity to serve
and maintain adopted Level of Service standards, takes into consideration a natural growth rate
for the next five years, it is important to note that due to mainly infill development, the City
already anticipates the 2040 permanent population to be 19,591 and the peak population may be
21,409.




3) Analysis and Impact of the Proposed Density Changes

The impact of increasing the density within the Comprehensive Plan within the Low Density
Residential, Multi-Family Residential, Office-Residential, and East Stuart, is in the practical
sense permitting the City to proceed with long standing procedures, which allow the City to
adhere to the minimum lot sizes contained within the City’s Land Development Code (which has
remained unchanged for over 50 years since its adoption) and allow the City’s Board of
Adjustment to vary those minimum lot sizes when a complete variance application is requested
and the testimony presents a clear hardship to permit a reduced lot size in the context of
established, platted neighborhoods. The elimination of a City-wide discrepancy whereby a
significant number of properties were allowed smaller lot sizes since the establishment of the
City’s Land Development Code with the density limitations adopted and imposed on those lots
since 2002, is determined not to be a significant change in the number of lots or population. This
is due to historic fact that these lots either exist or were always anticipated to be formed, since
they meet the long standard minimum lot sizes of the City’s Land Development Code.

In order to anticipate the formation of new lots granted by variance to be smaller than the
minimum lot sizes, the City has determined that existing vacant lots are the only lots that
represent a likely and best case scenario of redevelopment and infill. Demonstrated on Map C on
the following page and further explained in the next section of the analysis, the total numbers of
vacant properties that are potentially impacted are only 74 lots. Even if each one of these vacant
lots are able to demonstrate a hardship, only 74 additional lots may be created due to the increase
in density contained in the proposed language above the minimum lot sizes of the Land
Development Code. Based on the unlikely scenario that each vacant lot does subdivide, the
increase of 74 lots have been determined to be de Minimis due to the comparative size of the
City (2,399 low density lots), and the most likely scenario of development (74 lots, or 3%). Of
note, the City has 8,777 housing units as of the 2010 census. The impact of the comprehensive
plan text amendment in the context of the entire city is .8% of the city’s total number of units.



Map C. Vacant properties within the Low Density Land Use Category.
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The City acknowledges that the increase in allowable density is not limited to vacant lots, and
therefore, lots with residences may be torn down to allow for smaller lot splits than currently
allowed, or due to the situation of the residence, the lot splits may occur without having the
residence torn down. In either case, these scenarios represent an unlikely scenario and the worst
case scenario of redevelopment, as it is uncharacteristic for the City to see that many lot splits
over the City’s history. As an example, Map D on the following page demonstrates the
relatively small number of demolitions the City processes to determine the historic likelihood
that the City may see tear downs and subdivisions after the adoption of higher densities within
the Comprehensive Plan. Since 2000, the City has processed 134 Residential Demolitions within
the Residential Low Density Land Use Category, but it should be noted that 23 of those lots were
within the Witham Field landing buffer zone and should not be considered voluntary. Therefore,
the City has 111 demolition requests, or an average of about 6.5 per year.



Map D. Demolition Permits Issued 2000-2017

Demo Permits Issued 2000- 2017

- Demo Permits




Finally, the city acknowledges that the total area under the Residential Planned Unit
Development (PUD) category that could potentially be unrestricted since there is no size
requirement to become a RPUD. Under the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendment, a
density bonus program currently referred to in the City’s Land Development Regulations is
allowed to potentially increase the PUD density from 15 units per acre to 30 units per acre. Only
62.96 acres of this category are currently vacant and may benefit from the proposed density
bonus. There is a potential increase of 944 units, due to the comprehensive plan text amendment.
However, staff notes that these are not guaranteed units and may only awarded based on density
bonuses.

With a total potential increase of 74 lots, the City may experience an additional 170 residents.
(74 new lots x 2.3 household size = 170 total new residents). Please note that this total does not
take into account how many of the new residence might be seasonal. Because this change in
population takes into account the full redevelopment of the city’s residential lots, and the
redevelopment of all of the residential vacant lots, the hypothetical built-out population scenario
would be 19,761 (19,591+ 170).

4) Vacant land and infill development

The chief factor limiting the potential impact of the proposed density increase is the fact that
almost all land under the Residential Low Density category is already developed.

The Comprehensive Plan text amendment only impacts the by-right density of the East Stuart
and Low Density Residential land use category, and for density bonuses to Residential Planned
Unit Development (RPUD) zoned properties. The vacant areas of the Low Density Residential
land use category is demonstrated and tabulated on Map D, broken down by zoning district. The
chart demonstrates that the total numbers of vacant properties that are potentially impacted are
only 74 lots. This represents the highest reasonable impact in the short term, because it does not
take into consideration lot splits with a residence currently built on the property.

Also note that the vacant parcels within East Stuart have always been developed in this fashion
without a minimum lot size and with density in the Land Development Regulations equal to the
proposed Comprehensive Plan Text amendment. Therefore, the City finds that these impacts
have been known to our level of service analysis.

Infill Development

The City has several policies that support the potential increase in density within the existing
fabric of the city as a planning tool to decrease urban sprawl in locations that support the
additional density. By potentially decreasing urban sprawl, the City may ultimately decrease the
public expenditure of needed infrastructure, decrease overall traffic on US 1 (which is the only
road that is failing concurrency), benefit the environment and have a positive effect on health and
quality of life of our residence.



According to the Urban Land Institute (2007), Growing Cooler: Evidence on Urban
Development and Climate Change, more compact urban development strategies helps reduce
vehicle miles traveled. Coupled with the analysis of the City’s Economic Element performed by
the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), the City’s commercial activities employ
21,627 people who live outside of the city, while only employing 1,497 who call Stuart home.
Taking into consideration that 4,078 residents commute to work outside the city, a net traffic
positive flow of 17,549 commuters travel into Stuart at peak rush hours. This imbalance is a root
cause for traffic concurrency issues on Highway One. If lots within our Low Density Land Use
areas utilize the variance process to subdivide and add some additional units to the City’s
housing stock, it may be in the City’s best interest to allow the variance process to work as it has
been working for so long.

A city with a core density has also been linked to increased productivity. The Federal Reserve
Bank of New York’s 2010 report, Productivity and the Density of Human Capital, reviewed 363
metropolitan areas to understand how density affects an area’s economic productivity. Although
this report reviewed metropolitan areas, the findings may be applied to smaller cities like Stuart.
The study shows that sector with the highest productivity gains due where higher density patterns
existed were those in the professional services, education, arts and entertainment, information
and finance sectors. These are Sectors that the City is currently invested in and desires to
continue to invest in.

Infrastructure is also an important factor in why a small City may benefit from some additional
housing in the core of its city. As a community expands outward, new infrastructure is required
and be maintained. The City has focused its budget on continuing excellent public services and
fund new infrastructure projects as they are needed. Choosing to focus on increasing density in
areas where infrastructure already exists not only the most cost-effective way to use limited
resources, but additionally, easier and quicker to maintain. Focusing on funds within higher
densities also creates more of an impact to public benefit. The city is aggressively providing
inexpensive avenues to convert septic and wells to water and sewer. Because of this emphasis,
the City is well prepared if there is a small increase of 170 new residents.

Furthermore, it may be argued that dense development is poor development and not in keeping
with a small community, but that is not necessarily the case. Compact development strategies are
outliving the sprawling commuter city strategies, because compact development is far more
sustainable. Also, the underlining fabric of a city’s sustainable density is demonstrated by the
underlying 5,000 square foot lots that were originally platted and planned for these
neighborhoods in the 1920s. These original plats took into consideration density clustering to
provide more walkable blocks and sharing of infrastructure. A majority of these platted
neighborhoods dedicated alley-ways and rights of ways that create spaces that make the
complete neighborhood subdivision feel less dense and in fact can be calculated today to be less
dense (if the city included alleyways and rights of ways in the density calculation of these
subdivisions). Although times have changed since the 1920s, so has the role of citizen



participation in our local government. Higher densities can address a number of sustainable
development issues, such as walkable neighborhoods, local housing stock, access to housing, and
quality development, in order to realize the benefits of compact neighborhoods. It is important
to recognize that higher densities make walkability possible and great design makes it enjoyable.
It is through the public variance process promoted by the City and allowed by the proposed
Ordinance that these issues may be discussed to benefit the land owner, the neighborhood and
the City.

5) Infrastructure level of service analysis

The State requires an assessment of the financial feasibility of providing infrastructure needed to
achieve and maintain adopted level of service standards and sustain concurrency. A level of
service (LOS) analysis and an assessment of the financial feasibility of the comprehensive plan
were conducted in conjunction with each update of the Capital Improvement Element.

Comprehensive Plan Level of Service

A description of availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, potable

water, water supply, traffic circulation, schools, and recreation is required by section 163.3177
F.S.

The adopted LOS standards for infrastructure services are set forth in policies in the
Infrastructure, Transportation and Parks and Recreation Elements of the Comprehensive Plan.
They are summarized in Policy A3.1 of the Capital Improvements Element.

Summary of Level of Service Standards

Facility Level of Service Standard

Sanitary Sewer facilities 80 gallons per capita per day for residential

1,100 gpapd for non-residential

115 gpcpd total

Solid Waste facilities 3.5 pounds per capita per day (residential)

.007 pounds per square foot per day (non-residential)

Drainage Facilities

Retention of half of the runoff from a 25-year, 3 day duration storm
event on parcels greater than 1 acre or 10-year 3-day duration storm
event on parcels less than 1 acre

Potable Water

250 gallons per day per equivalent residential connection

Recreation Facilities

3 acres of developed community park per 1,000 permanent and seasonal
residents

Transportation Facilities

LOS E at peak hour for arterials except,
A) An interim standard of maintain is established for the following
roadways:
SR 707 from Green River Parkway to south of Wright Blvd
SR 714 from Palm City Bridge to SR 76
B) Transportation level of service standards shall not be applied to




any development occurring within he TCEA

C) Transportation level of service standards for arterials within the
TCEA Buffer area shall allow an additional 30% increase in peak
hour traffic over the adopted level of service standards otherwise
set in this policy

Public Education Facilities See a more detailed section below on Public Education facilities

a) Sanitary Sewer

Sanitary Sewer level of service standard for sanitary sewer is 80 gallons per capita per day.
According to the City’s Public Works Department, we are meeting and exceeding the 80 gallons
per capita per day threshold. While using 50% of water use outside, and 166 gallons per capita
per day for water usage. The Public Works Department confirmed via memorandum that the
anticipated increase in population should not be a concern.

b) Solid Waste

The city processes approximately 17,263 tons of commercial garbage, including multi-family
residential per day. The City’s Public Works Department currently processes 2.19 pounds per
capita per day for garbage and .69 pounds per capita per day for recycling, in line with the 3.5
pounds per capita per day LOS service standard. The Public Works Department confirmed via
memorandum that the anticipated increase in population should not be a concern.

¢) Drainage

The Public Works Department confirmed via memorandum that the anticipated increase in
population should not be a concern toward drainage requirements, as they are held to standards
during development that should keep the City within the LOS standard threshold.

d) Potable Water

The City owns and operates its own potable water supply system. All responsibilities for the
treatment and distribution of public water supply to the residents and businesses within its
service area, which includes a small portion of unincorporated Martin County, are assumed by
the City. In addition, there are areas of the City which receive potable water service from Martin
County Consolidated Water System.

Raw water for the Stuart water system is provided by 24 production wells drawing from the
Surficial Aquifer System (SAS). In addition, Stuart received an average of 500,000 gallons per
day from the Northrup Grumman Corporation remediation system.

Stuart currently operates a single water treatment facility, which consists of three 2-MGD
treatment units, with a finished peak-day capacity of 4.355 MGD, although the current
Consumptive Use Permit (CUP) only permits a maximum withdrawal of 3.67 MGD.




The current average daily output of finished water is approximately 3.25 MGD

Population projections for the Stuart water service areas are below:

YEAR Service Area Total (Resident Population)

2018 19,960

The City has adopted finished potable water level of service standard of 250 gallons per day
equivalent residential connection, as part of the Ten-Year Water Supply Facilities Work Plan.

e) Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA)

An evaluation of the effectiveness of the City’s TCEA was conducted as part of the EAR, in
accordance with State law.

Stuart’s TCAE represents approximately 19% of the total municipal acreage. The purpose of the
TCEA, within which development is exempted from transportation concurrency requirements, is
to encourage urban redevelopment and infill development within the CRA. In order to avoid
creating a ring of under development and blight around the TCEA, the city created a transition
zone extending approximately one mile to the west, south and east of the TCEA south of the
bridge, within which the LOS standard allows up to a 30% increase in peak hour traffic over the
adopted LOS service volumes.

The TCEA appears to be succeeding in fostering infill development and redevelopment within
the CRA.

Traffic volume on major collectors and arterials within the TCEA, buffer area and beyond is
lower than anticipated and not exceeding LOS “E” with exception of the US-1 Roosevelt bridge
link. An evaluation of the traffic patterns indicates that the congestion on US-1 is not generated
by development within the TCEA or TCEA buffer area, but rather from development outside the
city. As this link is projected by the MPO to continue to operate as LOS “E” until 2040, the
TCAE should become increasingly important to the promotion of redevelopment and infill
development within the CRA and buffer area. It is concluded that the TCEA and TCEA buffer
area LOS standards should be retained, subject to monitoring.

According to the most recent Roadway Level of Service Inventory (Marti MPO 2040 LRTP), the
only roadway links that are projected to exceed the LOS “E” within the city are US Highway
One, between Palm City Road and Britt Road.

According to the Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization, “2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan”, prepared by Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., and based on the Martin
County 2013 LOS Inventory Report, the only roadway within the City that is failing the volume
to capacity ratio is US Highway One. This report examined roadway deficiencies resulting from
growth in travel demands over the 25-year time horizon.




Martin County identified required improvement projects needed to maintain satisfactory mobility
conditions, including roadway projects, transit projects, and projects related to non-motorized
improvements. Within the “Roadway Needs Plan”, the only roadway identified by the County as
requiring funding for the next 20 years was Indian Street, between Kanner and Willoughby,
which is a short section of which there are no low density land use areas that this amendment
would potentially exacerbate this concern.

f) Public Education Facilities

Any large number of additional residential units would be due to the approval of a planned unit
development, which would have the availability to apply for a density bonus up to 30 units per
acre. During the time of application, the City currently, and will continue to, coordinate with the
Martin County School Board such application for residential units. The City does not anticipate
the potential for a small number of infill lots over a period of twenty years will impact the Public
Education Facilities negatively; furthermore, the City finds that the maximum likely potential
increase could be planned for as a natural and measured population increase are planned and the
levels of service maintained.

6) Internal Consistency with Comprehensive Plan

The City of Stuart’s Comprehensive Plan contains a number Elements, which contain Goals,
Objectives and Policies which provide the City a City-wide, long term vision. In order to
demonstrate consistency of the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments within the
existing Goals, Objectives and Policies of the current Comprehensive Plan, please see
Attachment A, which includes several Goals, Objectives and Policies that support the proposed
text amendment.

Please see Exhibit “B” — Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis

7) Consistency with Florida Statutes

The City of Stuart’s Comprehensive Plan is currently in compliance with all Florida Statutes and
the proposed text change does not conflict with any Florida Statute requirements. The City is
amending the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Element in accordance with Rule Chapter
9J-5, F.A.C. and Chapter 163, F.S.

8) Intergovernmental Coordination and Public Participation

The City has brought forth the City- initiated Ordinance to the Local Planning Agency at the
~__, 2017 hearing, a Public Workshop with the City Commission on  , 2017, and a
transmittal hearing at City Commission on June 22, 2017. Please see Exhibit “E” to examine the
public hearing minutes, the City’s required proof of notification and all additional public
comments the City has received.



Low Density Residential Property versus all property

e

Properties with Low Density
Land Use Category

2399 Lots, including those within RPUD
841 acres

2.85 lots/acre




R-1A

R-1A - 554 Lots (184.6 Acres or 3 units per acre)

] R-1
R-1 - 1234 Lots (393 Acres or 3.14 units per acre)

R-2

R-2 - 314 Lots (51.8 Acres or 6.06 units per acre)
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Vacant Residential Property by Zoning




All Board of Adjustment Variance Requests
Since 1967

m Variances for setbacks,
height, fences, parking,
and signage

M Variances to minimum lot
size prior to
Comprehensive Plan

= Variance to lot size since
establishment of
Comprehensive Plan
(1.02)




All impacts to single family lots in relation to density change (7 to 9 DUA) only as it

pertains to lot splits of certain sized lots (Including tear downs, existing houses that can

split without tear downs, and vacant lots)

Single Family Scenarios

R1-A [ R-1 | R-2 | Total

6,224sf — 9,680sf No changes in impact (conforming single lot not eligible to 143 517 | 38 698
subdivide)
9,681sf — 12,446sf | Not permitted to divide now, but eligible due to new density | 122 348 16 486
(1 to 2 lots)
12,447sf — 14,520sf | No changes in impact (permitted to divide once) 64 128 |7 199
14,521sf — 18,669sf | Permitted to divide once now, but eligible to divide twice 95 102 9 206
due to new density (2 to 3 lots)
18,670sf — 19,360sf | No changes in impact (permitted to divide twice) 7 3 1 11
19,361sf — 24,200sf | Permitted to divide twice now, but eligible to divide three 56 31 3 90
times due to new density (3 to 4 lots)
24,201sf — 25,000sf | Permitted to divide three times now, but eligible to divide 30 16 0 46
25,000 - 31,115sf four times due to new density (4 to 5)
Over 31,116sf 19 22 3 44
Total lots impacted 322 519 31 872
Total lots 554 1228 | 314 | 2095
All impacts to lots in relation to density change (7 to 14 DUA) only as it pertains to lot
splits for duplexes of certain sized lots (including tear downs, existing houses that can
split without tear downs, and vacant lots)
Duplex scenarios R1-A | R-1 | R-2 | Total

6,223sf — 9,680sf Made a conforming duplex lot due to new density (1 unit to N/A N/A | 38 38
2)

9,681sf—12,446sf | Not permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide | N/A N/A | 16 16
into a duplex (1 to 2 units)

12,447sf — 18,669sf | Permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide into | N/A N/A | 16 16
two duplexes due to new density (2 units to 4 units)

18,670sf — 24,892sf | Permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide into | N/A N/A | 4 4
three duplex units due to new density (2 to 6 units)

24,893sf —31,115sf | Permitted to divide into two duplexes and is eligible to divide | N/A N/A | O 0
into four duplexes due to new density (4 to 8)

Over 31,116sf N/A N/A |3 3

Total lots impacted 0 0 77 77

Total lots 0 0 314 | 314




MINUTES

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
FEBRUARY 16, 2017 AT 5:30 PM
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS
121 S.\W. FLAGLER AVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS
Chair - Bill Mathers
Vice Chair - Li Roberts
Board Member - Larry Massing
Board Member - Michael Herbach
Board Member - Ryan Strom
Board Member - Susan O’Rourke
Board Member - John Leighton
Ex Officio - Garret Grabowski

ADMINISTRATIVE
Development Director, Terry O'Neil
Board Secretary, Michelle Vicat
CALL TO ORDER 5:29 PM
ANNUAL BOARD REORGANIZATION
Larry Massing nominated Bill Mathers as Chair, John Leighton seconded the motion. Approved unanimously.

Larry Massing nominated Li Roberts as Vice Chair, John Leighton seconded the motion. Approved unanimously.

5:30 PM Roll Call.
Present: Ryan Strom, William Mathers, Larry Massing, John Leighton, Mike Herbach, Susan O’Rourke.

Absent: Li Roberts

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 5:33 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by
John Leighton. Motion passed unanimously.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max): None

COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: None



OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD

An Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida, amending the “Baker Road Commons PUD” (Ordinance No. 2312-
2015), consisting of 3.02 acres, located at 1440 NW Federal Highway and owned by Wynne Building Corporation,
a Florida Corporation, said land being more fully described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto; approving an amended
site plan; approving certain development documents; declaring the development to be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan of the city; approving amended development conditions and a timetable for development;
providing directions to the City Clerk; providing for repeal of all ordinances in conflict; providing for severability;
and providing for an effective date, and for other purposes.

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner
Joel Wynne, Wynne Building Corporation

PUBLIC COMMENT: None
BOARD COMMENT:

Ryan Strom read the questions Li Roberts submitted in her absence. The first one was asking for a signage
location and example.

Leo Giangrande, Giangrande Engineering and Planning said he believed there was a sign on the bottom right
hand corner and the intent is to have a monument sign and they will come back to the next meeting with details.

Stephen Mayer said there was a condition of approval that all signage would meet code.
Ryan Strom asked for the outdoor lighting location and example.
Stephen Mayer said it is not a requirement at this level but will be at final site plan.

Ryan Strom asked about the exterior fence in the NW corner matching up with existing adjoining parcel to prevent
pass through.

Leo Giangrande said they are proposing a fence to continue with the existing fence and there will be no gap.
Ryan Strom asked the definition of extended stay.

Terry O’'Neil, Development Director said they need to be more specific of what that means but in his view it's a
stay of three or four weeks.

Joel Wynne said extended say is a specific definition in the hotel business and what they are trying to do, they
agree with. He thought thirty days is a reasonable delineation.

Ryan Strom said there are two types of pools shown and asked about music and noise.

Leo Giangrande said the site plan and elements supersede the prototype submitted.

5:56 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by Ryan Strom. Motion passed
unanimously.

Ordinance No. 2345-2017 an Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida, annexing a parcel of land fronting NW
Federal Highway (US Highway 1) south of and abutting North Stuart Baptist Church, consisting of 9.45 acres, said
parcel being more fully described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto; providing directions to the City Clerk; providing
for repeal of all ordinances in conflict; providing for severability; providing for codification; and providing for an
effective date, and for other purposes.



PRESENTATION: Tom Reetz, Senior Planner
Nik Schroth, NAI Southcoast (check spelling)

PUBLIC COMMENT: None
BOARD COMMENT:
Chair Mathers abstained as he had consulted with the applicant on the annexation.

Larry Massing abstained from voting due to the contentious annexation relationship between his employer and
the City of Stuart.

Ryan Strom read Li Roberts comments: Substantial part of boundary; approximately 2.5% of perimeter is adjacent
to city boundary, completely ignored the road as required or looked at it as 20% of eastern side of property
ignoring the narrow access round which means 5% is adjacent to city boundary and didn’t think this meets the
requirement of substantial part of a boundary. She thought that when if/when future annexation of property
identified this would change. Reasonable compact finger areas in serpentine winding patterns add a block that is
100% contiguous on one side of four would create three additional boundary turns and would not be winding or
turning. In this case the proposed parcel adds five additional boundary turns which would appear to be winding or
turning.

Mike Mortell, City Attorney said he met with staff regarding these comments and attached a memo to the agenda
package and expanded the issues that relates to serpentine as well as finger and said it does meet the legal
criteria.

Susan O’Rourke said it meets the criteria and if the city’s intent is to expand,

6:08 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Susan O'Rourke, Seconded by John Leighton.
Motion passed unanimously with Larry Massing and Bill Mathers abstaining.

An Ordinance of the City Commission of the City of Stuart, Florida amending the City's Comprehensive Plan;
specifically amending the Future Land Use Element Table of land use densities and intensities in order to
increase the maximum density calculations for low density residential, multi-family residential, office/residential
and East Stuart District to provide for consistency with the City’s existing minimum lot size requirements;
approving transmittal of the Comprehensive Plan to the Department of Economic Opportunities (DEO) and other
relevant agencies and local governments; providing for conflicts; providing for severability; providing for effective
date, and for other purposes

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner made a presentation for ltems 3 and 4 together.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Karen Sayer read her comments which are included with these minutes. After board comment she asked them to
table the item until they received more data.

BOARD COMMENT:

Larry Massing reaffirmed that this shores up the numbers.

Terry O’Neil agreed.

Chair Mathers read comments from Mark Mathes and Li Roberts which are included with these minutes

Karen Sayer spoke at the February 27, 2017 City Commission Meeting Public Comment and asked that Susan
O’Rourke’s comments be accounted for in LPA minutes in greater detail:



Susan O’Rourke said “I understand the need to correct things, but | also I'll use one of | think Mark wrote
something about skinning the cat. | have a couple concerns. | know that the attorney had made a comment about
the data and analysis and you know we’ve had this issue in the city and the county with the density and where the
population goes and all that kind of thing and it's a somewhat contentious issue and so | think the data and
analysis should come before the decision. And | also | do feel strongly that as you all know | primarily do a lot of
work with land development and | do also work with Mainstreet and feel it's very important to even quirky
neighborhoods lend character to the community and if you look at these different cities where we go in and make
changes and somebody comes out with their urban design annual you start to get cities that you know we used to
have anywhere USA along US1 because everybody did the same pattern and you couldn’t tell when you went
from one city to another and the same thing can happen with neighborhood and communities where you don’t
have a vision like in West Palm Beach. There’s a decision, this is where the core is and then you have people
coming in and preserving some of the different density types in the neighborhoods and whether they do it like as a
historic neighborhood or they do it as a voluntary thing but | do have concerns that where we’re cleaning things up
I mean we’ve gone to wherever the high side was versus maybe looking at it and saying “maybe we need to stick
with this number here and adjust no maybe we need to adjust the land use and the LDR. So | live in the city on a
big lot and have a cottage lot that can combine into two you know I'd like to split mine. But | think | wouldn’t want
my neighbor to be able to do that and | know there are restrictions and people have to come in and go through a
process but | do have concern about you know | don’t have a problem with the true up of East Stuart going from
15 to 17 but you know just looking from you know the different.”

John Leighton said “why wouldn’t you have that concern, but you have concerns outside of that.”

Susan O’Rourke said “because this was a 15 to 17 where the 17 was referenced in the document was what my
understanding was.”

John Leighton said “right so they have 25 foot lots over there in some cases that are legal, conforming lots so if
you had that in a R1A district and the person owned it prior to zoning and they have the right to build on it, you
would have an issue with that, when the density would actually be higher than what was proposed?”

Susan O’Rourke said “I'm having a problem with making a wholesale change to correct particular instances and
my issue isn’'t necessarily with the result, my issue is with making it. | know staff is comfortable mathematically
with it but | don’t know what the impact of it is except we're you know on a table so | don’t know you know the
number of lots and it does concern me because | feel like we’re we have areas that are going to look the same as
everywhere else if the city makes this change without having some other thought of the development patterns and
what it means. And we’re saying we'’re going to do data analysis when we get to before it goes up to the state but
it seems like that should be part of what we’re reviewing and | don’t’ know that neighborhoods understand and
maybe there needs to be some visioning of the neighborhoods and what you know and how that you know moves
out from the density and where the density is going to occur and are there any. Are we going to put any kind of
more character binding you know it's not just because | mean you can look around and see and | know that you
look down and | don’t want to name cities but there are cities that you go to that used to be quaint and they just
made a wholesale change and people came in and they got development but then they lost their character and
there’s other places that did density but they had a vision and they’ve retained they’'ve been able to do density but
it has a whole different feel and a whole different result to the community so | think those two things need to go
hand in hand and | don'’t | see this fix but | don’t see the vision and | think the vision is something we struggle with
a lot and | just think that should be first.”

Terry O’Neil said that is is how the lot sizes have been applied since 1967 and it’s a really good way to illustrate
what is the effect of our development patterns and if you look at what has been developed and if you feel
comfortable with that, that what we have is of a scale and quaintness and mix of uses he would propose that
continuing to do the same thing unchanged, they aren’t risking this running away from us in any way because it's
the way they've been doing business since 1967. He said if the board wants them to look at this for additional
safeguards; his view is that lot size variances are not all that common and they certainly don’t come if there is
neighborhood opposition.



John Leighton said he thought the neighborhoods have grown appropriately from 1967 to today and land/home
values have gone up exponentially so the market has clearly identified they like what's happened. He said if all
they are doing is addressing a de minimis issue on a piece of paper and it's acceptable to everyone, he doesn'’t
understand what the problem is.

Chair Mathers asked that staff look at both the maximum building coverage, impacts and said you can impact the
current infrastructure because you are inducing a higher density.

6:55 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by John Leighton, Seconded by Larry Massing.
Motion passed 5/1 with Susan O’Rourke dissenting

An Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida amending Chapter 2, Section 2.03.05, Table 3 “Maximum Dwelling
Units Per Acre” of the City's Land Development Code, providing for consistency with the City’s existing and long-
standing minimum lot size requirements by increasing the maximum densities for the R-1A, R-1, R-2, R-3, RPUD,
B-1, CPUD and Urban Districts to be consistent with the City’'s Comprehensive Plan; amending Chapter 2,
Section 2.07.00, “Designation of Planned Unit Development (PUD); amending Chapter 12, “Definitions”, to clarify
the definition of net density and density bonus, declaring said amendments to be consistent with the City’s
Comprehensive Plan; providing for a severability clause, a conflict clause and codification; providing for an
effective date, and for other purposes.

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner
PUBLIC COMMENT: None

BOARD COMMENT: None

7:02 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by Ryan Strom.
Motion passed 5/1 with Susan O’Rourke dissenting

STAFF UPDATE: None

ADJOURNMENT 7:02 PM Motion: Action: Adjourn, Moved by John Leighton, Seconded by Ryan
Strom. Motion passed unanimously.

Bill Mathers, Chair Michelle Vicat, Board Secretary



November 15" 2016

Stephen Mayer
Senior Planner
City of Stuart, FL

Re: Density

Dear Stephen:

Months have passed since the density discussion was brought to the forefront.
We have talked periodically about your research findings and | realize you are still
pulling information together. It is my hope this will insure a thoughtful discussion
with staff, the city commission, advisory boards, interested professionals, and
citizens.

Here are some additional questions which would routinely be judiciously
addressed by any city prior to a change in density. Please address them for me.
In addition, these questions will be posed to the citizens by me as | work towards
creating neighborhood coalitions ahead of the planned workshop. Please advise
me well in advance of the workshop date.

e How many properties have been affected over the years since the city
deviated from the density allowances approved by the citizens. Will those
property owners be notified?

e What is the actual “real” density in each zone including the urban zone?

e Where is the city in real density numbers in comparison to the city’s growth
plan projections? In other words, what are the exact residential numbers
compared to the comprehensive growth management plan projections.

e How does the current infrastructure hold up to the current actual density
demands?

e If density is to be increased, what are the plans for increased infrastructure
needs in accordance with projections.

e What are your marketing and feasibility studies showing you about
increasing residential density versus commercial density and which adds
more to the tax rolls?

e Have you polled citizens who live in and outside the city who use city
infrastructure and partake in activities within the city? Are they mostly city



or county residents? How are you tracking who is utilizing city assets and
frequenting businesses?

What is the comprehensive revenue collection comparison for residential
versus commercial income benefit for the city?

Have you done an assessment of your older neighborhoods? What do the
citizens who live there desire relative to density and expectations for infill
architecture compatibility and maintaining natural beauty?

Presently disproportional density and infill architecture located within older
neighborhoods are easily recognizable. What is the plan to maintain sense
of place, neighborhood charm and quality of living if density is to be
increased?

What are the provisions in place which promote the city’s mission of
supporting the vision of “small town character”?

Have your marketing and feasibility studies included interested parties such
as: Community Redevelopment Agency, Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council, The River Coalition, preservation boards, local land planners and
architects, citizens, city activists, etc.

What has your study shown when you compare our density with other
towns of our size? Do we have higher or lower density in comparison?

If density is to be increased, what cities will we be emulating? Will it be
Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, or areas of Palm Beach?

Will the citizens have a say in this decision?

| personally feel the citizenry may likely choose quality over quantity because they
have a history of it as exemplified by restriction in how many stories can be
erected.

If there is a leaning towards increasing density, | will be strongly encouraging the
citizens of Stuart to request a referendum vote.

Please make certain this letter is submitted officially for the record.

Sincerely,

Karen Sayer

cc: Paul Nicoletti, Terry Oniel, city commissioners
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Letter: Don’t let Stuart developers tunnel under

Comprehensive Plan

Treasure Coast 402 am. ET April 7, 2017
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When [ first moved here from the jungle to the south
of us 40 years ago, one could tell when the tourist
season staried by the congestion on our roads. Now
we are congested year round.
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NEWSPAPERS) | now read that Stuart wants to increase the density

in its Comprehensive Plan. | spoke to the mayor
about it. He seems to think we need more people and money.

| leamed decades ago that growth does not pay for itself. Growth means more police,
fireman, teachers, schools, jails, road improvements, etc.

Several years ago when Stuart annexed county land to the north of Roosevelt Bridge,
some of us environmentalists were skeptical. Stuart said, “What's the problem? We'll
abide by the same density requirements of the county's Comp Plan.”

Unfortunately, the city caves in to developers sporadically.

Now it appears the city commissioners are tired of fighting with some of the developers
that have to abide by the Comp Plan. The cowards are going to jack up the density on
all the undeveloped property

Attention citizens of Martin County: If you care about our county please attend the
workshop on the amendment to the Comp Plan at City Hall April 19.

Tom Tomilinson, Palm City
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MEMORANDUM

TO: City of Stuart, Florida

FROM: Robert C. Apgar, Esquire
Robert Pennock, Ph.D., AICP

RE: Review of Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment

DATE: December 20, 2016

This is written in response to a request from the City of Stuart that Apgar and Pennock
review the attached draft amendment to comprehensive plan Policy A.7.2 (“the
amendment”} and respond to the following questions:

1. Does the proposed amendment raise any legal or planning issues that might
support an administrative or judicial challenge to the amendment? Is there
anything missing that would he important to the validity of the amendment?

2. What are the legal procedures and notice requirements that the City must satisfy for
adoption of the plan amendment.

Response to Question 1: legal and planning issues.

The proposed amendment would increase the maximum density allowable in
certain land use categories; delete limitations on the total number of acres in development
that exceed 15 dwelling units per acre; and add or amend footnotes for clarification. The
amendment does not raise any legal issues, nor is any additional amendment necessary to
establish its validity, unless the supporting data and analysis showed that an amendment to
the 5-Year Capital Improvements Schedule was needed. The amendment is clearly within
the City’s authority and responsibility under the Community Planning Act, Chapter 163,
Part I1, Florida Statutes. Moreover, the amendment would not decrease the possible
density or intensity of development, thereby avoiding any issues under the Bert Harris Act,
Chapter 70, Florida Statutes. ’

There are, however, some minor issues that should he addressed. Footnote 5
describes “flexible densities having a base of nine (9) units per acre for single family
dwelling units and a maximum of fourteen {14) units per acre for duplexes...“ The term
“base” is not commonly used in regulatory documents and could be confusing. From the
context, “base” appears to indicate a maximum number of single family units. If so,
“maximum” would be a better term to use.



Further, we recommend that

The maximum of 14 units per acre for duplexes be stated in the Table of Land
Use Densities and Intensities. In general, all minimum and maximum limits
should appear in the land use table, not in footnotes.

The conditional language regarding compatibility would be better placed in a
future land use element policy and this footnote could reference that policy.
Footnote 2 changes the term UCE to UCCU. This acronym should also be
changed in the Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities.

Finally, the “Note” that follows the numbered footnotes states that properties in the
Coastal High Hazard Area are limited to a maximum of 15 units per acre except in certain
cases, and ALF’s are prohibited. The City should insure that this restriction is stated in a
policy or objective in the FLU element or the Coastal Element of the Plan. The Note should
reference the applicable policy or objective.

The amendment must be supported by data and analysis providing the planning
rationale for the amendment and showing the effect of these density increases.

The data and analysis could include the following:

A recent review of the land development regulations, particularly Chapter 2,
showed that in some instances the land development regulations, if read
independently from the comprehensive plan, could cause some confusion
regarding what densities are allowed in particular circumstances. This
proposed plan amendment, along with subsequent revisions to the land
development regulations, is intended to provide clarity and certainty with
regard to the maximum residential densities that may be allowed.
Also, these plan amendments support several important planning goals
including the discouragement of urban sprawl, increased opportunities for
affordable housing, and economic development within the City. (this should
be expanded by City)
Supporting data and analysis is required by section 163.3177 F.S. The DEO
website http://www.floridajobs.org/community-planning-and-
development/programs/community-planning-table-of-contents/how-to-
prepare-and-submit-a-proposed-expedited-state-review-comprehensive-
plan-amendment outlines these requirements which include: A description of
availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
potable water and water supply, traffic circulation, schools (if local
government has adopted school concurrency), and recreation, as
appropriate.

o This may require changes to the Capital Improvements Schedule - but

this appears unlikely.



o Note that an impact analysis should take info account the population
projections.
e An analysis of extra-jurisdictional impacts, if any.

Response to Question 2: Procedures for adoption.

This Memorandum provides an overview of the adoption process. It does not,
however, repeat all of the detailed requirements of the statute, Fla. Stat. 163.3184. The City
Staff must review the statute to insure that all requirements are met.

First, the proposed plan amendment must be reviewed by the local planning agency
(“LPA”) pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3174. The LPA must hold at least one public hearing on
the plan amendment. The LPA must make a recommendation to the local government,
including whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the local comprehensive
plan.

The procedures for the City Commission to adopt the proposed amendment are set
out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3), known as the Expedited State Review Process, and
163.3184(11), which describes the public hearings and method of adoption. Additional
requirements are set out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) which governs adoption of ordinances
by municipalities. The following is an overview of these procedures and requirements:

The local governing body must hold at least two advertised public hearings on the
proposed comprehensive plan or plan amendment. The advertising and scheduling
requirements are governed by Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3) and (11), and by Fla. Stat. 166.041(3).
Pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11), “For the purposes of transmitting or adopting a
comprehensive plan or plan amendment, the notice requirements in chapters 125 and 166
are superseded by this subsection, except as provided in this part.”

Pursuant to this direction, the adoption procedure is as follows:

1. The first public hearing is held to decide whether to transmit the plan
amendment to the reviewing agencies. An ordinance is not necessary for
transmittal. A resolution is the appropriate local government action. The
transmittal must be approved by no less than a majority of the members of the
governing body present at the hearing.

2. The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.

3. Ifthelocal government votes to transmit the proposed amendment, the local
government must send the amendment with supporting data and analyses to the
reviewing agencies within 10 days.

4. The agencies must send their comments to the local government within 30 days
after receiving the amendment. The statute sets out in detail the limits on the
scope of agency review.

5. After receipt of agency comments, the local government must hold a second
public hearing for adoption. The statute allows 180 days for the adoption

3



hearing. If the hearing is not held within 180 days, the amendment is deemed
withdrawn.

The plan amendment must be adopted by ordinance, approved by no less than a
majority of the members of the governing body present at the hearing. The ordinance
adoption process is also governed by Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(a) as follows:

Except as provided in paragraph (c}, a proposed ordinance
may be read by title, or in full, on at least 2 separate days and
shall, at least 10 days prior to adoption, be noticed once in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality. The
notice of proposed enactment shall state the date, time, and
place of the meeting; the title or titles of proposed ordinances;
and the place or places within the municipality where such
proposed ordinances may be inspected by the public. The
notice shall also advise that interested parties may appear at
the meeting and be heard with respect to the proposed
ordinance.

As noted above, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) states that the notice requirements of
subsection (11) supersede the requirements of Chapter 166. Subsection (11) states:
“The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.”
(emphasis added)

We emphasize that the notice and hearing requirements for a zoning change
are much more detailed and rigorous than the requirements for amending a
comprehensive plan. The statute allows comprehensive plan amendments and
zoning amendments to be processed concurrently. In fact, concurrent processing is
required if an applicant requests such, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(12). A complete analysis
of the notice and hearing requirements for concurrent zoning and plan amendments
is beyond the scope of this memorandum.

For purposes of the comprehensive plan amendment, we note that the
statute requires notice by mail only when the proposed ordinance changes the
zoning map designation of property, or the list of uses allowed within a zoning
category. See Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(c}. The City of Stuart’s proposed plan
amendment does neither, and therefore notice by mail is not required for the plan
amendment.

If the amendment is adopted, the local government must forward a complete
copy of the amendment and supporting data and analysis to the State Land Planning
Agency and the reviewing agencies and local governments within 10 days. The State
has 5 working days to notify the local government of any deficiencies in the



transmittal. Once the State notifies the local government that the amendment
transmittal is complete, the amendment takes effect as follows:

An amendment adopted under this paragraph does not
become effective until 31 days after the state land planning
agency notifies the local government that the plan amendment
package is complete. If timely challenged, an amendment does
not become effective until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining
the adopted amendment te be in compliance. Fla. Stat.
163.3184(3)(c)4.

The statute also includes detailed provisions governing a possible
administrative challenge to a comprehensive plan amendment by the state land
planning agency or an “affected person” alleging that the amendment is not “in
compliance” with state statutes and related requirements. Fla. Stat. 163.3184(1)(5)-
(9). Such a challenge must be filed within thirty (30) days after the amendment is
adopted. A review the administrative process is beyond the scope of this
memorandum.



MEMORANDUM

TO: City of Stuart, Florida

FROM: Robert C. Apgar, Esquire
Robert Pennock, Ph.D., AICP

RE: Review of Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment
DATE: December 20, 2016

This is written in response to a request from the City of Stuart that Apgar and Pennock
review the attached draft amendment to comprehensive plan Policy A.7.2 {“the
amendment”) and respond to the following questions:

1. Does the proposed amendment raise any legal or planning issues that might
support an administrative or judicial challenge to the amendment? Is there
anything missing that would be important to the validity of the amendment?

2. What are the legal procedures and notice requirements that the City must satisfy for
adoption of the plan amendment.

Response to Question 1: legal and planning issues.

The proposed amendment would increase the maximum density allowable in
certain land use categories; delete limitations on the total number of acres in development
that exceed 15 dwelling units per acre; and add or amend footnotes for clarification. The
amendment does not raise any legal issues, nor is any additional amendment necessary to
establish its validity, unless the supporting data and analysis showed that an amendment to
the 5-Year Capital Improvements Schedule was needed. The amendment is clearly within
the City’s authority and responsibility under the Community Planning Act, Chapter 163,
PartIl, Florida Statutes. Moreover, the amendment would not decrease the possible
density or intensity of development, thereby avoiding any issues under the Bert Harris Act,
Chapter 70, Florida Statutes.

There are, however, some minor issues that should be addressed. Footnote 5 .
describes “flexible densities having a base of nine (9) units per acre for single family
dwelling units and a maximum of fourteen (14) units per acre for duplexes ...” The term
“base” is not commonly used in regulatory documents and could be confusing. From the
context, “base” appears to indicate a maximum number of single family units. If so,
“maximum” would be a better term to use.



Further, we recommend that

The maximum of 14 units per acre for duplexes be stated in the Table of Land
Use Densities and Intensities. In general, all minimum and maximum limits
should appear in the land use table, not in footnotes.

The conditional language regarding compatibility would be better placed in a
future land use element policy and this footnote could reference that policy.
Footnote 2 changes the term UCE to UCCU. This acronym should also be
changed in the Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities.

Finally, the “Note” that follows the numbered footnotes states that properties in the
Coastal High Hazard Area are limited to a maximum of 15 units per acre except in certain
cases, and ALF’s are prohibited. The City should insure that this restriction is stated in a
policy or objective in the FLU element or the Coastal Element of the Plan. The Note should
reference the applicable policy or objective.

The amendment must be supported by data and analysis providing the planning
rationale for the amendment and showing the effect of these density increases.

The data and analysis could include the following:

A recent review of the land development regulations, particularly Chapter 2,
showed that in some instances the land development regulations, if read
independently from the comprehensive plan, could cause some confusion
regarding what densities are allowed in particular circumstances. This
proposed plan amendment, along with subsequent revisions to the land
development regulations, is intended to provide clarity and certainty with
regard to the maximum residential densities that may be allowed.
Also, these plan amendments support several important planning goals
including the discouragement of urban sprawl, increased opportunities for
affordable housing, and economic development within the City. (this should
he expanded by City)
Supporting data and analysis is required by section 163.3177 F.S. The DEO
website http://www.floridajobs.org/community-planning-and-
development/programs/community-planning-table-of-contents /how-to-
prepare-and-submit-a-proposed-expedited-state-review-comprehensive-
plan-amendment outlines these requirements which include: A description of
availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
potable water and water supply, traffic circulation, schools (if local
government has adopted school concurrency), and recreation, as
appropriate.

o This may require changes to the Capital Improvements Schedule - but

this appears unlikely.



o Note that an impact analysis should take into account the population
projections.

¢ An analysis of extra-jurisdictional impacts, if any.

Response to Question 2: Procedures for adoption.

This Memorandum provides an overview of the adoption process. It does not,
however, repeat all of the detailed requirements of the statute, Fla. Stat. 163.3184. The City
Staff must review the statute to insure that all requirements are met.

First, the proposed plan amendment must be reviewed by the local planning agency
(“LPA™) pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3174. The LPA must hold at least one public hearing on
the plan amendment. The LPA must make a recommendation to the local government,
including whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the local comprehensive
plan.

The procedures for the City Commission to adopt the proposed amendment are set
outin Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3), known as the Expedited State Review Process, and
163.3184(11), which describes the public hearings and method of adoption. Additional
requirements are set out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) which governs adoption of ordinances
by municipalities. The following is an overview of these procedures and requirements:

The local governing body must hold at least two advertised public hearings on the
proposed comprehensive plan or plan amendment. The advertising and scheduling
requirements are governed by Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3) and (11}, and by Fla. Stat. 166,041(3).
Pursuant to Fla, Stat. 163.3184(11), “For the purposes of transmitting or adopting a
comprehensive plan or plan amendment, the notice requirements in chapters 125 and 166
are superseded by this subsection, except as provided in this part.”

Pursuant to this direction, the adoption procedure is as follows:

1. The first public hearing is held to decide whether to transmit the plan
amendment to the reviewing agencies. An ordinance is not necessary for
transmittal. A resolution is the appropriate local government action. The
transmittal must be approved by no less than a majority of the members of the
governing body present at the hearing.

2. The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.

3. Ifthelocal government votes to transmit the proposed amendment, the local
government must send the amendment with supporting data and analyses to the
reviewing agencies within 10 days.

4. The agencies must send their comments to the local government within 30 days
afier receiving the amendment. The statute sets out in detail the limits on the
scope of agency review,

5. After receipt of agency comments, the [ocal government must hold a second
public hearing for adoption. The statute allows 180 days for the adoption
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hearing. If the hearing is not held within 180 days, the amendment is deemed
withdrawn.

The plan amendment must be adopted by ordinance, approved by no less than a
majority of the members of the governing body present af the hearing. The ordinance
adoption process is also governed by Fla. Stat, 166.041(3)(a) as follows:

Except as provided in paragraph (c), a proposed ordinance
may be read by title, or in full, on at least 2 separate days and
shall, at least 10 days prior to adoption, be noticed once in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality. The
notice of proposed enactment shall state the date, time, and
place of the meeting; the title or titles of proposed ordinances;
and the place or places within the municipality where such
proposed ordinances may be inspected by the public. The
notice shall also advise that interested parties may appear at
the meeting and be heard with respect to the proposed
ordinance.

As noted above, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) states that the notice requirements of
subsection (11) supersede the requirements of Chapter 166. Subsection (11) states:
“The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166."

(emphasis added)

We emphasize that the notice and hearing requirements for a zoning change
are much more defailed and rigorous than the requirements for amending a
comprehensive plan. The statute allows comprehensive plan amendments and
zoning amendments to be processed concurrently. In fact, concurrent processing is
required if an applicant requests such, Fla. Stat. 163.3184{12). A complete analysis
of the notice and hearing requirements for concurrent zoning and plan amendments
is beyond the scope of this memorandum,

For purposes of the comprehensive plan amendment, we note that the
statute requires notice by mail only when the preposed ordinance changes the
zoning map designation of property, or the list of uses allowed within a zoning
category. See Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(c). The City of Stuart’s proposed plan
amendment does neither, and therefore notice by mail is not required for the plan
amendment.

If the amendment is adopted, the local government must forward a complete
copy of the amendment and supporting data and analysis to the State Land Planning
Agency and the reviewing agencies and local governments within 10 days. The State
has 5 working days to notify the local government of any deficiencies in the



transmittal. Once the State notifies the local government that the amendment
fransmittal is complete, the amendment takes effect as follows:

An amendment adopted under this paragraph does not
become effective until 31 days after the state land planning
agency notifies the local government that the plan amendment
package is complete. If timely challenged, an amendment does
not become effective until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining
the adopted amendment to be in compliance. Fla. Stat.
163.3184(3)(c)4.

The statute also includes detailed provisions governing a possible
administrative challenge to a comprehensive plan amendment by the state land
planning agency or an “affected person” alleging that the amendment is not “in
compliance” with state statutes and related requirements. Fla. Stat. 163.3184(1)(5)-
(9). Such a challenge must be filed within thirty (30) days after the amendment is
adopted. A review the administrative process is beyond the scope of this
memorandum.
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CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: T. O'Neil, S. Mayer

Title of Item:

ORDINANCE No. 2342-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; SPECIFICALLY
AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT TABLE OF LAND USE DENSITIES AND
INTENSITIES IN ORDER TO INCREASE THE MAXIMUM DENSITY CALCULATIONS FOR
LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL, MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL, OFFICE/RESIDENTIAL
AND EAST STUART DISTRICT TO PROVIDE FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE CITY’S
EXISTING MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS; APPROVING TRANSMITTAL OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES (DEO)
AND OTHER RELEVANT AGENCIES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS; PROVIDING FOR
CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Due to a recent application for a minimum lot size reduction variance before the Board of Adjustment (BOA)
and questions raised by an objecting neighbor as to how a site’s maximum residential density should be
calculated, a number of long-overlooked inconsistencies between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and its LDC
have been brought into light. Of note is the fact that state-mandated goals, policies and objectives contained in a
jurisdiction’s comprehensive plan are paramount and override any conflicting or errant language that may exist
in its land development regulations. However, long-standing practices and existing residential lots have been
developed contrary to comprehensive plan. In order to continue these practices, the comprehensive plan must
be reviewed and amended to provide consistency.

Since its adoption in 1967, Stuart's Zoning Code -- now the LDC -- has set forth, without change, the following
minimum lot sizes for residential lots in the R-1A, R-1, and R-2 duplex zoning districts: (R-1A 10,000, R-1
7,500, R-2 (Duplex) 7,500.

As a result, for nearly 50 years, a single-family or duplex lot meeting these minimum standards (as well as
minimum lot width, impervious coverage limitations and setbacks) has been deemed compliant and issued a
permit for development. Further, since 1967, the City’s BOA has routinely granted lot size variances allowing
single-family and duplex homes on smaller lots. In the late 1990’s, prompted by Martin County’s law suits over
annexation, in accordance with Chapter 163 of Florida Statute, the City Commission made several remedial
amendments to its Comprehensive Plan, thereby establishing a maximum of (7) seven dwelling units per acre
(UPA) in the “Low-Density Residential’ land use category, which generally encompasses R-1A, R-1 and R-2
duplex zoning districts. Sometime following this amendment, the LDC was (inexplicably) altered to include more
restrictive density caps of (4) four units per acre (UPA) in the R-1A zoning category and (5) five UPA in the R-
1 district. In 2007, the LDC was amended to include “cottage lot” provisions to encourage smaller lot
development within older established subdivisions.

Furthermore, the Land Development Code establishes a density of 17 units per acre, which is reflective of the
specific historic fabric of the East Stuart neighborhood. The Comprehensive Plan established 15 units per acre
for the East Stuart district and therefore would need to be amended to be consistent.

Staff has performed an analysis of every residential zone and identified several zoning districts that were in



conflict with the densities prescribed in the Comprehensive Plan. To resolve these conflicts, both the City’s
Comprehensive Plan and its Land Development Code must be amended. First, staff drafted a text amendment to
correct the inconsistencies of the Future Land Use Element and requested the assistance of legal consultants
Robert Pennock and Bob Apgar, who are well known leaders in Comprehensive Planning in the State of
Florida. We requested that they provide any legal or planning issues in regard to our draft and what the legal
procedures and notice requirements that the City must satisfy for adoption of the plan amendment. Their
memorandum is attached and states in summary, “The amendment does not raise any legal issues, nor is any
additional amendment necessary to establish its validity, unless the supporting data and analysis showed that an
amendment to the 5-year Capital Improvements Schedule was needed...Moreover, the amendment would not
decrease the possible density or intensity of development, thereby avoiding any issues under the Bert Harris
Act, Chapter 70, Florida Statutes.

In drafting this language to the Comprehensive Plan, staff has made an assumption that the Commission wishes
to retain the status quo in terms of applying the same minimum lot size and density standards that have been
observed since 1967. The data and analysis concludes that at most, the most reasonable expectation is that no
more that 74 additional lots would be created, assuming that every vacant lot were granted a hardship to
subdivide. Staff has provided the level of service analysis which indicates that such an increase is considered
de minimus.

Therefore, staff recommends approval of the ordinance to the Future Land Use Element, increasing the
maximum density calculations for Low Density Residential, Multi-Family Residential, Office/Residential (only for
duplexes), and East Stuart District.

Please note that staff has drafted a complimentary but separate Ordinance (Ordinance No. 2332-2017)

amending the Land Development Code and due to the mutual issues regarding the two different forms of text
amendment, staff anticipates that both Ordinances will be given joint consideration.

Funding Source:

N/A

Recommended Action:

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 2342-2017 on First Reading.

This item will be transmitted to the Department of Economic Opportunity, which will include the data and analysis
document, for their consideration, prior to Second Reading.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
D Staff Memo 4/26/2017 Backup
Material
o Data and Analysis 6/6/2017 Exhibit
Backup
n  Data and Map Package 4/26/2017 Material
& Ordinance No. 2342-2017 Comp Plan 4/25/2017 Backgp
Amend Material
Attachment A - Future Land Use Element  6/6/2017 Attachment

Public Works LOS Letter 6/6/2017 Attachment
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B
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LPA Minutes

Public Correspondence

Apgar Pennock Memo

4/25/2017

4/25/2017

4/26/2017

Backup
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Backup
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Memorandum
To: City Commission
From: Terry O’'Neil, City Development Director
Cc: Paul Nicoletti, City Manager
Mike Mortell, City Attorney
Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner

Date: April 26,2017

Re: Inconsistencies between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code (LDC)
and within the LDC itself, pertaining to residential density.

In mid-2016, a yet-to-be-processed minimum lot size reduction variance application before the
City’s Board of Adjustments (BOA) and questions raised by an objecting neighbor as to how the
site’s maximum residential density (units per acre) should be calculated brought to light several
long-overlooked conflicts between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code, and
within the LDC itself.

Stuart’s 50-year practice of controlling residential density thru minimum lot sizes and thru
the Board of Adjustments

Since the City’s first comprehensive zoning code was adopted in 1967, minimum lot sizes for one
and two-family homes have remained unchanged. They are:

Zone Minimum lot size (Sq. Ft.)
R-1A 10,000

R-1 7,500

R-2 (Duplex) 7,500

R-2 (Single 6,000

Family)

Thus for 50 years, a single-family or duplex lot meeting these standards (as well as minimum lot
width, impervious coverage limitations, parking and setbacks) has been deemed compliant and
suitable for development. Further, at least since 1967, the City’s Board of Adjustments (BOA) has
from time to time granted lot size variances allowing single-family and duplex homes on smaller
lots without regard to site-specific density calculations. In 2007, the LDC was amended to include
“Cottage Lot” provisions which encouraged smaller lot development (typically 5,000 square feet)
within the older, established R-1 and R-2 zoned subdivisions. As with lots meeting the LDC’s
minimum area requirements or lots granted a size variance by the BOA, cottage lots have also been
deemed developable without regard to site-specific density calculations.



When did site specific density calculations come into play?

In 2002, prompted by a Martin County law suits over annexation, in accordance with Florida’s
1980’s-Era Growth Management Law, the City was compelled to add residential densities to its
Comprehensive Plan! and in doing so chose to cap the “Low-Density Residential” land use category?
at 7 units per acre. This category encompasses the R-1A, R-1 and R-2 (duplex) zoning districts.
Sometime following this amendment, the LDC itself was inexplicably or perhaps inadvertently
altered to include even more restrictive density caps of (4) four units per acre in the R-1A zoning
category and (5) units per acre in the R-1 district. In drafting these two amendments, City staff
failed to recognize the conflicts they created between the Comprehensive Plan and the LDC, and
within the LDC itself.

Fixing the problem

To resolve these conflicts, both the City’s Comprehensive Plan and its LDC must be amended.
(Please see attached legal opinions from the City Attorney and outside experts Robert Apgar and
Robert Pennok). If no action is taken, there are several scenarios under which a property owner
may no longer be able to seek a lot size variance from the Board of Adjustments or develop in
reliance on the LDC’s minimum lot size standards in place since 1967.

The following table illustrates the density versus minimum lot size conflicts:

Zone

Current
minimum lot
size per LDC
(5q. Ft.)

Required lot
size if CP’s 7
UPA cap is
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s
4 UPAcap is
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s
5UPAcapis
applied (Sq.

Required lot
size if LDC’s 7
UPA density
caps applied

Lot meets
CP’s 7UPA
density
cap

Lot
meets
LDC’s
density

Proposed
Fix

Ft.) Ft.) Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) cap

Remove 4
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1A 10,000 6,223 10,890 NA NA YES NO

Remove 5
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1 7,500 6,223 NA 8712 NA YES NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
11.62 for
duplexes

R-2

duplex 7,500

12,446 NA NA 12,446 NO NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
8.62 for
Single
Family

R-2
Single
Family

6,000 6,223 NA NA 6,223 NO NO

1 Each jurisdiction’s state-mandated comprehensive plan overrides any conflicting language that may exist within its land development
code.

2 Excluding the Pines/Windemere PUD, there are 629.4 acres of land within the “low-density residential” land use category, excluding
rights-of-way. This category encompasses 2,102 residential parcels. Approximately 74 of these are vacant. Dividing 629.4 acres by the
number of existing single family and duplex parcels yields an average actual density of 3.34 units per acre. This figure reduces further if
rights-of-way are factored in.



Are there any unintended consequences to the proposed remedial amendments?

Some residents have expressed concern that remedially increasing the low-density residential caps
in the City Comprehensive Plan and LDC may lead to unwanted or unanticipated growth. Stuart’s
historical growth patterns and existing regulatory safeguards suggest otherwise:

» One need only look to Stuart’s 50-year history of controlling residential density thru
minimum lot sizes and the good judgement of the BOA to see how well the approach has
worked.

» Again, no changes to the minimum lot sizes in the LDC, in place since 1967, are being
proposed.

» With regard to lot size variances, the BOA’s track record is a conservative one. In the last 50
years only 27 of 227 variances requests have been for lot size reductions. Of those 27
requests, 2 were withdrawn and another 2 were denied. In 50 years, only 23 variance
requests for lot sizes have been approved. When measured against the total number of low
density residential lots in the City (2,102 lots) the potential for runaway growth because of
actions by the BOA is de minimus. (2,102 lots as compared to 23 substandard lots allowed
by variance)

» Tear down scenario. What if a developer purchased (10) ten adjoining, already developed
riverfront parcels in the R-1A zoning district, tore the existing homes down, and with a
newly increased density cap in place, sought a variance from the BOA to allow for a series of
(20) twenty fifty-foot wide lots of 5,000 square foot each? While theoretically possible, in
the decades before today’s density conflict was discovered, this scenario has never played
out. City residents are traditionally very vocal in protecting their neighborhoods from
wholesale change and are not shy about making their feelings known to the BOA. Also, to
ensure quality and a degree of certainty about the final product, it has long been the BOA’s
practice to require “compatible” site plans and architectural elevations as a condition of
approval, including lot size reductions. Finally, all BOA determinations are appealable to
the City Commission.

Notwithstanding these safeguard, to eliminate even the remotest possibility of the above
scenario, if so directed, staff will draft additional language in the Comprehensive Plan and
the LDC that forbids variance applications in the low-density residential category involving
multiple lot consolidation and subdivision into smaller lots.

Recommendation

Staff strongly supports the City’s 50 year tradition of regulating residential density mainly thru
minimum lot sizes and the BOA, and recommends moving forward with the attached remedial
ordinances.



Data and Analysis Summary

This section provides data and analysis, including an examination of consistency with Rule
Chapter 9J-5, F.A.C. and Chapter 163, F.S. and the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

A. Procedure

The proposed amendment to adopted Comprehensive Plan policies is a text amendment subject
to the Expedited State Review Process per provisions of Chapter 163.3184(3) and (5), Florida
Statutes, adopted by the 2011 state legislation. The Expedited State Review Process applies to
all comprehensive plan amendments except small scale amendments and amendments that must
follow the State Coordinated Review process, such as the Evaluation and Appraisal Review
(EAR) - based amendments.

If the Commission approves the proposed amendment, it will be transmitted for review to the
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), currently the state land planning agency.
Within the DEO, the program is then administered by the Division of Community Planning and
Development and Bureau of Comprehensive Planning. The final adoption by the City
Commission is tentatively scheduled for July of 2017.

B. Proposed Text Changes

This amendment will address a discrepancy between gross density within the Comprehensive
Plan and densities long since established in the City’s Land Development Code and historic
growth patterns by updating the land use categories so they better align with the City’s vision
through adopting the new density requirements of Ordinance No. 2342-2017 into the
Comprehensive Plan. Please see Exhibit “A” for the text of the proposed text amendment.

The proposed increases in maximum density can be summarized as follows:

(A) Low Density Residential land use category from <7 to <8.72 for single family uses
(B) Low Density Residential land use category from <7 to 11.62 for duplex uses

(C) Multi-Family Residential land use category from <15 to <30 for RPUD only

(D) Multi-Family Residential land use category from <10 to <11.62

(E) Office/Residential land use category from <15 to <30 for RPUD only

(F) Office/Residential land use category from <10 to <11.62

(G) East Stuart land use category from <15 to <17



C. Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

This proposed amendment furthers several provisions of the Future Land Use and Housing
Elements of the Comprehensive Plan, including the items listed below.

Exhibit “B” — Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis
D. Land Development Code Implications

This proposed amendment will result in changes to the Land Development Code (LDC). Please
see Ordinance No. 2332-2017, attached as Exhibit “C” for the text of the proposed text
amendment. This will be amended concurrently with the Comprehensive Plan text amendment in
order to provide stream less consistency between the two documents.

E. Recommendation

As indicated herein and analyzed fully in Exhibit “D”, staff recommends approval of the
proposed City-initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendment and a related Land Development
Code text amendment implementing the changes to the Comprehensive plan for transmittal to the
State for an Expedited State Review.



Exhibit “A”
Proposed Comprehensive Plan Text Revisions

Strike thru text in red
Added text in blue

Policy A7.2. Gross densities, gross intensities and proportional use amounts for each land use
category are established in the “Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities” that is adopted as
part of this element.

Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities

Residential Non-Residential
RPUD or Major UCE”
Land Use In/Out | General Not A€CLF =15 %reside General >2.0 %non-
Category CRA' ACLF* s ntial FAR® | resident
ere’ ial
Low Density NA <7 <7 none Nene | 95-100 <0.75 0-5%
Residential dufae dufae FAR
<8.72 <8.72
du/ac du/ac
to 11.62 | to
du/ac® | 11.62
du/ac®
Multi-Family In <15 <15 <30 <5ae | 70-100 <3.0 <20 0-30%
Residential du/ac dufae du/ac FAR ac
<30
du/ac
Out <10 15 <30 =l 70-100 <0.5 0-30%
du/ac to | dufae du/ac ae FAR
11.62 <30
du/ac’ du/ac
Commercial In <15 <15 <30 <5ae |0-15 <3.0 <50 85-
du/ac du/ac FAR ac 100%
Out <10 <10 <30 <25 0-15 <1.5 85-
du/ac du/ac ae FAR 100%
Office/ In <15 <15 <30 <5ae |0-25 <3.0 <10 75-
Residential du/ac dulae du/ac FAR ac 100%
<30
du/ac
Out <10 <10 <30 <5ae |0-25 <1.5 75-
du/ac dulae du/ac FAR 100%




to 11.62 | <30
du/ac’ du/ac
Industrial In None 0 <3.0 <10 100%
FAR ac
Out None 0 <1.0 100%
FAR
Public None 0 <1.0 100%
FAR
Institutional <10 <30 <30 <Sae |0 <0.75 100%
du/ac du/ac du/ac FAR
Recreation None <0.5 100%
FAR
Downtown <15 <30 <30 <25 0-70 <4.0 <50 0-70%°
Redevelopment du/ac® du/ac du/ac ae FAR ac
Neighborhood/ In <15 <30 <5ae | 30-90 <3.0 <10 10-70%
Special District du/ac du/ac FAR ac
Out <15 <30 <5ae |30-90 <2.0 10-70%
du/ac du/ac FAR
East Stuart NA <15 <15 <30 <5ae | 70-100 <1.5 0-30%
dufee e du/ac FAR
<17 <17
du/ac du/ac
Conservation None 0 <10% 100%
ISR
Marina/ <15 <15 NA <5ae | 0-25 <3.0 <5ac |0-75%
Industrial du/ac du/ac FAR

'CRA = Community Redevelopment Agency. A delineated area

> RPUD = Residential Planned Unit Development; Majer UCE—= MajorUrban—Code
Exeeption Major UCCU = Major Urban Code Conditional Use

3 The total number of acres in developments approved and constructed after the policy effective
date that exceed 2.0 FAR shall not exceed the specified amount.

* ACLF = Assisted AdultConsresated Living Facility

5

> This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and
detached and duplex development ranging in density from 8.72 for single family units to
11.62 for duplex units.

6 Recreation uses shall not exceed 25 percent of the land area




ISR = Impervious surface ratio. Not to exceed 10,000 square feet for any contiguous parcel.

® Shall be interpreted on an Urban Subdistrict basis within the CRA (including Urban
Neighborhood, Urban General, Urban Center, Urban Waterfront, and Urban Highway)

? This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and
detached, duplex and multi-family development ranging in density from 10 for single
family units to 11.62 for multi-family and duplex units.

Note: Throughout the City, properties located in the Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA), as
identified on the future land use map in the Coastal Element of the Comprehensive Plan, are
limited to 15 dwelling units per acre unless the applicant can demonstrate to comply with
Florida Statute 163.3178 (9)(a)l,2 and 3. ALFs shall continue to be prohibited within the
Coastal High Hazard Area.



Exhibit “B”
Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis

The following are adopted Comprehensive Plan policies in support of the text changes:
FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT

Policy AS.1: The Future Land Use Element of the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan shall
provide land for future residential use to promote a more compact development pattern.
This shall include sufficient land suitable for the public utility facilities needed to support
the projected level and pattern of development.

Staff Comment: The areas that the City are promoting an allowance to split into higher
density lots are within the Low Density Residential Land Use Category. Map A illustrates
the location of the Low Density Land Use Category, a majority of which is centrally
located within the City, adjacent to the downtown area and a majority of which is located
within the City’s Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA). By allowing lot splits
when there is a reasonable request for a hardship, the City will allow more compact

development patterns within existing infrastructure and in conformance with current
patterns of development.

Policy AS.4: City land development regulations and housing programs should support the
provision of housing for very-low income to moderate income residents.

Staff Comment: The City has historically observed smaller lot sizes and in turn smaller
houses as desirable within the City’s platted neighborhoods. This can be contributed to
the fact that smaller houses are more affordable to purchase and maintain. The trend

toward smaller houses and the correlation between affordable housing and the size of the
lot demonstrate the necessity for the City to remain flexible in regard to minimum lot
sizes, which includes the increasing of densities to ensure that 5,000 square foot lots
within all zoning districts are attainable under the density limits of the Comprehensive
Plan.

Objective B1: Compact Urban Form. Discourage urban sprawl by facilitating urban
redevelopment and infill development of properties and planning for urban infill and
redevelopment of lands located within Stuart in order to achieve a compact urban form.

Staff Comment: Similar to the comment above regarding compact urban form, the City
1s_encouraging infill development and redevelopment of lands located within the Low
Density Land Use category, by allowing them to petition the City for smaller minimum

lot sizes.



HOUSING ELEMENT

Policy A2.6: Housing opportunities. In order to expand the number and type of
opportunities for affordable housing, the City will encourage new construction through
density bonuses and other provisions provided through the land development regulations
as well as through grants and special programs administrated by the City.

Staff Comment: It is the intent of the City to provide a more diverse housing stock with
greater housing opportunities, and to regulate those provisions through the adherence of
minimum lot sizes within the City’s Land Development Regulations, which will allow for
the provision of a variance to reduce the size of lots to no less than 5,000 square feet
within the Low Density Land Use Category for single family lots, and a total of 7,000
square feet for duplexes in the same land use. This will allow the City to regulate
expansion of the housing stock and allow opportunities where they conform with the
provisions of the code.

Policy E.1.1: The City shall continue to apply existing standards within its LDC to
encourage reinvestment in the City’s existing housing stock. These standards include
relaxed lot coverage and setback provisions, cottage lot allowanced and less restrictive
variance criteria.

Staff Comment: The City’s cottage lot allowances are being promoted by the relaxation
of density limits mandated by the Comprehensive Plan. By allowing 5,000 square foot
lots, the City is encouraging reinvestment in the City’s existing housing stock.




MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE

Exhibit “C”

TABLE 3

Zoning Districts

Comprehensive I East Stuart

Plan Land Use B- B CPU p PSP Urban

Classification R1-A | R-1 R-2 R-3 RPUD? B-1 B-2 3 |- D U UD MXPUD Code

4 D District GRO BMU SFD
7 4Z/73 /45"
4 5

Low Density 8.72 to 8.72to 11.62

Residential 8.72 | 8.72 | 11.628 8

Multi-family 10 to

Residential 11.629 | 42/73/45%30 10 L L 152 30
5747

10 to 8/10

Office /Residential 11.62° 1530 10 10 10 4 152 30
5747
8/10

Commercial 10 10 L L 4 152 15
5747

Downtown 15/ 2/10

Redevelopment 15/30 15/303 15/30 | 30 4 152 15/30°
5747

Neighborhood/ 8/10

Special Dist. 15 4 152 15/30°

Industrial




East Stuart

152

15/305

15/305

17

Marine/Industrial

15

15

152

15/30°

Public

Recreation

Institutional

42/75/15%

Conservation

R-1A Single Family - Estate; R-1 Single Family - General; R-2 Duplex; R-3 Multi-Family/Office; R-M Residential Multi-Family; B-1 Business -Limited; B-2 Business-General; B-3 Business-
Restricted; B-4 Limited Business/Manufacturing; P Public Service; I Industrial; H Hospital; Planned Unit Development (PUD) includes Residential (RPUD), Commercial (CPUD), Public Service

(PSPUD), Industrial (IPUD), and Mixed Use (MXPUD); Urban Code District includes Urban General (UG), Urban Center (UC), Urban Neighborhood (UN), Urban Highway (UH), Urban

Waterfront (UW); East Stuart District includes Business and Mixed Use (BMU), General Residential and Office (GRO), Single-family and Duplex (SFD).




Footnotes:

1 = Assisted Living Facility (ALF) is allowed a maximum of 30 units per acre in
land use classification multi-family residential, office/residential, and
downtown redevelopment.

> = Sinele Eamilv Detached Dwelling Uni
3 = Sinele Eamilv Attached Dwelline Uni
¢ = Multi-Eamilv Dwelline Uni

2 5 = Potential Bonus Units Allowable. Where not less than 50% of the total
residential units of site are smaller than 1,500 square feet in size, then at the
sole discretion of the city commission, a residential unit variety density bonus
may be awarded (Refer to Land Development Code Table 2.07.00.C).

3 6 = Up to 30 units with Major Urban Code Conditional Use

7 = Based.onR-1 DensitvR .
8 — Based on R-2 Densitv.R .

4 9 = Based on R-3, B-1 and B-2 Density Requirements

510 = Up to 30 with East Stuart District Conditional Use Approval

6 11 = Up to 30 upon approval by City Commission with a RPUD within the
Downtown Redevelopment Land Use area

7 = Up to 11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplexes provided that such a
density achieves certain performance standards in the Land
Development Code

8 = Maximum 8.72 dwelling units per acre for single family dwelling
units and 11.62 dwelling units per acre for duplex units

9 = Maximum ten (10) dwelling units per acre for single and 11.62
dwelling units per acre for multi-family and duplex units

E = Only Residential dwelling unit allowed and only by Conditional Use

L = Limited. No maximum density established by Land Development Code or
Comprehensive Plan at this time. Rather, the term "Limited" is used instead of a numerical
value.

2.04.02 SUPPLEMENTAL AREA REQUIREMENTS

A. Minimum width and area of lots, unless varied by the Board of Adjustments via a
variance approval.
1. No lot, even though it may consist of one or more adjacent lots of record, shall be



reduced so that the lot width or depth, front side or rear yard, minimum lot area of
other requirements of this code are not maintained. This section shall not apply
when a portion of a lot is subsequently acquired for public purposes.

2. No residential lot shall be less than 60 feet in width. In the case of irregularly
shaped lots, the average lot width shall be measured and determined in
accordance with the definition of average lot width set forth in Chapter XII.

3. No platted lot shall contain less than 6,000 square feet.

2.07.00 DESIGNATION OF PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD)

3. Density. The net residential density for an RPUD shall not exceed the maximum
permitted as prescribed by the following:

A. Single-family, detached: Eeur 8.72 dwelling units per acre
B. Single-family, attached: Seven 8.72 dwelling units per acre
C. Multiple-family residential: 45 30 dwelling units per acre
2.03.03. Planned Unit Development (PUD) density

The density for a planned unit development shall not exceed those densities set forth in
Table 3 - Maximum Dwelling Units per Acre, unless a density bonus as defined herein, has
been granted by the city commission as part of a planned unit development zoning
agreement.

Chapter 12, “definitions”, to clarify the definition of net density and density bonus

Density Bonus: Additional residential density may be approved for a RPUD in
accordance with the City of Stuart's comprehensive plan and land development
regulations provided the total density does not exceed 30 dwelling units per acre. A
density bonus may only be granted at the discretion of the City Commission as an
incentive for developments to provide greater public amenities or housing
opportunities which enhance the City, such as affordable housing, new housing stock,
or housing types that are in demand.

Net density: The net density of a project shall be computed by dividing the total number of
units to be constructed by the net residential acreage of the parcel. The net residential

acreage of a parcel shall be the acreage devoted to residential lots buildings, and-aceessory
struetures rights-of-way, common areas, landscape buffers and retention areas less all



bodies of water including wet retention areas, the dedicated public open space, all




Exhibit “D”
Data & Analysis

In compliance with Florida Statutes, this Exhibit provides details the background, analysis of
potential impacts and level of service analysis regarding the specific text changes identified in
Exhibit “A”.

The sections within the Data and Analysis are organized to analyze the impacts of the
Comprehensive Plan text change identified in Exhibit “A”, as follows: 1) Background
Information; 2) Population Trends and Change in Population, 3) Analysis and Impact of the
Proposed Density Changes, 4) Vacant land and infill development, 5) Infrastructure level of
service analysis, with subsections of a) Sanitary sewer, b) Solid waste, ¢) Drainage, d) Potable
water, €) recreation, f) transportation, and g) public education, 6) consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan, 7) consistency with Florida Statues and 8) intergovernmental coordination
and public participation.

1) Background Information

Since the City’s first comprehensive zoning code was adopted in 1967, minimum lot sizes for
one and two-family homes have remained unchanged. In 2002, prompted by a Martin County
law suits over annexation, and in accordance with Florida’s 1980°s-Era Growth Management
Law, the City addressed compliance with Florida Statute 163.3177, by adding residential
densities to its Comprehensive Plan. In doing so, the City chose to cap the “Low-Density
Residential” land use category at 7 units per acre. This category encompasses the R-1A, R-1 and
R-2 (duplex) zoning districts. In drafting these Comprehensive Plan density caps, the City failed
to recognize the conflicts created between the Comprehensive Plan and the LDC, and between
the Comprehensive Plan and long standing practice to allow variances to the minimum lot size.

To resolve these “house cleaning” conflicts, amendments to both the City’s Comprehensive Plan
and its LDC are proposed. If no action is taken, there are several scenarios under which a
property owner may no longer be able to seek a lot size variance from the Board of Adjustments
or develop in reliance on the LDC’s minimum lot size standards in place since 1967.



The following table illustrates the density versus minimum lot size conflicts:

Zone

Current
minimum lot
size per LDC
(Sq. Ft.)

Required lot
size if CP’s 7
UPA cap is
applied (Sq.
Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s

4 UPAcap is
applied (Sq.

Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s

5UPAcapis
applied (Sq.

Ft)

Required lot
size if LDC’s 7
UPA density
caps applied
(Sq. Ft.)

Lot meets
CP’s 7UPA
density
cap

Lot
meets
LDC’s
density
cap

Proposed
Fix

R-1A

10,000

6,223

10,890

NA

NA

YES

NO

Remove 4
UPA cap in
LDC

R-1

7,500

6,223

NA

8712

NA

YES

NO

Remove 5
UPA cap in
LDC

R-2
duplex

7,500

12,446

NA

NA

12,446

NO

NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
11.62 for
duplexes

R-2
Single
Family

6,000

6,223

NA

NA

6,223

NO

NO

Amend the
Comp Plan
and LDC to
increase
range to
8.62 for
Single
Family

The “house cleaning” of the City’s densities within the Future Land Use Element is namely due
to a significant number of properties classified as Low Density Residential carry a conventional
zoning designation with maximum densities exceeding the 7 dwelling unit per acre prescribed
for the Low Density Land Use category. In lieu of creating new Land Use Categories, the City
has elected to raise the overall densities to match the established historic lot sizes.

The total number of lots within the Low Density Residential land use category is 2,399. 304 of
these properties are located within a built RPUD, which the City would not expect to benefit
from the changes in the land use designation. A few hundred of the remaining 2,095 properties
are within the CRA, which is an area that the city is encouraging infill redevelopment. Maps A
and B on the following pages, show the location of the Low Density Residential areas and the
zoning of those areas, minus the RPUD.




Map A. Low Density Residential Property versus all property
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Map B. R-1A, R-1 and R-2 Zoned Property versus all property

[ ]R-1A

R-1A - 554 Lots (184.6 Acres or 3 units per acre)
B RrR-1

R-1-1234 Lots (393 Acres or 3.14 units per acre)
D] R-2
R-2 - 314 Lots (51.8 Acres or 6.06 units per acre)




2) Population Trends and Change in Population

The population of the City from 1990 to 2000 grew at a rate of 18.2%. Since 2000, the rate
declined to an average annual rate of 6.3%. According to the estimates of population by County
and City in Florida, 2016, Stuart is estimated to have 16,148 persons as of April 1, 2016. The
total change between 2010 and 2016 is estimated to be 555 persons, or 3.4%. The 2010 Census
recorded 15,593 persons. After experiencing an average annual growth of over 5% for the first
half of the 2000s, the City’s more recent population growth has been stagnant according to
University of Florida’s BEBR estimates.

Permanent Population for the City of Stuart, U.S. Census Bureau

1990 2000 2010 2016
11,936 14,605 15,593 16,148

The declining rate of population increase is mainly due to the fact that the city is nearing
complete buildout and population increase has been decelerating region and state-wide,
especially since the time of the housing bust of 2007.

Permanent Population for the City of Stuart
As referenced from the Population Technical Bulletin, prepared by Martin County, 2015.

2016 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

16,148 17,140 17,902 18,545 19,112 19,591

Peak Population for the City of Stuart,
As referenced from the Population Technical Bulletin, prepared by Martin County, 2015.

2016 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

16,148 18,958 19,721 20,363 20,930 21,409

Although the City’s Capital Improvement budget, which analyzes the City’s capacity to serve
and maintain adopted Level of Service standards, takes into consideration a natural growth rate
for the next five years, it is important to note that due to mainly infill development, the City
already anticipates the 2040 permanent population to be 19,591 and the peak population may be
21,409.




3) Analysis and Impact of the Proposed Density Changes

The impact of increasing the density within the Comprehensive Plan within the Low Density
Residential, Multi-Family Residential, Office-Residential, and East Stuart, is in the practical
sense permitting the City to proceed with long standing procedures, which allow the City to
adhere to the minimum lot sizes contained within the City’s Land Development Code (which has
remained unchanged for over 50 years since its adoption) and allow the City’s Board of
Adjustment to vary those minimum lot sizes when a complete variance application is requested
and the testimony presents a clear hardship to permit a reduced lot size in the context of
established, platted neighborhoods. The elimination of a City-wide discrepancy whereby a
significant number of properties were allowed smaller lot sizes since the establishment of the
City’s Land Development Code with the density limitations adopted and imposed on those lots
since 2002, is determined not to be a significant change in the number of lots or population. This
is due to historic fact that these lots either exist or were always anticipated to be formed, since
they meet the long standard minimum lot sizes of the City’s Land Development Code.

In order to anticipate the formation of new lots granted by variance to be smaller than the
minimum lot sizes, the City has determined that existing vacant lots are the only lots that
represent a likely and best case scenario of redevelopment and infill. Demonstrated on Map C on
the following page and further explained in the next section of the analysis, the total numbers of
vacant properties that are potentially impacted are only 74 lots. Even if each one of these vacant
lots are able to demonstrate a hardship, only 74 additional lots may be created due to the increase
in density contained in the proposed language above the minimum lot sizes of the Land
Development Code. Based on the unlikely scenario that each vacant lot does subdivide, the
increase of 74 lots have been determined to be de Minimis due to the comparative size of the
City (2,399 low density lots), and the most likely scenario of development (74 lots, or 3%). Of
note, the City has 8,777 housing units as of the 2010 census. The impact of the comprehensive
plan text amendment in the context of the entire city is .8% of the city’s total number of units.



Map C. Vacant properties within the Low Density Land Use Category.
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The City acknowledges that the increase in allowable density is not limited to vacant lots, and
therefore, lots with residences may be torn down to allow for smaller lot splits than currently
allowed, or due to the situation of the residence, the lot splits may occur without having the
residence torn down. In either case, these scenarios represent an unlikely scenario and the worst
case scenario of redevelopment, as it is uncharacteristic for the City to see that many lot splits
over the City’s history. As an example, Map D on the following page demonstrates the
relatively small number of demolitions the City processes to determine the historic likelihood
that the City may see tear downs and subdivisions after the adoption of higher densities within
the Comprehensive Plan. Since 2000, the City has processed 134 Residential Demolitions within
the Residential Low Density Land Use Category, but it should be noted that 23 of those lots were
within the Witham Field landing buffer zone and should not be considered voluntary. Therefore,
the City has 111 demolition requests, or an average of about 6.5 per year.



Map D. Demolition Permits Issued 2000-2017

Demo Permits Issued 2000- 2017

- Demo Permits




Finally, the city acknowledges that the total area under the Residential Planned Unit
Development (PUD) category that could potentially be unrestricted since there is no size
requirement to become a RPUD. Under the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendment, a
density bonus program currently referred to in the City’s Land Development Regulations is
allowed to potentially increase the PUD density from 15 units per acre to 30 units per acre. Only
62.96 acres of this category are currently vacant and may benefit from the proposed density
bonus. There is a potential increase of 944 units, due to the comprehensive plan text amendment.
However, staff notes that these are not guaranteed units and may only awarded based on density
bonuses.

With a total potential increase of 74 lots, the City may experience an additional 170 residents.
(74 new lots x 2.3 household size = 170 total new residents). Please note that this total does not
take into account how many of the new residence might be seasonal. Because this change in
population takes into account the full redevelopment of the city’s residential lots, and the
redevelopment of all of the residential vacant lots, the hypothetical built-out population scenario
would be 19,761 (19,591+ 170).

4) Vacant land and infill development

The chief factor limiting the potential impact of the proposed density increase is the fact that
almost all land under the Residential Low Density category is already developed.

The Comprehensive Plan text amendment only impacts the by-right density of the East Stuart
and Low Density Residential land use category, and for density bonuses to Residential Planned
Unit Development (RPUD) zoned properties. The vacant areas of the Low Density Residential
land use category is demonstrated and tabulated on Map D, broken down by zoning district. The
chart demonstrates that the total numbers of vacant properties that are potentially impacted are
only 74 lots. This represents the highest reasonable impact in the short term, because it does not
take into consideration lot splits with a residence currently built on the property.

Also note that the vacant parcels within East Stuart have always been developed in this fashion
without a minimum lot size and with density in the Land Development Regulations equal to the
proposed Comprehensive Plan Text amendment. Therefore, the City finds that these impacts
have been known to our level of service analysis.

Infill Development

The City has several policies that support the potential increase in density within the existing
fabric of the city as a planning tool to decrease urban sprawl in locations that support the
additional density. By potentially decreasing urban sprawl, the City may ultimately decrease the
public expenditure of needed infrastructure, decrease overall traffic on US 1 (which is the only
road that is failing concurrency), benefit the environment and have a positive effect on health and
quality of life of our residence.



According to the Urban Land Institute (2007), Growing Cooler: Evidence on Urban
Development and Climate Change, more compact urban development strategies helps reduce
vehicle miles traveled. Coupled with the analysis of the City’s Economic Element performed by
the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), the City’s commercial activities employ
21,627 people who live outside of the city, while only employing 1,497 who call Stuart home.
Taking into consideration that 4,078 residents commute to work outside the city, a net traffic
positive flow of 17,549 commuters travel into Stuart at peak rush hours. This imbalance is a root
cause for traffic concurrency issues on Highway One. If lots within our Low Density Land Use
areas utilize the variance process to subdivide and add some additional units to the City’s
housing stock, it may be in the City’s best interest to allow the variance process to work as it has
been working for so long.

A city with a core density has also been linked to increased productivity. The Federal Reserve
Bank of New York’s 2010 report, Productivity and the Density of Human Capital, reviewed 363
metropolitan areas to understand how density affects an area’s economic productivity. Although
this report reviewed metropolitan areas, the findings may be applied to smaller cities like Stuart.
The study shows that sector with the highest productivity gains due where higher density patterns
existed were those in the professional services, education, arts and entertainment, information
and finance sectors. These are Sectors that the City is currently invested in and desires to
continue to invest in.

Infrastructure is also an important factor in why a small City may benefit from some additional
housing in the core of its city. As a community expands outward, new infrastructure is required
and be maintained. The City has focused its budget on continuing excellent public services and
fund new infrastructure projects as they are needed. Choosing to focus on increasing density in
areas where infrastructure already exists not only the most cost-effective way to use limited
resources, but additionally, easier and quicker to maintain. Focusing on funds within higher
densities also creates more of an impact to public benefit. The city is aggressively providing
inexpensive avenues to convert septic and wells to water and sewer. Because of this emphasis,
the City is well prepared if there is a small increase of 170 new residents.

Furthermore, it may be argued that dense development is poor development and not in keeping
with a small community, but that is not necessarily the case. Compact development strategies are
outliving the sprawling commuter city strategies, because compact development is far more
sustainable. Also, the underlining fabric of a city’s sustainable density is demonstrated by the
underlying 5,000 square foot lots that were originally platted and planned for these
neighborhoods in the 1920s. These original plats took into consideration density clustering to
provide more walkable blocks and sharing of infrastructure. A majority of these platted
neighborhoods dedicated alley-ways and rights of ways that create spaces that make the
complete neighborhood subdivision feel less dense and in fact can be calculated today to be less
dense (if the city included alleyways and rights of ways in the density calculation of these
subdivisions). Although times have changed since the 1920s, so has the role of citizen



participation in our local government. Higher densities can address a number of sustainable
development issues, such as walkable neighborhoods, local housing stock, access to housing, and
quality development, in order to realize the benefits of compact neighborhoods. It is important
to recognize that higher densities make walkability possible and great design makes it enjoyable.
It is through the public variance process promoted by the City and allowed by the proposed
Ordinance that these issues may be discussed to benefit the land owner, the neighborhood and
the City.

5) Infrastructure level of service analysis

The State requires an assessment of the financial feasibility of providing infrastructure needed to
achieve and maintain adopted level of service standards and sustain concurrency. A level of
service (LOS) analysis and an assessment of the financial feasibility of the comprehensive plan
were conducted in conjunction with each update of the Capital Improvement Element.

Comprehensive Plan Level of Service

A description of availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, potable

water, water supply, traffic circulation, schools, and recreation is required by section 163.3177
F.S.

The adopted LOS standards for infrastructure services are set forth in policies in the
Infrastructure, Transportation and Parks and Recreation Elements of the Comprehensive Plan.
They are summarized in Policy A3.1 of the Capital Improvements Element.

Summary of Level of Service Standards

Facility Level of Service Standard

Sanitary Sewer facilities 80 gallons per capita per day for residential

1,100 gpapd for non-residential

115 gpcpd total

Solid Waste facilities 3.5 pounds per capita per day (residential)

.007 pounds per square foot per day (non-residential)

Drainage Facilities

Retention of half of the runoff from a 25-year, 3 day duration storm
event on parcels greater than 1 acre or 10-year 3-day duration storm
event on parcels less than 1 acre

Potable Water

250 gallons per day per equivalent residential connection

Recreation Facilities

3 acres of developed community park per 1,000 permanent and seasonal
residents

Transportation Facilities

LOS E at peak hour for arterials except,
A) An interim standard of maintain is established for the following
roadways:
SR 707 from Green River Parkway to south of Wright Blvd
SR 714 from Palm City Bridge to SR 76
B) Transportation level of service standards shall not be applied to




any development occurring within he TCEA

C) Transportation level of service standards for arterials within the
TCEA Buffer area shall allow an additional 30% increase in peak
hour traffic over the adopted level of service standards otherwise
set in this policy

Public Education Facilities See a more detailed section below on Public Education facilities

a) Sanitary Sewer

Sanitary Sewer level of service standard for sanitary sewer is 80 gallons per capita per day.
According to the City’s Public Works Department, we are meeting and exceeding the 80 gallons
per capita per day threshold. While using 50% of water use outside, and 166 gallons per capita
per day for water usage. The Public Works Department confirmed via memorandum that the
anticipated increase in population should not be a concern.

b) Solid Waste

The city processes approximately 17,263 tons of commercial garbage, including multi-family
residential per day. The City’s Public Works Department currently processes 2.19 pounds per
capita per day for garbage and .69 pounds per capita per day for recycling, in line with the 3.5
pounds per capita per day LOS service standard. The Public Works Department confirmed via
memorandum that the anticipated increase in population should not be a concern.

¢) Drainage

The Public Works Department confirmed via memorandum that the anticipated increase in
population should not be a concern toward drainage requirements, as they are held to standards
during development that should keep the City within the LOS standard threshold.

d) Potable Water

The City owns and operates its own potable water supply system. All responsibilities for the
treatment and distribution of public water supply to the residents and businesses within its
service area, which includes a small portion of unincorporated Martin County, are assumed by
the City. In addition, there are areas of the City which receive potable water service from Martin
County Consolidated Water System.

Raw water for the Stuart water system is provided by 24 production wells drawing from the
Surficial Aquifer System (SAS). In addition, Stuart received an average of 500,000 gallons per
day from the Northrup Grumman Corporation remediation system.

Stuart currently operates a single water treatment facility, which consists of three 2-MGD
treatment units, with a finished peak-day capacity of 4.355 MGD, although the current
Consumptive Use Permit (CUP) only permits a maximum withdrawal of 3.67 MGD.




The current average daily output of finished water is approximately 3.25 MGD

Population projections for the Stuart water service areas are below:

YEAR Service Area Total (Resident Population)

2018 19,960

The City has adopted finished potable water level of service standard of 250 gallons per day
equivalent residential connection, as part of the Ten-Year Water Supply Facilities Work Plan.

e) Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA)

An evaluation of the effectiveness of the City’s TCEA was conducted as part of the EAR, in
accordance with State law.

Stuart’s TCAE represents approximately 19% of the total municipal acreage. The purpose of the
TCEA, within which development is exempted from transportation concurrency requirements, is
to encourage urban redevelopment and infill development within the CRA. In order to avoid
creating a ring of under development and blight around the TCEA, the city created a transition
zone extending approximately one mile to the west, south and east of the TCEA south of the
bridge, within which the LOS standard allows up to a 30% increase in peak hour traffic over the
adopted LOS service volumes.

The TCEA appears to be succeeding in fostering infill development and redevelopment within
the CRA.

Traffic volume on major collectors and arterials within the TCEA, buffer area and beyond is
lower than anticipated and not exceeding LOS “E” with exception of the US-1 Roosevelt bridge
link. An evaluation of the traffic patterns indicates that the congestion on US-1 is not generated
by development within the TCEA or TCEA buffer area, but rather from development outside the
city. As this link is projected by the MPO to continue to operate as LOS “E” until 2040, the
TCAE should become increasingly important to the promotion of redevelopment and infill
development within the CRA and buffer area. It is concluded that the TCEA and TCEA buffer
area LOS standards should be retained, subject to monitoring.

According to the most recent Roadway Level of Service Inventory (Marti MPO 2040 LRTP), the
only roadway links that are projected to exceed the LOS “E” within the city are US Highway
One, between Palm City Road and Britt Road.

According to the Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization, “2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan”, prepared by Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., and based on the Martin
County 2013 LOS Inventory Report, the only roadway within the City that is failing the volume
to capacity ratio is US Highway One. This report examined roadway deficiencies resulting from
growth in travel demands over the 25-year time horizon.




Martin County identified required improvement projects needed to maintain satisfactory mobility
conditions, including roadway projects, transit projects, and projects related to non-motorized
improvements. Within the “Roadway Needs Plan”, the only roadway identified by the County as
requiring funding for the next 20 years was Indian Street, between Kanner and Willoughby,
which is a short section of which there are no low density land use areas that this amendment
would potentially exacerbate this concern.

f) Public Education Facilities

Any large number of additional residential units would be due to the approval of a planned unit
development, which would have the availability to apply for a density bonus up to 30 units per
acre. During the time of application, the City currently, and will continue to, coordinate with the
Martin County School Board such application for residential units. The City does not anticipate
the potential for a small number of infill lots over a period of twenty years will impact the Public
Education Facilities negatively; furthermore, the City finds that the maximum likely potential
increase could be planned for as a natural and measured population increase are planned and the
levels of service maintained.

6) Internal Consistency with Comprehensive Plan

The City of Stuart’s Comprehensive Plan contains a number Elements, which contain Goals,
Objectives and Policies which provide the City a City-wide, long term vision. In order to
demonstrate consistency of the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments within the
existing Goals, Objectives and Policies of the current Comprehensive Plan, please see
Attachment A, which includes several Goals, Objectives and Policies that support the proposed
text amendment.

Please see Exhibit “B” — Comprehensive Plan Objectives and Policies Consistency Analysis

7) Consistency with Florida Statutes

The City of Stuart’s Comprehensive Plan is currently in compliance with all Florida Statutes and
the proposed text change does not conflict with any Florida Statute requirements. The City is
amending the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Element in accordance with Rule Chapter
9J-5, F.A.C. and Chapter 163, F.S.

8) Intergovernmental Coordination and Public Participation

The City has brought forth the City- initiated Ordinance to the Local Planning Agency at the
~__, 2017 hearing, a Public Workshop with the City Commission on  , 2017, and a
transmittal hearing at City Commission on June 22, 2017. Please see Exhibit “E” to examine the
public hearing minutes, the City’s required proof of notification and all additional public
comments the City has received.



Low Density Residential Property versus all property

e

Properties with Low Density
Land Use Category

2399 Lots, including those within RPUD
841 acres

2.85 lots/acre




R-1A

R-1A - 554 Lots (184.6 Acres or 3 units per acre)

] R-1
R-1 - 1234 Lots (393 Acres or 3.14 units per acre)

R-2

R-2 - 314 Lots (51.8 Acres or 6.06 units per acre)




1
n
2
—_—
(0 (]

Vacant Residential Property by Zoning




All Board of Adjustment Variance Requests
Since 1967

m Variances for setbacks,
height, fences, parking,
and signage

M Variances to minimum lot
size prior to
Comprehensive Plan

= Variance to lot size since
establishment of
Comprehensive Plan
(1.02)




All impacts to single family lots in relation to density change (7 to 9 DUA) only as it

pertains to lot splits of certain sized lots (Including tear downs, existing houses that can

split without tear downs, and vacant lots)

Single Family Scenarios

R1-A [ R-1 | R-2 | Total

6,224sf — 9,680sf No changes in impact (conforming single lot not eligible to 143 517 | 38 698
subdivide)
9,681sf — 12,446sf | Not permitted to divide now, but eligible due to new density | 122 348 16 486
(1 to 2 lots)
12,447sf — 14,520sf | No changes in impact (permitted to divide once) 64 128 |7 199
14,521sf — 18,669sf | Permitted to divide once now, but eligible to divide twice 95 102 9 206
due to new density (2 to 3 lots)
18,670sf — 19,360sf | No changes in impact (permitted to divide twice) 7 3 1 11
19,361sf — 24,200sf | Permitted to divide twice now, but eligible to divide three 56 31 3 90
times due to new density (3 to 4 lots)
24,201sf — 25,000sf | Permitted to divide three times now, but eligible to divide 30 16 0 46
25,000 - 31,115sf four times due to new density (4 to 5)
Over 31,116sf 19 22 3 44
Total lots impacted 322 519 31 872
Total lots 554 1228 | 314 | 2095
All impacts to lots in relation to density change (7 to 14 DUA) only as it pertains to lot
splits for duplexes of certain sized lots (including tear downs, existing houses that can
split without tear downs, and vacant lots)
Duplex scenarios R1-A | R-1 | R-2 | Total

6,223sf — 9,680sf Made a conforming duplex lot due to new density (1 unit to N/A N/A | 38 38
2)

9,681sf—12,446sf | Not permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide | N/A N/A | 16 16
into a duplex (1 to 2 units)

12,447sf — 18,669sf | Permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide into | N/A N/A | 16 16
two duplexes due to new density (2 units to 4 units)

18,670sf — 24,892sf | Permitted to divide into a duplex and is eligible to divide into | N/A N/A | 4 4
three duplex units due to new density (2 to 6 units)

24,893sf —31,115sf | Permitted to divide into two duplexes and is eligible to divide | N/A N/A | O 0
into four duplexes due to new density (4 to 8)

Over 31,116sf N/A N/A |3 3

Total lots impacted 0 0 77 77

Total lots 0 0 314 | 314




BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2342-2017

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING THE CITY’S
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; SPECIFICALLY AMENDING
THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT TABLE OF LAND
USE DENSITIES AND INTENSITIES IN ORDER TO
INCREASE THE MAXIMUM DENSITY CALCULATIONS
FOR LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL, MULTI-FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL, OFFICE/RESIDENTIAL AND EAST
STUART DISTRICT TO PROVIDE FOR CONSISTENCY
WITH THE CITY’S EXISTING MINIMUM LOT SIZE
REQUIREMENTS; APPROVING TRANSMITTAL OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES (DEO) AND OTHER
RELEVANT AGENCIES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS;
PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

% sk ok sk ok

WHEREAS, Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, provides for the authority and procedure to the
local government to amend its Comprehensive Plan as needed to ensure that the plan provides

appropriate policy guidance for growth and development; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Stuart, Florida adopted its last Evaluation and

Appraisal Report (EAR) based Comprehensive Plan amendments in September 27, 2010.



WHEREAS, the densities established in the Comprehensive Plan serve to provide specific density

and intensity measures allowed in each land use category.

WHEREAS, the City of Stuart recognizes the importance of discouraging urban sprawl by

facilitating urban development and infill development in order to achieve a more compact urban form.

WHEREAS, the Local Planning Agency of City of Stuart reviewed the proposed amendments to

the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing on ,2017; and

WHEREAS, on , 2017 at a duly advertised public hearing, the City Commission considered

the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments, attached hereto as Attachment “A” and authorized
transmittal of the proposed amendments to the Department of Economic Opportunities (DEO) and

appropriate agencies and local government; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission has provided for full public participation in the comprehensive

plan amendment process and has considered and responded to public comments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,

FLORIDA, that:

SECTION 1: The City Commission herby finds and determines that the approval of the Future Land
Use Element attached hereto as Attachment “A” is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of

the City of Stuart Comprehensive Plan as amended.

SECTION 2: The City Commission does hereby approve transmittal of the Comprehensive Plan

amendments for the purpose of a final order determining this adopted amendment to be in compliance.

SECTION 3: All ordinances or parts of ordinances herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such

conflict.



SECTION 4: If any provision of this ordinance or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications which can be
given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this ordinance

are declared severable.

SECTION 5: The provisions of this ordinance shall be codified.

SECTION 6: The effective date of this plan amendment, if the amendment is not timely challenged,
shall be 31 days after the state land planning agency notifies the local government that the plan
amendment package is complete. If timely challenged, this amendment shall become effective on the
date the state land planning agency or the Administration Commission enters a final order determining
this adopted amendment to be in compliance. No development orders, development permits, or land
uses dependent on this amendment may be issued or commence before it has become effective. If a
final order of noncompliance is issued by the Administration Commission, this amendment may
nevertheless be made effective by adoption of a resolution affirming its effective status, a copy of which

resolution shall be sent to the state land planning agency.

PASSED on First Reading this _th day of ,2017.
Commissioner offered the following ordinance and moved its adoption. The motion

was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the vote

was as follows:

YES | NO [ ABSENT

THOMAS CAMPENNI, MAYOR

TROY A. MCDONALD, VICE MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, COMMISSIONER

JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER

EULA R. CLARK, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED on Second Reading this day of ,2017.




ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE THOMAS CAMPENNI
CITY CLERK MAYOR
APPROVED AS TO FORM

AND CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL MORTELL, CITY ATTORNEY



Element I

FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT
Goals, Objectives, and Policies

City of Stuart, Florida

Policy A7.2. Gross densities, gross intensities and proportional use amounts for each land use
category are established in the “Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities” that is adopted as
part of this element.

Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities

Residential Non-Residential
RPUD or Major UCE?
Land Use In/Out General Not ACLF =15 Y%residential General >2.0 %non-
Category CRA' ACLF* dulacre’ FAR’ residential
Low Density NA <T-dufae <T-dufae none Nonc 95-100 <0.75 FAR 0-5%
Residential <8.72 <8.72
du/ac du/ac to
to  11.62 11.62
du/ac’® du/ac’®
Multi-Family In <15 du/ac <15-dufae <30 du/ac | <S-ae 70-100 <3.0 FAR <20 ac 0-30%
Residential <30 du/ac
Out <10 du/ac +5-dulac <30 du/ac | <40-ae 70-100 <0.5 FAR 0-30%
to  11.62 <30 du/ac
du/ac’
Commercial In <15 du/ac <15 <30 du/ac | <5-ae 0-15 <3.0 FAR <50 ac 85-100%
Out <10 du/ac <10 <30 du/ac | <25-ae 0-15 <1.5 FAR 85-100%
Office/Residential In <15 du/ac <}5-dulac <30 du/ac | <5-ae 0-25 <3.0 FAR <10 ac 75-100%
<30 du/ac
Out <10 du/ac <10-dufac <30 du/ac | <5-ae 0-25 <1.5 FAR 75-100%
to  11.62 <30 du/ac
du/ac’
Industrial In None 0 <3.0 FAR <10 ac 100%
Out None 0 <1.0 FAR 100%
Public None 0 <1.0 FAR 100%
Institutional <10 du/ac <30 du/ac <30 du/ac | <5-ae 0 <0.75 FAR 100%
Recreation None <0.5 FAR 100%
Downtown <15 du/ac® <30 du/ac <30 du/ac | <25-ae 0-70 <4.0 FAR <50 ac 0-70%°
Redevelopment
Neighborhood/ In <15 du/ac <30 du/ac | <S-ae 30-90 <3.0 FAR <10 ac 10-70%
Special District Out <15 du/ac <30 du/ac | <5-ae 30-90 <2.0 FAR 10-70%
East Stuart NA <}5-dufac <}5-dufac <30 du/ac | <5-ae 70-100 <1.5 FAR 0-30%
<17 du/ac <17 du/ac
Conservation None 0 <10% ISR 100%
Marina/Industrial <15 du/ac <15 du/ac NA <5-ae 0-25 <3.0 FAR <5ac 0-75%

'CRA = Community Redevelopment Agency. A delineated area




’RPUD = Residential Planned Unit Development; Major UCE=Major Urban-CodeException Major UCCU = Major Urban
Code Conditional Use

3The total number of acres in developments approved and constructed after the policy effective date that exceed 2.0 FAR shall
not exceed the specified amount.

*ACLF = Assisted Adult Congregated Living Facility

5 This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and detached and duplex development
ranging in density from 8.72 for single family units to 11.62 for duplex units.

6 Recreation uses shall not exceed 25 percent of the land area
7 ISR = Impervious surface ratio. Not to exceed 10,000 square feet for any contiguous parcel.

% -Shall be interpreted on an Urban Subdistrict basis within the CRA (including Urban Neighborhood, Urban General, Urban
Center, Urban Waterfront, and Urban Highway)

° This designation is intended for parcels that are suited for single family attached and detached, duplex and multi-family
development ranging in density from 10 for single family units to 11.62 for multi-family and duplex units.

Note: Throughout the City, properties located in the Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA), as identified on the future land use
map in the Coastal Element of the Comprehensive Plan, are limited to 15 dwelling units per acre unless the applicant can
demonstrate to comply with Florida Statute 163.3178 (9)(a)1,2 and 3. ALFs shall continue to be prohibited within the Coastal
High Hazard Area.



City of Stuart

121 SW Flagler Avenue  Stuart e Florida 34994
Telephone (772) 288-1292
Fax (772) 288-5381

Stuart

Public Works Department
David D. Peters
Assistant Public Works Director dpeters@ci.stuart.fl.us

June 6, 2017

Mr. Terry O’Neil
Development Director
City of Stuart

121 SW Flagler Avenue
Stuart, Florida 34994

Re: Water and Sewer System Capacity
Dear Mr. O’Neill:
Please accept this letter as confirmation that City of Stuart Utilities has sufficient water and sewer

capacity to support residential density increases as identified in City of Stuart Ordinance Number
2254-2017.

If you have any questions or require any additional information please do not hesitate to contact me
at (772) 288-1292, ext. 1.

Sincerely,

David D. Peters
Assistant Public Works Director

cc: Sam Amerson, Public Works Director
file



MINUTES

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
FEBRUARY 16, 2017 AT 5:30 PM
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS
121 S.\W. FLAGLER AVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY/PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS
Chair - Bill Mathers
Vice Chair - Li Roberts
Board Member - Larry Massing
Board Member - Michael Herbach
Board Member - Ryan Strom
Board Member - Susan O’Rourke
Board Member - John Leighton
Ex Officio - Garret Grabowski

ADMINISTRATIVE
Development Director, Terry O'Neil
Board Secretary, Michelle Vicat
CALL TO ORDER 5:29 PM
ANNUAL BOARD REORGANIZATION
Larry Massing nominated Bill Mathers as Chair, John Leighton seconded the motion. Approved unanimously.

Larry Massing nominated Li Roberts as Vice Chair, John Leighton seconded the motion. Approved unanimously.

5:30 PM Roll Call.
Present: Ryan Strom, William Mathers, Larry Massing, John Leighton, Mike Herbach, Susan O’Rourke.

Absent: Li Roberts

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 5:33 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by
John Leighton. Motion passed unanimously.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max): None

COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: None



OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD

An Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida, amending the “Baker Road Commons PUD” (Ordinance No. 2312-
2015), consisting of 3.02 acres, located at 1440 NW Federal Highway and owned by Wynne Building Corporation,
a Florida Corporation, said land being more fully described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto; approving an amended
site plan; approving certain development documents; declaring the development to be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan of the city; approving amended development conditions and a timetable for development;
providing directions to the City Clerk; providing for repeal of all ordinances in conflict; providing for severability;
and providing for an effective date, and for other purposes.

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner
Joel Wynne, Wynne Building Corporation

PUBLIC COMMENT: None
BOARD COMMENT:

Ryan Strom read the questions Li Roberts submitted in her absence. The first one was asking for a signage
location and example.

Leo Giangrande, Giangrande Engineering and Planning said he believed there was a sign on the bottom right
hand corner and the intent is to have a monument sign and they will come back to the next meeting with details.

Stephen Mayer said there was a condition of approval that all signage would meet code.
Ryan Strom asked for the outdoor lighting location and example.
Stephen Mayer said it is not a requirement at this level but will be at final site plan.

Ryan Strom asked about the exterior fence in the NW corner matching up with existing adjoining parcel to prevent
pass through.

Leo Giangrande said they are proposing a fence to continue with the existing fence and there will be no gap.
Ryan Strom asked the definition of extended stay.

Terry O’'Neil, Development Director said they need to be more specific of what that means but in his view it's a
stay of three or four weeks.

Joel Wynne said extended say is a specific definition in the hotel business and what they are trying to do, they
agree with. He thought thirty days is a reasonable delineation.

Ryan Strom said there are two types of pools shown and asked about music and noise.

Leo Giangrande said the site plan and elements supersede the prototype submitted.

5:56 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by Ryan Strom. Motion passed
unanimously.

Ordinance No. 2345-2017 an Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida, annexing a parcel of land fronting NW
Federal Highway (US Highway 1) south of and abutting North Stuart Baptist Church, consisting of 9.45 acres, said
parcel being more fully described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto; providing directions to the City Clerk; providing
for repeal of all ordinances in conflict; providing for severability; providing for codification; and providing for an
effective date, and for other purposes.



PRESENTATION: Tom Reetz, Senior Planner
Nik Schroth, NAI Southcoast (check spelling)

PUBLIC COMMENT: None
BOARD COMMENT:
Chair Mathers abstained as he had consulted with the applicant on the annexation.

Larry Massing abstained from voting due to the contentious annexation relationship between his employer and
the City of Stuart.

Ryan Strom read Li Roberts comments: Substantial part of boundary; approximately 2.5% of perimeter is adjacent
to city boundary, completely ignored the road as required or looked at it as 20% of eastern side of property
ignoring the narrow access round which means 5% is adjacent to city boundary and didn’t think this meets the
requirement of substantial part of a boundary. She thought that when if/when future annexation of property
identified this would change. Reasonable compact finger areas in serpentine winding patterns add a block that is
100% contiguous on one side of four would create three additional boundary turns and would not be winding or
turning. In this case the proposed parcel adds five additional boundary turns which would appear to be winding or
turning.

Mike Mortell, City Attorney said he met with staff regarding these comments and attached a memo to the agenda
package and expanded the issues that relates to serpentine as well as finger and said it does meet the legal
criteria.

Susan O’Rourke said it meets the criteria and if the city’s intent is to expand,

6:08 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Susan O'Rourke, Seconded by John Leighton.
Motion passed unanimously with Larry Massing and Bill Mathers abstaining.

An Ordinance of the City Commission of the City of Stuart, Florida amending the City's Comprehensive Plan;
specifically amending the Future Land Use Element Table of land use densities and intensities in order to
increase the maximum density calculations for low density residential, multi-family residential, office/residential
and East Stuart District to provide for consistency with the City’s existing minimum lot size requirements;
approving transmittal of the Comprehensive Plan to the Department of Economic Opportunities (DEO) and other
relevant agencies and local governments; providing for conflicts; providing for severability; providing for effective
date, and for other purposes

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner made a presentation for ltems 3 and 4 together.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Karen Sayer read her comments which are included with these minutes. After board comment she asked them to
table the item until they received more data.

BOARD COMMENT:

Larry Massing reaffirmed that this shores up the numbers.

Terry O’Neil agreed.

Chair Mathers read comments from Mark Mathes and Li Roberts which are included with these minutes

Karen Sayer spoke at the February 27, 2017 City Commission Meeting Public Comment and asked that Susan
O’Rourke’s comments be accounted for in LPA minutes in greater detail:



Susan O’Rourke said “I understand the need to correct things, but | also I'll use one of | think Mark wrote
something about skinning the cat. | have a couple concerns. | know that the attorney had made a comment about
the data and analysis and you know we’ve had this issue in the city and the county with the density and where the
population goes and all that kind of thing and it's a somewhat contentious issue and so | think the data and
analysis should come before the decision. And | also | do feel strongly that as you all know | primarily do a lot of
work with land development and | do also work with Mainstreet and feel it's very important to even quirky
neighborhoods lend character to the community and if you look at these different cities where we go in and make
changes and somebody comes out with their urban design annual you start to get cities that you know we used to
have anywhere USA along US1 because everybody did the same pattern and you couldn’t tell when you went
from one city to another and the same thing can happen with neighborhood and communities where you don’t
have a vision like in West Palm Beach. There’s a decision, this is where the core is and then you have people
coming in and preserving some of the different density types in the neighborhoods and whether they do it like as a
historic neighborhood or they do it as a voluntary thing but | do have concerns that where we’re cleaning things up
I mean we’ve gone to wherever the high side was versus maybe looking at it and saying “maybe we need to stick
with this number here and adjust no maybe we need to adjust the land use and the LDR. So | live in the city on a
big lot and have a cottage lot that can combine into two you know I'd like to split mine. But | think | wouldn’t want
my neighbor to be able to do that and | know there are restrictions and people have to come in and go through a
process but | do have concern about you know | don’t have a problem with the true up of East Stuart going from
15 to 17 but you know just looking from you know the different.”

John Leighton said “why wouldn’t you have that concern, but you have concerns outside of that.”

Susan O’Rourke said “because this was a 15 to 17 where the 17 was referenced in the document was what my
understanding was.”

John Leighton said “right so they have 25 foot lots over there in some cases that are legal, conforming lots so if
you had that in a R1A district and the person owned it prior to zoning and they have the right to build on it, you
would have an issue with that, when the density would actually be higher than what was proposed?”

Susan O’Rourke said “I'm having a problem with making a wholesale change to correct particular instances and
my issue isn’'t necessarily with the result, my issue is with making it. | know staff is comfortable mathematically
with it but | don’t know what the impact of it is except we're you know on a table so | don’t know you know the
number of lots and it does concern me because | feel like we’re we have areas that are going to look the same as
everywhere else if the city makes this change without having some other thought of the development patterns and
what it means. And we’re saying we'’re going to do data analysis when we get to before it goes up to the state but
it seems like that should be part of what we’re reviewing and | don’t’ know that neighborhoods understand and
maybe there needs to be some visioning of the neighborhoods and what you know and how that you know moves
out from the density and where the density is going to occur and are there any. Are we going to put any kind of
more character binding you know it's not just because | mean you can look around and see and | know that you
look down and | don’t want to name cities but there are cities that you go to that used to be quaint and they just
made a wholesale change and people came in and they got development but then they lost their character and
there’s other places that did density but they had a vision and they’ve retained they’'ve been able to do density but
it has a whole different feel and a whole different result to the community so | think those two things need to go
hand in hand and | don'’t | see this fix but | don’t see the vision and | think the vision is something we struggle with
a lot and | just think that should be first.”

Terry O’Neil said that is is how the lot sizes have been applied since 1967 and it’s a really good way to illustrate
what is the effect of our development patterns and if you look at what has been developed and if you feel
comfortable with that, that what we have is of a scale and quaintness and mix of uses he would propose that
continuing to do the same thing unchanged, they aren’t risking this running away from us in any way because it's
the way they've been doing business since 1967. He said if the board wants them to look at this for additional
safeguards; his view is that lot size variances are not all that common and they certainly don’t come if there is
neighborhood opposition.



John Leighton said he thought the neighborhoods have grown appropriately from 1967 to today and land/home
values have gone up exponentially so the market has clearly identified they like what's happened. He said if all
they are doing is addressing a de minimis issue on a piece of paper and it's acceptable to everyone, he doesn'’t
understand what the problem is.

Chair Mathers asked that staff look at both the maximum building coverage, impacts and said you can impact the
current infrastructure because you are inducing a higher density.

6:55 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by John Leighton, Seconded by Larry Massing.
Motion passed 5/1 with Susan O’Rourke dissenting

An Ordinance of the City of Stuart, Florida amending Chapter 2, Section 2.03.05, Table 3 “Maximum Dwelling
Units Per Acre” of the City's Land Development Code, providing for consistency with the City’s existing and long-
standing minimum lot size requirements by increasing the maximum densities for the R-1A, R-1, R-2, R-3, RPUD,
B-1, CPUD and Urban Districts to be consistent with the City’'s Comprehensive Plan; amending Chapter 2,
Section 2.07.00, “Designation of Planned Unit Development (PUD); amending Chapter 12, “Definitions”, to clarify
the definition of net density and density bonus, declaring said amendments to be consistent with the City’s
Comprehensive Plan; providing for a severability clause, a conflict clause and codification; providing for an
effective date, and for other purposes.

PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner
PUBLIC COMMENT: None

BOARD COMMENT: None

7:02 PM Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Larry Massing, Seconded by Ryan Strom.
Motion passed 5/1 with Susan O’Rourke dissenting

STAFF UPDATE: None

ADJOURNMENT 7:02 PM Motion: Action: Adjourn, Moved by John Leighton, Seconded by Ryan
Strom. Motion passed unanimously.

Bill Mathers, Chair Michelle Vicat, Board Secretary



November 15" 2016

Stephen Mayer
Senior Planner
City of Stuart, FL

Re: Density

Dear Stephen:

Months have passed since the density discussion was brought to the forefront.
We have talked periodically about your research findings and | realize you are still
pulling information together. It is my hope this will insure a thoughtful discussion
with staff, the city commission, advisory boards, interested professionals, and
citizens.

Here are some additional questions which would routinely be judiciously
addressed by any city prior to a change in density. Please address them for me.
In addition, these questions will be posed to the citizens by me as | work towards
creating neighborhood coalitions ahead of the planned workshop. Please advise
me well in advance of the workshop date.

e How many properties have been affected over the years since the city
deviated from the density allowances approved by the citizens. Will those
property owners be notified?

e What is the actual “real” density in each zone including the urban zone?

e Where is the city in real density numbers in comparison to the city’s growth
plan projections? In other words, what are the exact residential numbers
compared to the comprehensive growth management plan projections.

e How does the current infrastructure hold up to the current actual density
demands?

e If density is to be increased, what are the plans for increased infrastructure
needs in accordance with projections.

e What are your marketing and feasibility studies showing you about
increasing residential density versus commercial density and which adds
more to the tax rolls?

e Have you polled citizens who live in and outside the city who use city
infrastructure and partake in activities within the city? Are they mostly city



or county residents? How are you tracking who is utilizing city assets and
frequenting businesses?

What is the comprehensive revenue collection comparison for residential
versus commercial income benefit for the city?

Have you done an assessment of your older neighborhoods? What do the
citizens who live there desire relative to density and expectations for infill
architecture compatibility and maintaining natural beauty?

Presently disproportional density and infill architecture located within older
neighborhoods are easily recognizable. What is the plan to maintain sense
of place, neighborhood charm and quality of living if density is to be
increased?

What are the provisions in place which promote the city’s mission of
supporting the vision of “small town character”?

Have your marketing and feasibility studies included interested parties such
as: Community Redevelopment Agency, Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council, The River Coalition, preservation boards, local land planners and
architects, citizens, city activists, etc.

What has your study shown when you compare our density with other
towns of our size? Do we have higher or lower density in comparison?

If density is to be increased, what cities will we be emulating? Will it be
Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, or areas of Palm Beach?

Will the citizens have a say in this decision?

| personally feel the citizenry may likely choose quality over quantity because they
have a history of it as exemplified by restriction in how many stories can be
erected.

If there is a leaning towards increasing density, | will be strongly encouraging the
citizens of Stuart to request a referendum vote.

Please make certain this letter is submitted officially for the record.

Sincerely,

Karen Sayer

cc: Paul Nicoletti, Terry Oniel, city commissioners
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Letter: Don’t let Stuart developers tunnel under

Comprehensive Plan

Treasure Coast 402 am. ET April 7, 2017

fro |¥ in @ L

TWEET MKEDIN COMMENT EM

WEE ] LR ) LA ] I AdL

When [ first moved here from the jungle to the south
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season staried by the congestion on our roads. Now
we are congested year round.
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NEWSPAPERS) | now read that Stuart wants to increase the density

in its Comprehensive Plan. | spoke to the mayor
about it. He seems to think we need more people and money.

| leamed decades ago that growth does not pay for itself. Growth means more police,
fireman, teachers, schools, jails, road improvements, etc.

Several years ago when Stuart annexed county land to the north of Roosevelt Bridge,
some of us environmentalists were skeptical. Stuart said, “What's the problem? We'll
abide by the same density requirements of the county's Comp Plan.”

Unfortunately, the city caves in to developers sporadically.

Now it appears the city commissioners are tired of fighting with some of the developers
that have to abide by the Comp Plan. The cowards are going to jack up the density on
all the undeveloped property

Attention citizens of Martin County: If you care about our county please attend the
workshop on the amendment to the Comp Plan at City Hall April 19.

Tom Tomilinson, Palm City
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MEMORANDUM

TO: City of Stuart, Florida

FROM: Robert C. Apgar, Esquire
Robert Pennock, Ph.D., AICP

RE: Review of Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment

DATE: December 20, 2016

This is written in response to a request from the City of Stuart that Apgar and Pennock
review the attached draft amendment to comprehensive plan Policy A.7.2 (“the
amendment”} and respond to the following questions:

1. Does the proposed amendment raise any legal or planning issues that might
support an administrative or judicial challenge to the amendment? Is there
anything missing that would he important to the validity of the amendment?

2. What are the legal procedures and notice requirements that the City must satisfy for
adoption of the plan amendment.

Response to Question 1: legal and planning issues.

The proposed amendment would increase the maximum density allowable in
certain land use categories; delete limitations on the total number of acres in development
that exceed 15 dwelling units per acre; and add or amend footnotes for clarification. The
amendment does not raise any legal issues, nor is any additional amendment necessary to
establish its validity, unless the supporting data and analysis showed that an amendment to
the 5-Year Capital Improvements Schedule was needed. The amendment is clearly within
the City’s authority and responsibility under the Community Planning Act, Chapter 163,
Part I1, Florida Statutes. Moreover, the amendment would not decrease the possible
density or intensity of development, thereby avoiding any issues under the Bert Harris Act,
Chapter 70, Florida Statutes. ’

There are, however, some minor issues that should he addressed. Footnote 5
describes “flexible densities having a base of nine (9) units per acre for single family
dwelling units and a maximum of fourteen {14) units per acre for duplexes...“ The term
“base” is not commonly used in regulatory documents and could be confusing. From the
context, “base” appears to indicate a maximum number of single family units. If so,
“maximum” would be a better term to use.



Further, we recommend that

The maximum of 14 units per acre for duplexes be stated in the Table of Land
Use Densities and Intensities. In general, all minimum and maximum limits
should appear in the land use table, not in footnotes.

The conditional language regarding compatibility would be better placed in a
future land use element policy and this footnote could reference that policy.
Footnote 2 changes the term UCE to UCCU. This acronym should also be
changed in the Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities.

Finally, the “Note” that follows the numbered footnotes states that properties in the
Coastal High Hazard Area are limited to a maximum of 15 units per acre except in certain
cases, and ALF’s are prohibited. The City should insure that this restriction is stated in a
policy or objective in the FLU element or the Coastal Element of the Plan. The Note should
reference the applicable policy or objective.

The amendment must be supported by data and analysis providing the planning
rationale for the amendment and showing the effect of these density increases.

The data and analysis could include the following:

A recent review of the land development regulations, particularly Chapter 2,
showed that in some instances the land development regulations, if read
independently from the comprehensive plan, could cause some confusion
regarding what densities are allowed in particular circumstances. This
proposed plan amendment, along with subsequent revisions to the land
development regulations, is intended to provide clarity and certainty with
regard to the maximum residential densities that may be allowed.
Also, these plan amendments support several important planning goals
including the discouragement of urban sprawl, increased opportunities for
affordable housing, and economic development within the City. (this should
be expanded by City)
Supporting data and analysis is required by section 163.3177 F.S. The DEO
website http://www.floridajobs.org/community-planning-and-
development/programs/community-planning-table-of-contents/how-to-
prepare-and-submit-a-proposed-expedited-state-review-comprehensive-
plan-amendment outlines these requirements which include: A description of
availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
potable water and water supply, traffic circulation, schools (if local
government has adopted school concurrency), and recreation, as
appropriate.

o This may require changes to the Capital Improvements Schedule - but

this appears unlikely.



o Note that an impact analysis should take info account the population
projections.
e An analysis of extra-jurisdictional impacts, if any.

Response to Question 2: Procedures for adoption.

This Memorandum provides an overview of the adoption process. It does not,
however, repeat all of the detailed requirements of the statute, Fla. Stat. 163.3184. The City
Staff must review the statute to insure that all requirements are met.

First, the proposed plan amendment must be reviewed by the local planning agency
(“LPA”) pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3174. The LPA must hold at least one public hearing on
the plan amendment. The LPA must make a recommendation to the local government,
including whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the local comprehensive
plan.

The procedures for the City Commission to adopt the proposed amendment are set
out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3), known as the Expedited State Review Process, and
163.3184(11), which describes the public hearings and method of adoption. Additional
requirements are set out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) which governs adoption of ordinances
by municipalities. The following is an overview of these procedures and requirements:

The local governing body must hold at least two advertised public hearings on the
proposed comprehensive plan or plan amendment. The advertising and scheduling
requirements are governed by Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3) and (11), and by Fla. Stat. 166.041(3).
Pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11), “For the purposes of transmitting or adopting a
comprehensive plan or plan amendment, the notice requirements in chapters 125 and 166
are superseded by this subsection, except as provided in this part.”

Pursuant to this direction, the adoption procedure is as follows:

1. The first public hearing is held to decide whether to transmit the plan
amendment to the reviewing agencies. An ordinance is not necessary for
transmittal. A resolution is the appropriate local government action. The
transmittal must be approved by no less than a majority of the members of the
governing body present at the hearing.

2. The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.

3. Ifthelocal government votes to transmit the proposed amendment, the local
government must send the amendment with supporting data and analyses to the
reviewing agencies within 10 days.

4. The agencies must send their comments to the local government within 30 days
after receiving the amendment. The statute sets out in detail the limits on the
scope of agency review.

5. After receipt of agency comments, the local government must hold a second
public hearing for adoption. The statute allows 180 days for the adoption

3



hearing. If the hearing is not held within 180 days, the amendment is deemed
withdrawn.

The plan amendment must be adopted by ordinance, approved by no less than a
majority of the members of the governing body present at the hearing. The ordinance
adoption process is also governed by Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(a) as follows:

Except as provided in paragraph (c}, a proposed ordinance
may be read by title, or in full, on at least 2 separate days and
shall, at least 10 days prior to adoption, be noticed once in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality. The
notice of proposed enactment shall state the date, time, and
place of the meeting; the title or titles of proposed ordinances;
and the place or places within the municipality where such
proposed ordinances may be inspected by the public. The
notice shall also advise that interested parties may appear at
the meeting and be heard with respect to the proposed
ordinance.

As noted above, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) states that the notice requirements of
subsection (11) supersede the requirements of Chapter 166. Subsection (11) states:
“The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.”
(emphasis added)

We emphasize that the notice and hearing requirements for a zoning change
are much more detailed and rigorous than the requirements for amending a
comprehensive plan. The statute allows comprehensive plan amendments and
zoning amendments to be processed concurrently. In fact, concurrent processing is
required if an applicant requests such, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(12). A complete analysis
of the notice and hearing requirements for concurrent zoning and plan amendments
is beyond the scope of this memorandum.

For purposes of the comprehensive plan amendment, we note that the
statute requires notice by mail only when the proposed ordinance changes the
zoning map designation of property, or the list of uses allowed within a zoning
category. See Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(c}. The City of Stuart’s proposed plan
amendment does neither, and therefore notice by mail is not required for the plan
amendment.

If the amendment is adopted, the local government must forward a complete
copy of the amendment and supporting data and analysis to the State Land Planning
Agency and the reviewing agencies and local governments within 10 days. The State
has 5 working days to notify the local government of any deficiencies in the



transmittal. Once the State notifies the local government that the amendment
transmittal is complete, the amendment takes effect as follows:

An amendment adopted under this paragraph does not
become effective until 31 days after the state land planning
agency notifies the local government that the plan amendment
package is complete. If timely challenged, an amendment does
not become effective until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining
the adopted amendment te be in compliance. Fla. Stat.
163.3184(3)(c)4.

The statute also includes detailed provisions governing a possible
administrative challenge to a comprehensive plan amendment by the state land
planning agency or an “affected person” alleging that the amendment is not “in
compliance” with state statutes and related requirements. Fla. Stat. 163.3184(1)(5)-
(9). Such a challenge must be filed within thirty (30) days after the amendment is
adopted. A review the administrative process is beyond the scope of this
memorandum.



MEMORANDUM

TO: City of Stuart, Florida

FROM: Robert C. Apgar, Esquire
Robert Pennock, Ph.D., AICP

RE: Review of Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment
DATE: December 20, 2016

This is written in response to a request from the City of Stuart that Apgar and Pennock
review the attached draft amendment to comprehensive plan Policy A.7.2 {“the
amendment”) and respond to the following questions:

1. Does the proposed amendment raise any legal or planning issues that might
support an administrative or judicial challenge to the amendment? Is there
anything missing that would be important to the validity of the amendment?

2. What are the legal procedures and notice requirements that the City must satisfy for
adoption of the plan amendment.

Response to Question 1: legal and planning issues.

The proposed amendment would increase the maximum density allowable in
certain land use categories; delete limitations on the total number of acres in development
that exceed 15 dwelling units per acre; and add or amend footnotes for clarification. The
amendment does not raise any legal issues, nor is any additional amendment necessary to
establish its validity, unless the supporting data and analysis showed that an amendment to
the 5-Year Capital Improvements Schedule was needed. The amendment is clearly within
the City’s authority and responsibility under the Community Planning Act, Chapter 163,
PartIl, Florida Statutes. Moreover, the amendment would not decrease the possible
density or intensity of development, thereby avoiding any issues under the Bert Harris Act,
Chapter 70, Florida Statutes.

There are, however, some minor issues that should be addressed. Footnote 5 .
describes “flexible densities having a base of nine (9) units per acre for single family
dwelling units and a maximum of fourteen (14) units per acre for duplexes ...” The term
“base” is not commonly used in regulatory documents and could be confusing. From the
context, “base” appears to indicate a maximum number of single family units. If so,
“maximum” would be a better term to use.



Further, we recommend that

The maximum of 14 units per acre for duplexes be stated in the Table of Land
Use Densities and Intensities. In general, all minimum and maximum limits
should appear in the land use table, not in footnotes.

The conditional language regarding compatibility would be better placed in a
future land use element policy and this footnote could reference that policy.
Footnote 2 changes the term UCE to UCCU. This acronym should also be
changed in the Table of Land Use Densities and Intensities.

Finally, the “Note” that follows the numbered footnotes states that properties in the
Coastal High Hazard Area are limited to a maximum of 15 units per acre except in certain
cases, and ALF’s are prohibited. The City should insure that this restriction is stated in a
policy or objective in the FLU element or the Coastal Element of the Plan. The Note should
reference the applicable policy or objective.

The amendment must be supported by data and analysis providing the planning
rationale for the amendment and showing the effect of these density increases.

The data and analysis could include the following:

A recent review of the land development regulations, particularly Chapter 2,
showed that in some instances the land development regulations, if read
independently from the comprehensive plan, could cause some confusion
regarding what densities are allowed in particular circumstances. This
proposed plan amendment, along with subsequent revisions to the land
development regulations, is intended to provide clarity and certainty with
regard to the maximum residential densities that may be allowed.
Also, these plan amendments support several important planning goals
including the discouragement of urban sprawl, increased opportunities for
affordable housing, and economic development within the City. (this should
he expanded by City)
Supporting data and analysis is required by section 163.3177 F.S. The DEO
website http://www.floridajobs.org/community-planning-and-
development/programs/community-planning-table-of-contents /how-to-
prepare-and-submit-a-proposed-expedited-state-review-comprehensive-
plan-amendment outlines these requirements which include: A description of
availability of and the demand on sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage,
potable water and water supply, traffic circulation, schools (if local
government has adopted school concurrency), and recreation, as
appropriate.

o This may require changes to the Capital Improvements Schedule - but

this appears unlikely.



o Note that an impact analysis should take into account the population
projections.

¢ An analysis of extra-jurisdictional impacts, if any.

Response to Question 2: Procedures for adoption.

This Memorandum provides an overview of the adoption process. It does not,
however, repeat all of the detailed requirements of the statute, Fla. Stat. 163.3184. The City
Staff must review the statute to insure that all requirements are met.

First, the proposed plan amendment must be reviewed by the local planning agency
(“LPA™) pursuant to Fla. Stat. 163.3174. The LPA must hold at least one public hearing on
the plan amendment. The LPA must make a recommendation to the local government,
including whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the local comprehensive
plan.

The procedures for the City Commission to adopt the proposed amendment are set
outin Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3), known as the Expedited State Review Process, and
163.3184(11), which describes the public hearings and method of adoption. Additional
requirements are set out in Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) which governs adoption of ordinances
by municipalities. The following is an overview of these procedures and requirements:

The local governing body must hold at least two advertised public hearings on the
proposed comprehensive plan or plan amendment. The advertising and scheduling
requirements are governed by Fla. Stat. 163.3184(3) and (11}, and by Fla. Stat. 166,041(3).
Pursuant to Fla, Stat. 163.3184(11), “For the purposes of transmitting or adopting a
comprehensive plan or plan amendment, the notice requirements in chapters 125 and 166
are superseded by this subsection, except as provided in this part.”

Pursuant to this direction, the adoption procedure is as follows:

1. The first public hearing is held to decide whether to transmit the plan
amendment to the reviewing agencies. An ordinance is not necessary for
transmittal. A resolution is the appropriate local government action. The
transmittal must be approved by no less than a majority of the members of the
governing body present at the hearing.

2. The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166.

3. Ifthelocal government votes to transmit the proposed amendment, the local
government must send the amendment with supporting data and analyses to the
reviewing agencies within 10 days.

4. The agencies must send their comments to the local government within 30 days
afier receiving the amendment. The statute sets out in detail the limits on the
scope of agency review,

5. After receipt of agency comments, the [ocal government must hold a second
public hearing for adoption. The statute allows 180 days for the adoption

3



hearing. If the hearing is not held within 180 days, the amendment is deemed
withdrawn.

The plan amendment must be adopted by ordinance, approved by no less than a
majority of the members of the governing body present af the hearing. The ordinance
adoption process is also governed by Fla. Stat, 166.041(3)(a) as follows:

Except as provided in paragraph (c), a proposed ordinance
may be read by title, or in full, on at least 2 separate days and
shall, at least 10 days prior to adoption, be noticed once in a
newspaper of general circulation in the municipality. The
notice of proposed enactment shall state the date, time, and
place of the meeting; the title or titles of proposed ordinances;
and the place or places within the municipality where such
proposed ordinances may be inspected by the public. The
notice shall also advise that interested parties may appear at
the meeting and be heard with respect to the proposed
ordinance.

As noted above, Fla. Stat. 163.3184(11) states that the notice requirements of
subsection (11) supersede the requirements of Chapter 166. Subsection (11) states:
“The hearing must be held on a weekday at least 7 days after the day that the first
advertisement is published pursuant to the requirements of chapter 166."

(emphasis added)

We emphasize that the notice and hearing requirements for a zoning change
are much more defailed and rigorous than the requirements for amending a
comprehensive plan. The statute allows comprehensive plan amendments and
zoning amendments to be processed concurrently. In fact, concurrent processing is
required if an applicant requests such, Fla. Stat. 163.3184{12). A complete analysis
of the notice and hearing requirements for concurrent zoning and plan amendments
is beyond the scope of this memorandum,

For purposes of the comprehensive plan amendment, we note that the
statute requires notice by mail only when the preposed ordinance changes the
zoning map designation of property, or the list of uses allowed within a zoning
category. See Fla. Stat. 166.041(3)(c). The City of Stuart’s proposed plan
amendment does neither, and therefore notice by mail is not required for the plan
amendment.

If the amendment is adopted, the local government must forward a complete
copy of the amendment and supporting data and analysis to the State Land Planning
Agency and the reviewing agencies and local governments within 10 days. The State
has 5 working days to notify the local government of any deficiencies in the



transmittal. Once the State notifies the local government that the amendment
fransmittal is complete, the amendment takes effect as follows:

An amendment adopted under this paragraph does not
become effective until 31 days after the state land planning
agency notifies the local government that the plan amendment
package is complete. If timely challenged, an amendment does
not become effective until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining
the adopted amendment to be in compliance. Fla. Stat.
163.3184(3)(c)4.

The statute also includes detailed provisions governing a possible
administrative challenge to a comprehensive plan amendment by the state land
planning agency or an “affected person” alleging that the amendment is not “in
compliance” with state statutes and related requirements. Fla. Stat. 163.3184(1)(5)-
(9). Such a challenge must be filed within thirty (30) days after the amendment is
adopted. A review the administrative process is beyond the scope of this
memorandum.



19.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
CITY COMMISSION

Meeting Date: 6/12/2017 Prepared by: S. Mayer

Title of Item:

ORDINANCE No. 2354-2017; AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AMENDING CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER
ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY
WITHIN THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENTS BY INCREASING THE MAXIMUM
DENSITIES FOR THE R-1A AND R-1 DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’S
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; DECLARING SAID AMENDMENTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH
THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A
CONFLICT CLAUSE AND CODIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:

Since the City's first comprehensive zoning code was established in 1967, the minimum lot sizes for one and
two family homes have remained unchanged. For R-1A, the minimum lot size is 10,000 square feet and for R-1
the minimum lot size is 7,500 square feet.

Sometime after the adoption of density limitations in the Comprehensive Plan, in 2002, the LDC itself was
inexplicably or perhaps inadvertently altered to include even more restrictive density limitation of four (4) units
per acre in the R-1A zoning district, and five (5) units per acre in the R-1 zoning district. From real world,
practical application, the City has been made aware of a discrepancy that is preventing a land owner from
subdividing a lot into two lots that meet the minimum lot size. This instance was said into record by owner,
Jeremy Lemaster, at the City's workshop hearing regarding density.

Mr. LeMaster impressed upon the City that each month of delay has real cost implications. The City desires
through this remedial ordinance to correct the discrepancy in the Land Development Code, by increasing the
densities within Table 3 of the Land Development Code to 7 units per acre. This correction is both equivalent
and consistent with the maximum limitation of the adopted Comprehensive Plan and is in compliance with the
City's long standing minimum lot sizes.

Please be aware that the City is also proposing a broader correction to the Comprehensive Plan and will bring
forward a companion Land Development Code text amendment that if adopted will supersede this proposed
remedial ordinance. The goal of this ordinance is to allow the subdivision of a lot that currently meets the Land
Development Code to occur at least one month sooner than the companion Ordinance that being heard along
with the Comprehensive Plan text amendment. Furthermore, staff is currently working along with the Treasure
Coast Regional Planning Council in the preparation of a complete and satisfactory data and analysis for the
Comprehensive Plan, which will be scheduled for June 12.

On May 22, the Stuart City Commission voted unanimously to approve Ordinance 2354-2017 on First
Reading.

Funding Source:



N/A

Recommended Action:

Approve Ordinance 2354-2017 on second reading.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
o 2354-2017 5/18/2017 Ordinance add

to Y drive



Return to:

City Attorney’s Office
City of Stuart

121 SW Flagler Street
Stuart, FL 34994

BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

ORDINANCE NO: 2354-2017

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AMENDING
CHAPTER 2, SECTION 2.03.05, TABLE 3 “MAXIMUM DWELLING
UNITS PER ACRE” OF THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
PROVIDING FOR CONSISTENCY WITHIN THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE
REQUIREMENTS BY INCREASING THE MAXIMUM DENSITIES FOR
THE R-1A AND R-1 DISTRICTS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE
CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; DECLARING SAID AMENDMENTS
TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN;
PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A CONFLICT CLAUSE
AND CODIFICATION; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

skkskskkok sk
WHEREAS, the effective regulation of zoning density, as a means of regulating the
volume, location, and intensity of residential dwelling units is vital to the public's health

safety and welfare; and

WHEREAS, Policy A7.2 of the City’s Comprehensive Plan establishes a “Table of Land
Use Densities and Intensities which provides that the maximum dwelling units per acre of 7

dwelling units per acre within the Low Density Residential Future Land Use Designation;

and

WHEREAS, on February 16, 2017, the Local Planning Agency met for the purpose of



transmitting its recommended amendment to the Land Development Code; and

WHEREAS, the Stuart City Commission held duly noticed public workshop on May 3,
2017, and public hearings on May 22 and June 12, 2017, to consider this ordinance and

provide for full public participation in the Land Development Code amendment process.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISION OF THE CITY OF
STUART, FLORIDA that:

SECTION 1: The City of Stuart Land Development Code Chapter 2, Section 2.03.05, Table 3,
“Maximum  Dwelling Units per Acre” is hereby amended as follows:



MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE

TABLE 3

Zoning Districts

Comprehensive 1
Plan Land Use | B Urban East Stuart
Classification R1-A | R-1 R-2 R-3 RPUD* B-1 B-2 E; - | CPUD g 1:151;3 M)]()PU Code
4 D District GRO BMU SFD

Low Density 4- 5 7 42/73/15*
Residential 7 7
Multi-family
Residential 10 4%/73/15* 10 L L 152

57/78
Office /Residential 10 15 10 10 | 10 /104 152

57/78
Commercial 10 10 L L /104 152
Downtown 15/ 57/78
Redevelopment 15/30 15/303 15/30 30 /104 152 15/30°
Neighborhood/ 57/78
Special Dist. 15 /104 152 15/30°
Industrial
East Stuart 152 15/305 | 15/305 | 17
Marine/Industrial 15 15 152 15/30°
Public
Recreation
Institutional 4%/73/15
Conservation

R-1A Single Family - Estate; R-1 Single Family - General; R-2 Duplex; R-3 Multi-Family/Office; R-M Residential Multi-Family; B-1 Business -Limited; B-2 Business-General; B-3 Business-
Restricted; B-4 Limited Business/Manufacturing; P Public Service; I Industrial; H Hospital; Planned Unit Development (PUD) includes Residential (RPUD), Commercial (CPUD), Public Service
(PSPUD), Industrial (IPUD), and Mixed Use (MXPUD); Urban Code District includes Urban General (UG), Urban Center (UC), Urban Neighborhood (UN), Urban Highway (UH), Urban
Waterfront (UW); East Stuart District includes Business and Mixed Use (BMU), General Residential and Office (GRO), Single-family and Duplex (SFD).




Footnotes:

1 = Assisted Living Facility (ALF) is allowed a maximum of 30 units per acre in
land use classification multi-family residential, office/residential, and
downtown redevelopment.

2 = Single Family Detached Dwelling Unit

3 = Single Family Attached Dwelling Unit

4 = Multi-Family Dwelling Unit

5 = Potential Bonus Units Allowable. Where not less than 50% of the total
residential units of site are smaller than 1,500 square feet in size, then at the
sole discretion of the city commission, a residential unit variety density bonus
may be awarded (Refer to Land Development Code Table 2.07.00.C).

6 = Up to 30 units with Major Urban Code Conditional Use

7 = Based on R-1 Density Requirements

8 = Based on R-2 Density Requirements

9 = Based on R-3, B-1 and B-2 Density Requirements

10 = Up to 30 with East Stuart District Conditional Use Approval

11 = Up to 30 upon approval by City Commission with a RPUD within the
Downtown Redevelopment Land Use area

E = Only Residential dwelling unit allowed and only by Conditional Use
L = Limited. No maximum density established by Land Development Code or Comprehensive

Plan at this time. Rather, the term "Limited" is used instead of a numerical value.

SECTION 2: All ordinances or parts of ordinances herewith are hereby repealed to the extent
of such conflict.

SECTION 3: If any word, clause, sentence, paragraph, section or part thereof contained in this
Ordinance is declared to be unconstitutional, unenforceable, void or inoperative by a court of
competent jurisdiction, such declaration shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this
Ordinance.

SECTION 4: The provisions of this ordinance shall be codified.

SECTION 5:  This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

PASSED on First Reading this day of ,2017.

Commissioner offered the foregoing ordinance and moved its adoption. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner and upon being put to a roll call vote, the




vote was as follows:

THOMAS CAMPENNI, MAYOR

TROY A. MCDONALD, VICE MAYOR

KELLI GLASS-LEIGHTON, COMMISSIONER
JEFFREY A. KRAUSKOPF, COMMISSIONER
EULA R. CLARK, COMMISSIONER

ADOPTED on second and final reading this day of

ATTEST:

CHERYL WHITE
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CORRECTNESS:

MICHAEL J. MORTELL
CITY ATTORNEY

,2017.

THOMAS CAMPENNI
MAYOR
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